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to  be  receired  on  Monday  next. 

Offioebs  on  HAif  Pat — The  Oieoulab  IdnrEB,  Mat,  1866-^uestioai 

ObsenrationBy  Lord  Truro ;  Beply,  Yisooont  Bury  • .     159 


COMMONS,  FEEDAT,  JULY  11. 
QUESTIONS. 

AaBioniiiUBAL  DisTasss — ^The  Botal  CoioassiDir — Questioa,  Mr.  Wait; 

Answer,  Tbe  CSumoellor  of  tbe  Exchequer  ..160 

The   iate   Piuhob   JjomoAL — ^Tkb  FxnrEEAZi   ExpsHSEs-r-Question,  Mr. 

Burt ;  Answer,  Tbe  Obancellor  of  tbe  Ezcbequer  ..  • .     160 

Ctpbus — PuKiSHKEirr  OF  G«ESK    Pbzbstb— The   Papei^s — Question,  Mr. 

Qladstone ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bcrarke  ..     161 

BoTAL    OOKSTABVLAET    (lEBXiAKD) --TbB    ToWN    IiTSPBOTOB    OF    BsLFAST — 

Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowtiher  • .  •  •     161 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS. 
[Jufy  11.]  Fage 

Ireland — Thb  Alliaitob  asd  Dublin  Consumers'   Gas  Company — ^The 

Eleotrio  Lioht — Questioii,  Mr.  Oallan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Baikes  . .     161 

Army   Disciplinb  and   Beqitlation  Bill — Corporal  Punishment — ^The 

Schedule — Question,  Sir  Henry  Havelock  ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley       16^ 

Parliament — ^Arrangement  of  Business — Orders  of  the  Day — Tues- 
days AND  Wednesdays — Observations,  Question,  The  Marquess  of 
Hartington ;  Beply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .     163 

MOTIONS. 

Parliament — Privilege — Proceedings  of  the  House — Note-taking  in 
THE  Members'  Side-Gallery — Besolution — 

Mcvedf  "  That  any  Report  or  Record  of  the  Proceedings  of  this  House,  or  of  a  Committee 
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To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  te  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  Notice  having  been  taken,  while  the  House  was  in  Committee,  of  the  presence 
in  one  of  the  side  Galleries  of  a  gentleman  engaged  in  taking  notes  of  the  proceedings 
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presence  in  one  of  the  side  Clalleries  of  a  gentleman  eneaged  in  taking  notes  of  the 
proceedings  of  the  Committee ;  and  Mr.  Speaker  having  informed  uie  House  that 
the  gentleman  was  an  officer  of  the  House,  and  was  so  employed  under  his  direction, 
and  that  the  notes  taken  by  him  were  for  the  confidential  information  of  the 
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Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  proposed  Amendment:" — After  debate,  Question  put: — The 
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Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  a^eed  to. 
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agreed  to : — Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dioiok. 

Bankraptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill  \_L0rd9]  [BiU  114]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Second  Beading  . .     720 

After  short  debate.  Adjourned  Debate /iir^A«r  a^wmed  till  To-morrow,  at 
Two  of  the  clook. 

Bajireme  Court  of  Judicature  Acts  Amendment  Bill   [Zoris]— 

Bill  eonsidered  in  Committee  [^Ptogreu  9th  June]  . .  . .     723 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Monday  next. 

Knightsbridge  and  other  Crown  Lands  Bill  [Bill  281]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time/* — {Mr,  Gerard  IToeT)       728 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted to  a  Select  Oommittee : — ^list  of  the  Oommittee  . .     729 

QUESTION. 

SoTTTH  Apbica  —  Thk  Zulit  War — Befo&tbd  StTBMissioN  OP  Cbtbwato — 

Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  .  •     729 


Amy  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Commencement)  BiX\r^Or4er9d  (Oohnd  sumUy, 

Mr.  Seorttarg  Orou,  Mr.  JFUUam  Bmry  SmUh,  Th$J%igtAdi9Qeai$  G€nertai ;  prtemUed, 

and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  248]      . .  . .  . .     729 

Commissioners  of  Woods  (Thames  Piers)  'SXH—Ordered  {Sir  Stnr^  S^iwin-lbbaion, 

Mr.egrardIfoel);preunted,9iiAr9^iheeivtUme[W12i9'l  730 


LOBDB,  FBIDAY,  TULY  18. 

South    Afbioa — ^Ths   Zulu   Wab— The   Defeat   at   Iaijn)i«ijrA  —  The 

OouET  OF  Ikoui&t — Question,  Lord  Truro ;  Answer,  Viseount  Bury  . .     730 

South  Afbioa — ^Latest   TaLBoeAK — Question^  The  Earl  of  Simberlej; 

Answer,  Earl  Oadogan        . .  . .  ..  . .     731 

Mftropoliian  and  Metropolitan  District  .Railway  Companies  Bill — 

Order  of  the  Day  for  Uie  Third  Beading,  read  . .  . .     732 

After  short  debate,  Third  Beading  poUpoued  to  Tuesday  the  22nd  instant. 
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QUESTIONS. 

Despatch  No.  4  (Leoislativb)  Iitdia — Opinions  op  Local  Government 
Oppicers,  European  and  Native,  upon  and  Correspondence — Ques- 
tion, Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope         . .  . .     750 

BoYAL  Irish  Constabulary — Town  Inspector  of  Belfast — Question,  Mr. 

O'Shaughnessy ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .  . .     750 

Treaty  op  Berlin  —  Asl/ltio  Provinces  of  Turkey  —  Secretary  of 
State's  Despatch  8th  August,  1878  —  Questions,  Mr.  Baxter,  Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .     751 

Metropolis  —  Educational    Charities    of  London  —  Question,    Mr.  E. 

Jenkins ;  Answer,  Lord  George  Hamilton  . .  . .     752 

Post  Opfice  (Contracts) — The  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam  Naviga- 
tion Company — Questions,  Mr.  Bathbone,  Mr.  Isaac ;  Answers,  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson        . .  . .  . .  . .     752 

Navy — ^H.M.S.  ''Warrior" — Question,  Mr.  Biggar;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H. 

Smith  . .  . .  •  •  . .  . .     753 

Army  Medical  Department — Examinations — Question,   Mr.  J.  Brown; 

Answer,  Colonel  Stanley      . .  . .  . .  . .     753 

Post  Office  (Contracts) — The  Australian  Mails — Question,  Mr.  Sampson 

Lloyd ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  . .     753 

French  and  English  Marriage  Laws — Question,  Mr.  Hardcastle  ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .  754 

Navy — ^Navigating  Officers — Question,   Mr.   Sampson  Lloyd;   Answer, 

Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .  . .  . .     755 

Army  —  The  60th  Eifles  —  Case  of  Colour  Sergeant  Dickaty — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Price ;  Answer,  Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck         . .  . .     755 

Criminal  Law — ^Thb  Qxteen  v.  Castro — Question,  Dr.  Kenealy ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .  . .  . .     756 

South  Africa — The  Zulu  War  — The  Latest  Telegram — Question,  Mr. 

W.  E.  Forster ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaoh         . .  . .     758 

Peace  Preservation  (Ireland)  Act — Special  Police  Taxes — Questions, 
Major  Nolan,  Mr.  Pamell,  Mr.  Biggar,  Mr.  Callan  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther         . .  . .  . .  . .  . .     758 

Parliament — Arrangement  of  Publio  Business — Statement,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer ;  Observations,  Mr.  Callan        .  •  , .     759 


TABLE  OF  CONTENTS* 
[Jufy  18.J  Page 

ORDER    OF    THE  DAY. 

Anny  Discipline  and  Begrulation  Bill  [BiU  245]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  [July  17]  : — Debate  re»um$d     760 
After  debate,  it  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock,  further 
Gonsideration  of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  stood  adjourned  till  thU  day. 

It  being  five  minutes  to  Seven  of  the  dock,  the  House  suspended  its 

Sitting.  •  

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DA  7. 

Supply — Order  for  Conmiittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair  "  . .     774 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdraum : — Committee  deferred  till 
Jfondojf  next 

Army  Discipline  and  Besrulation  Bill  [Bill  245]— 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  considered  . .  . .  •  •     774 

After  long  debate,  Moved,  "  That  further  Consideration  of  the  Bill,  as 

amend^,  be  now  adjourned," — (^Mr.  PameU:) — After  further  short 

debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
After  further  short  debate.  Question,  Moved,  **  That  the'Bill  be  now  read 

the  third  time," — {Colonel  Stanley:) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to: — 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  paseed. 

Abmt  Disciplinb  Ain>  Bboulation  (Commencbmbnt)  [Expenses] — 

Contiiered  in  Cominittee. 

(In  the  Ck)nimitt6e.) 

Bt»olredf  That  it  is  expedient  to  anthorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by 
Parliament,  of  rates  for  Billeting  and  other  Expenses  of  Troops  on  iJie  March,  in 
pursoance  of  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for  bringing  into  force 
**The  Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  Act,  1879." 

Besolntion  to  be  repOTted  upon  Monday  next. 


Poor  Law  (Scotland)  (No.  2)  'BSl— Ordered  {The  Lord  Advoeate,  Mr.  Secretary  Crott) ; 

preeeniedy  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  252]  •  •      81 5 

LORDS,  SATURDAY,  JULY  19. 
Army  Discipline  and  Begnlation  Bill— 

Bnmght  from  the  Commons ;  read  1» ;  to  be  printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next : 
(7^  Viscount  Cranbrook.)     (No.  156.) 

LORDS,  MONDAY,  JULY  21. 

SoTTTH  Afbica — The  Zulu  Wa» — ^Latest  Telegrams — Question,  Viscoont 

Cardwell ;  Answer,  Yiscount  Bury  . .  . .  . .     817 

Slavery  is  Cuba — Motion  vor  Papers — 

Moved,  That  there  be  laid  before  the  House — 

"Copies  of  all  despatches  and  papers  containing  any  communications  on  that  subject 
which  haye  passed  between  Her  Majesty's  Government  or  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Madrid  and  the  &pazdsh  Government,  and  which  have  not  already  been  laid  before 
VK^mmt^'^— {The  Lord  SeUntme)    ..  B18 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  Leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn. 
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Army — The  late  Prince   Is^erial  —  Court  Martial  on  Lieutenant 

Carey — Question,  Sir  Bobert  Peel ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley  . .     858 
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ness— Questions,  Mr.  Hankey,  Mr.  Fawcett ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor 
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0BDER8    OF    THE    DAT. 

SUFTLY—eamuUred  in  Ocmimittee— Civn.  Sbryicb  Estimatbs. 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  HI. — ^Law  and  Justice. 

(i.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £822,192, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1880,  for  the  Gonstabuhuy  Force  in  Ireland  '*  . .  869 

After  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Item  for  the  Salary  of 
the  Inspector  General  be  reduced  by  £600,'^ — {Mr.  0' Shaughnetsy  :) — After  further 
short  debate.  Question  put : — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  16,  Noes  74 ;  Majority 
66.— fDiv.  List,  No.  186.) 
Originid  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .       889 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **  That  the  Item  of  £12,829,  be  reduced  by  the 

sum  of  £110," — {Mr,  CuUan :)— After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed  893 

Aft«r  diort  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  Item  of  £6,216, 
for  Pensions  of  the  Inspector  General  and  the  Assistant  Inspector  General,  be 
omitted  from  thepropoeed  Vote," — {Mr.  Meldon  .) — After  further  short  debate. 
Question  put:— Tne  Committee  divided;  Ayes  22,  Noes  88;  Majority  66.— (Div. 
List,  No.  187.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed  903 

Motion  made,  and  Qnettion  proposed,   <*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £772,192,  be 
granted,  &c.,"— (ifr.  0' Don w// ;)— After  short  debate.  Question  put:— The  Com- 
mittee divided;  Ayes  18,  Noes  127  ;  Majority  109.— (Div.  list,  No.  188.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed  ^^^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £821,692,  be 

granted,  &c.," — {Mr.  Gray  .•)— After  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed  •  •  ^^^ 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £821,792,  be 
granted,  &c/*— (Jfi|^  I^olan  .3— After  short  debate.  Question  put :— The  Committee 
divided;  Ayes  27,  Noes  162;  Majority  136.— (Biv.  List,  No.  189.) 
Original  Question  again  proposed  ••  ••  ••921 
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Supply — Onm:  Sibyicb  EsmcATBe — Ckmimittee — continued. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £796,842,  be 
granted,  &o.," — (Jtfr.  Callan  :) — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

A&ei  further  idiort  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £111,661,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1880,  for  the  Expense  of  the  Superintendence  of  Prisons,  and  of  the  Main- 
tenance of  Prisoners  in  Prisons  in  Ireland,  and  of  the  Begistration  of  Habitual 
Criminals"  ..  ..  ..  ..  928 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £110,461,  be 
granted,  &c.,** — {Mr.  Errington ;)— After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress,  and  wSk  leave  to  sit  again," — (Mr.  Oray :) — After  further 
diort  debate.  Question  put : — ^The  Committee  divided  ;  Ayeli  20,  Noes  99 ;  Majority 
79.— (Div.  list.  No.  190.) 

Motion  (Mr.  Errington)^  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Moved  J  "  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair," — (Mqfor  0*  Gorman :) — After 
debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(2.)  £41,906,  to  complete  tiie  sum  for  Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  Ireland. — 
After  shoit  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  .  •       951 

i3 .^  £4,824,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum,  agreed  to. 
4.1  £8,441,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Land  Judge's  Offices,  Irel^d,  agreed  to. 
5.)  £14,444,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Registry  of  Deeds  (Ireland). — After  short 
debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .       962 

(6.)  £2,070,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Registry  of  Judgments,  Ireland,  agreed  to. 
fy.)  £66,246,  to  complete  the  sum  for  County  Court  Officers,  &c.,  Ireland,  agreed  to. 
(%S  £103,017,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police. — ^After  short 
debate,  Vote  agreed  to  ..  . .  . .  . .       963 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock ;  Committee  to 
sit  again  upon  Wednesday. 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill  [Lordi]  fBill  114]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [16th  July], 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — Question  again  pro- 
posed : — Debate  resumed      . .  . .  . .  . .     955 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed:  eoneidered  in  CommitteQf  and  reported ;  to  he  printed,  as 
amended  [Bill  254]  ;  re-eommitted  for  Monday  next. 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  22. 

Brentford  and  Isleworth  Tramways  Bill — 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3»  "       . .  . .  . .     956 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out  ('*now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 

Motion  (**  this  day  three  months,") — {The  Lord  Truro.) 
On  Question,  That  (*'  now  ")  stand  part  of  the  Motion?  their  Lordships 

divided:  Contents  44,  Not-Contents  5  ;  Majority  39. 

Division  List,  Contents  and  Not-Contents  . .  . .     957 

Resolved  in  the  Affirmative:  Bill  read  3»  accordingly,  with  the  Amend- 
ments ;  further  Amendments  made  ;  Bill  passed,  and  isent  to  the  Com- 
mons. 

Metropolitan    and   Metropolitan    District  Railway   Companies  Bill— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Reading,  read  . .  . .     957 

The  Queen's  consent  sipiified ;  Bill  read  3%  with  the  Amendments : — 
After  short  debate,  Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

Commons  Act  (1876)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  152)— 

Mov^,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2*,"— (7%^  Lord  Eenniher)  . .     959 

Motion  forced  ^o:— BiU  read  2»  accordingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 
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Army  BlBCipIlne  and  Begrulatlon  Bill  (No.  156)-- 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3%"— (7%^  Vueount  Oranhrook)        . .     959 
Motion  agreed  to  : — Bill  read  3»  accordingly,  andpaeied. 

Begnilatlon 


Billroiuil*  ..  ..960 

MSTBOFOIJS — DakGSBS  OF  THB  StREBTS — BE80LT7nOK — 

Mbvtdp  "  That,  in  view  of  the  enormoiiB  increase  in  tlie  number  of  personfl  injured  by  the 
passage  of  vehicles  in  the  streets  dnring  the  year  1878  as  compared  notably  with  that 
of  1877  and  the  years  preceding  it,  Her  Majesty's  Secretary  of  State  for  tbe  Home 
Department  be  instructed  to  move  the  vestries  of  tiie  sevexal  parishes  of  the  Metropolis 
to  erect  central  refuges  in  all  such  places  as  in  the  opinion  of  the  superintendont  of  the 
police  such  shall  be  required  for  the  protection  of  those  passing  on  foot/' — ( Viteount 
Tempietoum)  ..  .,  ^qq 

After  short  debate,  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdraum. 

Death  of  the  PBmcE  iHPEBiAXi — Coubt  Martial  on  Lieutenant  Cabet — 

Qnestion,  Observations,  Lord  Truro ;  Reply,  Viscount  Bury  . .     961 

PaBUAKSNTABY  BlTPOBTING-'— 

Messa^  to  the  Commons  for  the  Reports  from  the  Select  Oommittee  of 
that  Honse  (of  this  Session  and  last  Session),  together  with  the  Minntes 
of  Evidence,  &c. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  22. 
QUESTIONS. 


Abtizanb'  Dwellinqs  Act,  1875 — Questions,  Mr.  Fawcett;  Answers,  Sir 

James  M'Qtuel-Hogg,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .     962 

FiHHEBiES — SAiiicoN  DisBASB — OoHMissioif  OF  Inquiby — Quostion,  Captain 

Milne-Home ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  . .  . .     964 

TuBKEY  —  The   Jews   in   Eastebn  Roxtmeua  —  Question,  Mr.  Serjeant 

Simon ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  . .  . .  . .     964 

Ftshebies  (Scotland) — ^The  Pibth  of  Fobth  —  Question,  Captain  Milne- 
Home  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross        . .  . .  .  •     965 

SoiTTH  Afbiga — ^Wab  WITH  SiEUKTTNi — Qucstion,  Mr.  Whitwell;  Answer, 

Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach     ..  ..  ..  ...    965 

SoxrrH  Af&ioa — ^Thb  Zttlu  Wab — ^Tbs  Pafebs — Question,  Mr.  Whitwell ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  .  •     966 

SoiTTR  Afbioa — Gbiqitaland  West — Alleged  Massaobe  neab  Koegas — 

Questions,  Dr.  Cameron ;  Answers,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .     967 

Navy — Sentence  on  a  Seaman  at  Sheebnebs — Question,  Mr.  Macdonald ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .  . .     968 

Banexuptcy  Law  Amendment  Bnx — Question,  Mr.  Rathbone;  Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  • .     969 

SoxTTH  Afbxga — Obiqualand  East — The  Imtbisoned  Gbiqtjas — Questions, 

Mr.  W.  H.  James ;  Answers,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  . .     969 

Post  Office  (Ibeland) — Belfast  Post  Office — Question,  Mr.  Biggar; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Maimers  • .  970 

Obdebs  of  the  Day— 

Ordered,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  appointed  for  this  Erening  be  poetponed 
untU  after  the  Notice  of  Motion  relating  to  Unfulfilled  AirangemenU  of  the  Con- 
greae  of  Berlin, — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

yOL.  CCXLVni.   [thibp  bebies.]         [  <?  ] 
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0BDEB8    OF    THE    DAY. 


FBiYHiBaB  (TowBR  High  Lbvsl  Bbidob  (Mbtbopolis)  Oommittse) — 

.  Beport  from  Select  Oommittee  eatmd&red      • .  • .  . .     971 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Gharles  Edmnnd  GriBsell  and  Mr.  John  Sandilandfl  Ward  do  attend 
this  HouBe  To-morrow,  at  Twelve  o'clock," — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  offrwd  to. 


Army  Discipline  and  Begulation  (Commencement) 

Bill  eoMiderfid  in  Oommittee     . .  •  •  . .  •  •     975 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported. 

Bin,  as  amended,  cotmdered;  read  the  third  time,  asid  passed. 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies  Bill  [Bill  126]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exehequer)  . .  . .  • .  • .     978 

After  short  debate.  Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "now," 
and  at  the  end  of  the  Question  to  add  the  words  **  upon  this  day  three 
months," — {Mr.  Fraser-Maekintosh.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  word  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :" 
— After  further  debate,  it  beine  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  olock, 
the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  Mm  day. 

Iiord  Clerk  Register  (Scotland)  Bill  [Bill  196]— 

Bill  considered  in  Committee     •  •  ...  . .  . .   1025 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  7%ursday. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seven  of  the  dock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dlook. 


MOTION. 


OoiraBBSs  OF  BsBLiN  (XThfxtlfilled  AnBANGBMEirrs) — Motion  fob  ak  Ad- 


Moved,  **That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her 
Majesty  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  use  Her  influence  to  procure  the  prompt  execu- 
tion of  those  Articles  of  tne  Treaty  of  Berlin  which  relate  to  reforms  in  Turkey ;  and 
further  praying  that,  in  imdertalmig  mediation  under  the  24th  Article  of  the  Treaty, 
She  will  endeavour  to  procure  for  Greece  the  rectification  of  frontier  agreed  upon  by 
the  Powers,"—  {Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  . .  . .  . .    1027 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That*'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**  this  House  desires  to  express  its  g^tification  that  the  main  portion  of  the  stipula- 
tions of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  has  been  successfully  carried  into  effect,  and  approves 
the  steps  which  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  have  already  taken  to  secure  the  full 
accomplishment  of  those  portions  of  the  Treaty  which  are  still  in  coursiB  of  execu- 
tion,"— {Mr.  Hanburyy) — ^instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  <'  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :"  —  After  debate,  Moved,  '*  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Monk ;) — Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Debate 
adjourned  till  Tuesday  next, 
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OBDEB8    OF    TEE    DAT, 
Katioiial  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Bill  [BiU  246]— 

Moffedy  *'  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  seoond  time,"— (ifr.  J,  Lowther)  . .  1090 
Jfovsdf  "  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned," — {Mr.  Courtney :) — After 

short  debate.  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided ;  Ayes  4,  Noes  43 ; 

Majority  39.— (Div.  List,  No.  191.) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 

for  Titeeday  next. 

SUFBBXE    Ck)T7BT    OF    JtTDIOATUSB     (OfFIOBBS)   [SaIiA&IES,    &0.] — 

Conndered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Ssseived,  That  it  is  expedient  to  anthoxiae  the  payment,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  of  the  Salaries  of  the  first  Masters  of  the  Supreme  Court 
of  Judicature,  and,  out  of  moneys  to  he  provided  hy  Parliament,  of  the  Salaries 
and  Pensions  of  Officers  of  the  Supreme  Court,  as  well  as  of  Compensation  for  pre- 
judice to  any  right  or  pririlege  which  may  hecome  nayahle  under  the  provisions  of  any 
Act  of  the  present  Session  to  amend  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Acts. 

Baaolntion  to  oe  reported  To-morrow. 

LORDS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  23. 

South  Afbioa — ^Thb  Zttlu  Wab — ^Latest  Telegbah — ^Viotoey  at  Ulxjndi 

— Question,  Lord  Truro ;  Answer,  Viscount  Bury  . .  . .   1096 

Armj  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Commencement)  Bill- 
Bead  2*  (according  to  order) ;   (Committee  negatived ;  Then  Standing  Orders  Nos. 
XXXVn.  and  XXXYIII.  wmidered  (according  to  |order),  and  diepenud  with;  Bill 
read  Z\\  and  paeeed. 

COMMONS,  WEDNESDAY,  JULY  23. 
QUESTION. 

Gesenwioh  Hospital  Pension  Fund — Question,  Mr.  Qourlej ;  Answer,  Mr. 

W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .  . .  . .   1098 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 
TJniversity  Education  (Irelaiid)  BiU  [BiU  183]— 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  on  Second  Bead- 
ing [21  st  May]  read  ..  ..  ..  ..1099 

Moved,  * '  That  the  Order  for  the  Seoond  Beading  be  read  and  discharged," 
{Thsiy  Conor  Don :) — ^Motion  agreed  to  ;— Order  dieeharged : — ^Bill  with- 
drawn. 

m 

QovTR  Apeiga— The  Zulu  Wab  — Viotoey  at  Ulundi— Observation,  Sir 

Michael  Hicks-Beach  ..  ..  ..  ••  1099 

PEiyiLBOB  (TowEE  HiGH  Level  Beidgb  (Meteopolis)  OoHmTTEE)  —  Order 
for  Attendance  of  Mr.  Charles  Edmund  Onssell  and  Mr.  John 
Sandilands  Wa«l,  read         . .  . .  • .  ^100 

Moved  J  **  That  Charles  Edmund  GrieaeU  havinff  been  ordered  to  attend  the  House  this 
day,  and  having  neglected  to  attend,  be  taken  into  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at 
Arms  attending  this  House ;    and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrants  accord    . 
ingly,"— (Jfr.  Chmneellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
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P&iTiLEOB  (TowBB  HiOH  LiTBL  Bridoi  (ICetbopolxs)  GoHMiTTBi}— oontinaed. 

Then  John  Sandilands  Ward  was  called  in,  and  was  addressed  by  Mr. 
Speaker,  who  said — *'  I  have  now  to  state  on  behalf  of  the  House  that 
the  House  is  willing  to  hear  what  you  have  to  say  u|pon  the  matter." 

John  Sandilands  Ward  thereupon  tendered  an  explanation  of  his  conduct ; 
and  was  then  directed  to  withdraw. 

Moved,  **  That  John  Sandilandfl  Ward  hayinp:  been  cognizant  of,  and  having  assisted 
Charles  Edmund  Giissell  in,  the  matter  of  his  offer  to  control  the  decision  of  the 
Committee  on  the  Tower  High  Leyel  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Bill,  was  guilty  of  a  breach 
of  the  Privileges  of  this  House," — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer^ 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Moped,  "  That  John  Sandilands  Ward  be,  for  his  said  offence,  committed  to  the  custody 
of  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  attending  this  House ;  and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his 
warrant  accordingly," — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

The  Entry  in  the  Votes  . .  . .  . .  . .   1103 

PubUc  Works  Loans  BiU  [BiU  70]~ 

Order  for  Second  Eeadinff  read  ..  ..  ..1114 

After  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Reading 
be  discharged,  in  order  that  a  new  Bill  be  introduced," — (Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  JExchequer : — ^Motion  agreed  to :)— Order  dieeharged ;  feill  withdrawn; 
and  leave  given  to  present  another  Bill  instead  thereof. 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2)  BiU  [Bill  212]-. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Question  [Ist  July], 
*'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Selater^ Booth  :) — 
Question  again  proposed : — Debate  resumed  . .  , .   1120 

After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  : — ^Bill  read  a  second  time, 
and  committed  for  Friday. 

Prtvileoe  (Toweb  High  Levbl  Bridgb  (Mbtbopoub)  Oommittee) — Arrest 
OF  John  Sandilands  Ward — 

Hie  Sergeant  at  Arms  reported  to  the  House,  That  he  had  taken  into 
custody  John  Sandilands  Ward,  pursuant  to  the  Order  of  the  House 
this  day  ..  ..  .,  ..  ..   1122 

Commissioners  of  Woods  (Thames  Piers)  Bill  [Bill  249]— 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — \8ir  Henry 
Selwin-Ihbeteon)  ..  ..  ..  ..1122 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — BiU  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for 
Monday  next. 

Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  Bill  ILorde']  [BiU  146]— 

Moved,  "That  the  BiU  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr.  Attorney 

General  for  Ireland^  ..  ..  ..  ..1123 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  "  now,"  and  at  the  end  of 

the  Question  to   add   the  words   **  upon  this  day  three  months," — 

{Mr.  Meldon.) 
Question  proposed,  **  That  Ihe  word  *  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question :" 

—After  short  debate,  Ajnen^ent,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com' 

miUed  for  Mimdity  next. 

Supply — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

South  Africsa — The  Zulu  Wab — Victoey  at  Ulundi  —  Observations, 
Colonel  Stanley,  Mr.  KnatchbuU-Hugessen  ;  Question,  Sir  Arthur 
Hayter ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley  . .  . .  . .   1137 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn : — Committee  deferred  tiU  Friday. 
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Tnmpike  Acts  Contlnaahce  Bill  [Bill  239]— 

Bill  cofuidered  in  Cfominittee     . .  . .  .  •  . .   1138 

After  short  time  spent  i^erein,  Bill  reportsd;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
To-wwrrow. 

Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act  (1878)  Amendment  Bill- 
Order  for  Committee  read : — Maved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair,"— (JTr.  7.  Zw<^(w)  ..  ..  ..1140 

After  short  debate,  Qaestion  put,  and  agreed  to  : — ^Bill  eoruidered  in  Com- 
mittee. 
After  short  time  spent  therein.  Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered Tihmarrow. 

Parliamentary  Franchise  Mil  [Bill  84]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Order  for  the  Second  Beading  be  read  and  discharged,'' 
^Mr.EUiot)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1146 

Motion  agreed  to: — Order  read,  and  dUeharged;  Bill  withdrawn. 

School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans)  Bill  [Bill  219]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— fifr.  Pell)  . .  1146 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  word  ''now,  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  "upon  this  day  three  months," — {Mr, 
Chamberlain.) 
Question  proposed,  **  That  the  word  '  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question :  " 
— After  short  debate,  Moved,  "  That  the  Debate  oe  now  adjourned," — 
(Mr,  DiUwyn) : — After  further  short  debate,  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour 
before  Six  of  the  dock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till  To-morrow, 


PasLUlXZHTABY  BxPOBTTNG — ^MBSSAaX  FBOM  THB  LOBDS — 

That  they  do  request,  that  this  House  will  be  pleased  to  communicate  to 
their  Lordships,  Copies  of  the  Iteports  from  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  by  this  House  in  the  present  Session  and  in  the  last  Session 
on  Parliamentary  Beporting,  together  with  the  Minutes  of  Evi- 
dence, &c. 

Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)  BiUr^Ordsred  (Mr,  Samsay,  Mr.  Baxter,   Sir   Oraham 

M<mtg<mery,  Mr.  DalrympU) ;  prtunted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  257]  ••1156 

Kanieipal  Elections  (Ireland)    BiH— Ordered  (Mr.  James  Lowth&r,   Mr.   Attorney 

General  for  Ireland) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  256]  *  •    1 1 57 


LOBDS,  THUESDAT,  JULY  24. 

Abtizaks'  and  Labotjrxbs'  DwBLLiKas  Acrr,  1875 — Resolution — 

Mered  to  resolve,  "  That  in  the  opinion  of  this  House  no  farther  improyements  ought  to 
be  sanctioned  under  the  Act  until  the  principle  on  which  compensation  is  awarded  for 
property  taken  shall  have  been  amended," — (The  Earl  of  Camperdoum)  . .    1157 

After  short  debate,  on  Qaestion  ?  Resolved  in  the  Negative, 

The   Income    Tax  —  AoRnnTLTURAL  Dibtrbss  —  Questions,   Tlie  Earl  of 

Stradbroke ;  Answers,  The  Duke  of  Eichmoiid  and  Qoraon  . .   1167 

The  Income  Tax — ^Education  Bates — Question,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ; 

Answer,  The  Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon  . .   1168 

« 

Pa&LIAMENTABT  BEPOBTDrO 

Reports  from  the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  the  House  of  Comn^ons 
in  the  present  and  the  last  Sessions  of  Parliament,  together  with  the 
Minutes  of  Evidence,  &o. :  Communicated  (pursuant  to  message  of 
Tuesday  last),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table  . .  . .   1 168 
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COMMONS,  THUESDAT,  JULY  24.  Page 

QUESTIONS. 

IiTDiA  —  The   Maharajah    Dhuleep    Sutgh — Questions,    Mr.    Fawoett ; 

Answers,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope  . .  . .  . .  ...   1169 

Hall  Mabkino  TGbLD  ajsd   Silver) — Question,   Mr.  Hanbury;   Answer, 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  ..  ..  ..1169 

Greenwich  and  Merchant  Seamen's  Hospital — Question,  Mr.  Fry ;  An- 
swer, Yisoount  Sandon         . .  . .  . .  . .   1169 

Navy — British  Columbia — EsQxnMALT  Dock — Question,  Colonel  Arbuthnot ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .  . .   1170 

Colonial  Naval  Defence  Act,  1865 — ^Royal  Colonial  Naval  Reserve 
Men — Question,  Colonel  Arbuthnot ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hioks- 
Beach  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..1171 

Merchant  Seamen — Leoislation — Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  Yisoount 

Sandon  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..1171 

Army — Supply  of  Water  to  Landouard  Fort — Question,  Mr.  Bentinck ; 

Answer,  Colonel  Stanley      ..  ..  ..  ..1172 

Poor  Law  —  Pauper  Nurses  —  Question,   Mr.  Bathbone  ;  Answer,  Mr. 

Sdater-Booth  ..  ..  ..  ..   1172 

Army  (Ordnance  Department) — Heavy  Rifled  Ordnance — Thomas  v. 
THE  Queen  —  Questions,  Colonel  Colthurst,  Sir  Henry  Havelock; 
Answers,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil  . .  . .  . .   1173 

Ireland— Oranoe  Celebration  Dinner  in  Gorey — Question,  Mr.  O'Clery ; 

Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther      ..  ..  ..  ..   1173 

Army — Army  Officers  as  War  Correspondents— Questions,  Sir  George 

Campbell ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope        •..  ..  ..1174 

The  late  Prince  Imperial — Monument  in  Westminster  Abbey — Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Price*  Mr.  E.  Jenkins,  Mr.  Callan;  Answers,  Colonel 
Stanley,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .   1175 

The  late  Prince  Imperial— The  Court  Martial  on  Lieutenant  Carey 

— Question,  Sir  Bobert  Peel ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley  , .   1177 

Eailway  Brakes — Question,  Mr.  Maodonald;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon      1177 

Commission  on  Agricultural    Distress  —  Names    of   Commissioners  — 

Question,  Mr.  Newdegate;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer     1178 

Navigation  of  the  Thames — ^Beport  of  Commissioners  —  Question,   Mr. 

Gourley ;  Answer,  Yisoount  Sandon  .,  ..  ..1178 

Greenwich  and  Merchant  Seamen's  Hospital — Question,  Mr.  Gourley ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  . .  . .  . .   1179 

Parliament — Arrangement  of  Public  Business — Questions,  Mr.  Heygate, 
Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,  Mr.  Beresford 
Hope,  Sir  Alexander  Gordon ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson  ..  ..  ..1180 

Treaty  of  Berlin — The  Bussians   in  Eastern  Boumelia  —  Question, 

Mr.  J.  B.  Yorke  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke    . .  . .  1181 

ORDERS    OF    THE  DAY. 
UniverBity  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill  ILardt-]  [Bill  250]— 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — [Mr.  J.  Lowther)   • .   1 182 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  oat  from  the  word  '*  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Qaestion,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  no  measure  of  Uniyersity  Education  can  be  considered  satisfaotorv  to  the 
people  of  Ireland  which  does  notprovide  increased  facilities  for  Collegiate  ifducation 
as  well  as  for  the  attainment  of  Uniyersity  Degrees/* — {Mr,  <$AaM!,)— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — After  long  debate,  Question  put : — The  House 
divided:  Ayes 267,  Noes  90;  Majority  167.— (Diy.  Inst,  No.  192.) 
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Uftitmity  Education  {Ir§i4md)  {No.  2)  £i7^-continTied. 

Main  Questioii  proposed,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time :  " — 
After  short  debate.  Moped,  *'That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned/' — 
{Sir  Wilfrid  Lawsan:) — After  farther  short  debate,  Question  put: — 
The  House  divided;  Ayes  28,  Noes  260 ;   Majority  232.— (Div.  list,    . 
No.  193.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitUd  for  I^ureda^f  next. 

Public  Wobks  Loans  [Advanobs,  &o.] — 
Cptuidered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .  . .   1273 

After  abort  debate,  (1.)  Buohidy  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  farther  Advances  ont 
of  the  Consolidated  Fond  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  out  of  moneys  in  the  hands  of 
the  National  Debt  Commissioners  held  on  account  of  Savings  Banks,  or  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks,  of  aiiy  sum  or  sums  of  money  not  exceeding  £6,000,000  in  the  whole, 
to  enM>le  the  Public  Works  Loan  Commissioners,  and  not  exceeding  £860,000  in  the 
whole,  to  enable  the  Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland  to  make  Advances  in 
promotion  of  Public  Works. 

(2.)  Rnoiwdy  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend  the  Public  Works  Loans  Acts. 

Hesolations  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

Occupation  Roads  Bill  [BiU24l]— 

Moved,  ''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,"— (ifr.  Pell)  . .   1275 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted for  Thwreday  next. 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Money)  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave  {8ir  Menry  Selwin-Ibhstson)  . .  . .  1276 
After  short  debate,  First  Beading  deferred  tiU  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
clock. 


Pabliamsztfaby  Ekpobting — 

Lords  Message  [2drd  July]  considered: — Printed  Oopy  to  be  commu- 
nicated . .  . .  . .  . •  . .  1277 

Registry  Courts  (Ireland)  (Practice)  Bill — Ordered  {Mr.  Callan,  Sir  Joseph  M^Kenna^ 

Jfr.  f«y) ;  l>fM«n^  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  259]  ..  ..    1277 

LOEDS,  FETDAY,  JULY  25. 

AsMY  Organization — Shobt  Sebvioe — The  Zultt  Oamfaion — Observations, 

Lord  Strathnaim : — Short  debate  thereon  . .  . .   1277 

LroiA — Cbdonax  Law — Use  of  Tobttjbb  —  Question,  Lord  Stanley  of 
Alderley ;  Answer,  Viscount  Oranbrook    . .  . .  . .   1290 

COMMONS,  FRIDAY,  JULY  25. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

— «o.:o:*o^ — 

Thames  River  {Prevention  of  Floods)  Bill  {by  Order)-" 
Order  for  Consideration  of  Lords'  Amendments,  read         . .  . .   1291 

After  short  debate.  Lords'  Amendments  agreed  to, 

QUESTIONS. 

The  late  Princb  Impebial — Question,   Sir  Frederick  Perkins ;  Answer, 

Colonel  Loyd  Lindsay  . .  . .  . .   1297 

South  Afbioa  —  Gkiqtjaland  East — The  Impbisoneb  Gbiquas — Ques- 
tion, Mr.  W.  H.  James ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Picks-Beach  ,  •  1297 
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Game    Laws    Amendment    (Sootlakd)     Bill  —  Question,    Sir    David 

Wedderbum ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adrooate  . .   1298 

Pabliament — PuBLio   BUSINESS — Quostion,   Mr.    Ohilders;    Answer,    The 

Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  . .   1298 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Bylands ;  Answer,  The  Ohan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer        . .  . .  . .  « .   1299 

Egyptian  Affairs — Questions,  Sir  Julian  Ooldsmid,  Mr.  Gbschen;  An- 
swers, The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson       1300 

ORDERS   OF   THE  DAT. 
East  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fund)  Bill  [BiU  201]— 

Movedf  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," — {Mr,  Chaneslhr  of 
th$  Exchequer)  ..  ..  ..  ..   1301 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That  '*  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  considering  that  it  has  been  officially  stated  that  the  Afghan  War  was 
undertaken  in  the  interests  of  England  and  India  jointly,  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that  it  is  unjust  to  make  India  pay  towards  the  expenses  of  that  war  more  than 
seven  times  as  much  as  will  be  conmbuted  by  Engliuid,'* — {Mr.  Faweett,) — instead 
thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  pressed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question:  " — After  debate.  Question  put  :-rThe  House  divided; 
Ayes  137,  Noes  125;  Majority  12.— (Div.  List,  No.  194.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Monday  next. 

East  India  Loan  (£6,000,000)  BUI  [Bill  197]— 

Order  for  Committee  read: — Moved,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair,"— (ifr.  E,  Stanhope)  ...  . .  . .  1884 

After  short  debate,  it  beine  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of  the  clock,  the 
Debate  stood  adjourned  till  this  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seren  of  the  dock. 

The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  clock. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


Supply — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

CnnciNAL  Law  —  The  Case  of  EDinnm  Gallst  —  MonoK  pob  an 
Addbess — Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from,  the  word  *'  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  the  innocence  of  Edmund  Gkdley  of  the  crime  of  which  he  was  convicted  at 
Exeter  in  1836  has  been  established  beyond  all  reasonable  doubts ;  and  that  an 
humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  graciously 
to  grant  a  free  pardon  to  Edmund  Gkdley," — (Sir  JEardiey  Wilmot,) — instead  thereof  1885 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :'' — After  long  debate.  Amendment,  by  leave,  with- 
drawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  "to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praving  Her  Majesty  that 
she  will  be  graciously  pleased  to  grant  a  free  pardon  to  Edmund  Galley," — (Sir 
Sardley  Wilmot,) — instead  thereof  ..  ..    1868 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question  :  " — After  short  debate,  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Words  added : — Main  Question,  as  amended,  put,  and  ttgreed  to. 
To  be  presented  bj  Privy  Councillors. 
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SiTFFLT — OoMMiTTBB — Observations,  Sir  Henry  Selwm-Ibbetson  ;.  1372 

IsxLksn — ^Bkpobted  Appbab^lnob  of  the  Oolobabo  Beetlb — Oaestion, 
Major  Nolan ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther    . .  . .  • .  1872 

Moved,  "  That  this  House  will  immediately  resoltre  itself  into  the  Com- 
mittee of  Supply/' — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  JExohequer.) 

Agbioultubal  Dbpbbssioit  (Ibelaio)) — Observations^  Mr.  O'Donnell,  Mr. 
P.  Martin  . .  . .  . .  . .  1372 

Oaestion  pat,  and  agreed  to. 


SUPFLY — eomid&red  in  Committee — CiyiL  Sbbticb  Estdcatbs. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Glass  YI. — BwrnRAmsruAnov  aitd  Bbtibbd  Ajllowakobs,  abb 

GteATUITIBS  FOB  ChABITABIS  ABD  0TB3SB  PuBPOSES. 

£22,150,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Merohant  Seamen's  Fund,  Pensionfl,  &c. 
£23,100,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Belief  of  Distreesed  British  Seamen  Abroad. 

£395,000,  Pauper  Lunatios,  England. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  137 A 

£71,760,  Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland. — After  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .  1379 

£22,096,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland. — ^After  short  debate, 

Yote  agreed  to        ...  ..  ..  ,,  ..  1379 

Beeolntions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £11,647>  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary^  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
wDl  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1880,  for  the  support  of  certain  Hospitals  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland "  . .     1380 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leaye  to 
■it  again," — {Mr.  Biggar :) — After  further  short  debate,  Motion,  bf  leaye,  with' 
drmon.  • 

Original  Question,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £123,944,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay- 
ment during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1880,  to  make  good  the  sum 
bj  which  the  interest  accrued  in  the  year  ended  20th  Noyember  1878,  frcmi  Securi- 
ties held  by  the  Commissioners  for  the  Beduction  of  the  National  Debt,  on  account 
of  '  The  Fund  for  the  Banks  for  Saying '  and  '  The  Fund  for  Friendly  Societies,' 
is  insufficient  to  meet  the  interest  whi^  tilie  said  Commissioners  are  obliged  by 
Statute  to  pay  and  credit,  during  such  latter  mentioned  year  to  the  trustees  at 
Sayings  Banks,  and  to  Friendly  Societies  respectiyely  "  . .  . .     1388 

After  diort  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leaye  to 
sit  again,*' — (Sir  Menry  Selwin-Ibbeteon :) — ^After  further  wort  debate.  Question 
^ut : — The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  6,  Koes  40 ;  Majority  34. — (Diy.  list,  No.  195.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed  . .  . .  ...     1393' 

After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leaye  the  Chair," — {Mt^ 
(yOcrwtan  :) — ^After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Origmal  Quecftion,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Beaolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next;  Ooinmittee  also  report 
ProgreBB ;  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  next. 


PabHc  Works  Loans  (Ko*  2)  Bill— Beaolutions  [July  24]  reported,  and  agreed  to  :-^ 
Bill  ordered  {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin'Ibbeteon) ;  preeented, 
and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  260]  ..   1896 

Shipph^  Casualties  Investigations  Ae-hearing  WSH—Ordered  (Vieeownt  Sandon, 

Mr.  /.  e.  Talbot) ;  preeented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  262]  . .  . .    1396 


L0ED8,  MONDAY,  JULY  28. 

Island  of    Cyfbus  —  Sulvbbt  —  Question,    Observations,  The  Earl  of 

Shaftesbuzy ;  Eeply,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbury  . .  ...  1897 

YOL.  COXLVm.  [thibd  sbbibs.]         [  #  ] 
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Industrial  Schools  (Powers  of  School  Boards)  Bill  (No.  153)— 

Hoved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2%"— (7%4>  Lord  Steward)  . .   1400 

After  short  debate.  Motion  agreed  ^o;— Bill  read  2'  accordingly,  and 
committed  to  a  Committee  of  tiie  Whole  House  on  Thursday  next. 

India — Cobpo&al  Punishmbnt  nr   Indian    Gaols  —  Observations,    Lord 

Stanley  of  Alderley ;  Beply,  Viscount  Cranbrook  . .  . .   1401 

COMMONS,  MONDAY,  JULY  28. 
QUESTIONS. 

BT788IA — TrBATICXNT   OF  BxTSSIAN  CONYIOTS — DeFOBTATION  TO  SaOHAUEN — 

Qaestions,  Mr.  J.  Cowen,  Mr.  Mundella;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  . .   1403 

Nayt — Mabinx  Otfioebs — Question,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H. 

Smith  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..  1405 

Noxious  Gases  Bill — Question,  Mr.  Lowthian  Bell ;  Answer,  Mr.  Sdater- 

Booth  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..   1406 

D&AiNAOx  (Ibeland)— tThe  Muloaibe   Dbainaoe   Soheme — Question,  Mr. 

O'Shaughnessy ;  Answer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson    .«  ..  1406 

BuiLDiNa  SooiETixs  Acts  —  Bobbowinq  Powebs  —  Question,  Mr.  Isaac ; 

Answer,  The  Attorney  General  . .  . .  . .   1406 

Exhibition  CoMMissioNEBS  of  1851  v.  the  BoyaL  Hobtioultubal  Sooiett 
— Question,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer      . ,  . .  , .  . .  . .  1407 

India — The  Nobth-West  Fbontieb — ^The  Assigned  Distbiots — Questions, 

Sir  Alexander  Gt)rdon ;  Answers,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope        . .  . .  1407 

India — The  Mahabaj^h  Dhxtleef  Singh — Questions,  Mr.  Fawcett;  An- 
swers, Mr.  E.  Stanhope       . .  . .  . .   1408 

Law  and  Justice — Civil  Assizes  at  Manohesteb  and  Livebfool — Ques-' 

tions,  Mr.  Bathbone ;  Answers,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross       . .  . .   1409 

Oyfbus — Administbation  of  the  Island — Civil  Police  Foboe  —  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre,  Mr.  Dodson;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  . .   1411 

Obdce  (Ibeland) — Constabxtlabt  Expenses — Questions,  Mr.  French,  Mr^ 

Callan ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .  . .  . .   1412 

Dominion  of  Canada  —  Supebsession   of  M.  Letellieb  de  St.  Jttst  — 

Question,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beaeh  . .  1413 

Abmy — Obdnance  Depabtment  —  Claim  of  Mb.  Lynall  Thomas — Ques- 
tion, Sir  Henry  Havelock ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil  . .   1418 

Navy — Floooino  in  the  Navy — Question,  Mr.  Anderson;   Answer,  Mr. 

W.  H.  Smith . .  . .  . .  . .   1414 

Pabliament — Business   of   the   House  —  Questions,  Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr. 

Childers;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer   . .  . .  1415 

Pbivilboe  (Toweb  High  Level  BstDOE  (Metbopolis)  Committeb) — 

The  Sergeant  at  Arm$,  on  beine  called  upon  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  inform 
the  House  what  course  he  had  taken  in  order  to  serve  Mr.  Speaker's 
Warrant  upon  Charles  Edmund  Grissell,  reported  as  follows : — 

That,  on  receiving  Mr.  Speaker's  Warrant  to  tiake  into  my  custody  Charles 
Edmund  GrisseU,  I  sent  a  Messenger  of  the  House  to  Boulog^e-sur-Mer 
t6  obtain  information  respecting  him.  The  Messenger  has  returned 
and  reported  to  me  that  he  has  seen  Mr.  Ghissell,  who  is. still  at 
Boulogne-sur-Mer,  beyond  the  jurisdiction  of  this  House,  and  residing 
at  the  Hotel  Bordeaux  under  the  name  of  (}raham. 
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SUPPLY — cwuid^ed  in  Oommittee — OrviL  Sbbviob  EsTiiiATBS  [iVoyrw*.] 

(In  the  Committee.) 

O1A88 IV. — Edttoation,  Soibnob,  awd  Abt. 

Motion  made,   and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sam,  not   exceeding   £5,034,   be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Oharg^  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay-* 
ment  during  the  ^ear  ending  on  %b»  Slst  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Expenses  of  the 
Queen's  XJniyersi^  in  Ireland "     . .  . .  . .     1416 

After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  mthdravm. 

Glass  I. — ^Pubmo  Wobbis  and  BuiLDiNas. 

(1.)  £110,644,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Public  Buildings,  Ireland. 

Class  II. — Salabibs  Aim  Expbksbs  of  Fublio  Dbfabtmbnts. 

S,340,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  Offices. 
,522,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Oharitable  Donations  and  Bequests  Office, 
nd. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £95,826,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
win  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endmg  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1880,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  ox  the  liOcal  Goyemment  Board  in  Ireland, 
including  various  Grants  in  Aid  of  Local  Taxation  "  1419 

After  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  Item  of  £4,200.  for 
Salaries  of  Inspectors,  be  reduced  by  £700," — {Mr,  0*Donnell :) — ^After  further 
short  debate.  Question  put : — ^The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  8,  Noes  141 ;  Majority 
133.— (Div.  list.  No.  I960 

After  further  short  debate.  Original  Questionput,  and  agreed  to. 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  Tnat  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £23,007,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1880,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Public  Works  in  Ire- 
land" ..  ..     1445 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £21,507,  be 
granted,  &c.," — {Mr,  Mitchell  Henry  ;) — Aiter  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  with" 
draum. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(6.)  £4,425,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Record  Office,  Ireland,  agreed  to. 

Class  HE. — Law  and  Justiob. 

(7.)  £65,521,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Law  Charges,  Ireland. — ^After  short  debate. 
Vote  agreed  to         .,  . .  . .  1471 

(8.)  Motion  made;  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £20,677,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  auring  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1880,  for  such  of  the  Salaries  and  Ex^>enses  of  the  Queen's  Bench,  Common  Pleas, 
and  Exchequer  Divisions  of  Her  Maiesty's  High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland  as 
are  not  cluo'g^  on  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  including  provision  for  certain  Offi- 
cers of  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland,  and  for  the  Trial  of  Election 
Petitions "  . .  . .  . .  . .     1476 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £20,457,  be 
granted,  &c.,*' — {Mr,  G* Donnell :) — Aiter  debate,  Question  put: — The  Committee 
divided;  Ayes  26,  Noes  182 ;  Majority  156.— (Div.  List,  No.  197,) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1 11,661,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endinp^  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1880,  for  the  Expense  of  the  Supermtendence  of  Prisons,  and  of  the  Maintenance 
of  Prisoners  in  Prisons  in  Ireland,  and  of  the  Registration  of  Habitual  Criminals  "      1500 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr. 
Pamell :) — After  short  debate,  ^Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

After  further  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow;  Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 


[July  28.1  F^^ 

East  India  Loan  (ConsoliiUted  Fi^d)  BiU  L^BiU  l^Ol]— 

Order  for  Committee  read        . . '  . .   *  . .  •  •  1^12 

After  short  debate,  Bill  eotmd&red  in  (Committee. 

After  short  time  spent  therein,  Bill  reported  ;  as  amended,  to  be  considered 
upon  Wednesday. 

Local  Ooxtbts  of  Bankbuptoy  (Ibelakd)  [Salabies,  &o.] — 

Considered  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .  •  •  1^16 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mdv0d,  **  That  it  is  expedient  to  anthorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  proyided 
hj  Parliament,  of  Bsdaries  and  pennons  of  officers,  and  of  compensation  to  them  for 
loss  of  emoluments ;  also  in  the  event  of  the  Honourq,ble  Steam  Ball  Miller 
becoming  the  remaining  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  of  the  payment  to 
him  of  additional  salary  in  consideration  of  additional  duties  which  may  be  imposed 
upon  him  under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  ^e  present  Session  for  the  establismnent 
.  of  Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland." 

After  short  debate,  Besmution  agreed  to;  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 

National  School  Teaohebs  (lRELAin>)  [Bepayment  of  Adyanoes] — 

Ci^fwtW^^  in  Committee  ..  ..  ..  ..  ,1517 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Mov$df  '<  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  of  any  deficiency  in  the  Pension  Fund  which  may  arise  in 
the  repayment  to  the  Conmiissioners  for  the  Reduction  of  the  National  Debt  of  any 
Advances  made  by  them,  for  the  purposes  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for  im- 
proving the  position  of  the  Teachers  of  National  Schools  in  Ireland  **  ..1517 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow, 

Shipping  OasualtieB  InvestigationB  He-hearing  Bill  [Bill  262] 

Ifoved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time/' — (  Vieeount  Sandon)      1519 
Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed  for  Thursday, 


Boundary  Commission  (England  and  Wales)  ^BQl— Ordered  (Lord  Ednumd  imm^ 

mauriee,  f  Jfr.  Fellf  Mr,  Clare  JEtead,  Mr,  Backhouee) ;  presentedf  And  read  the  ^jnst 
time  [Bill  263]  ...  ..  ..  ..   1520 

LORDS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  29. 

Oakal  Boats   Act,  1877  —  Question,   Observations,   The  Archbishop  of 

Canterbury ;  Beply,  The  Duke  of  Bichmond  and  Gordon  . .  1520 

Thb  Naval  -  and   Militaby  Foboes — Oorpobal   Punishment — Address 

FOB  A  iRETTJBN — 

Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty  for  Return  of  the  num- 
ber of  persons  in  Her  Majesty's  Naval  and  Military  forces  who  have  been  nunished 
by  flogging  during  the  five  years  ending  the  81st  of  December,  1878 ;  the  Betum  to 
gtieite  the  number  of  lashes  in  each  case  and  the  crime  for  which  the  punishment  was 
iDmcied;*—(The  Duke  of  Bueeleuch)     ..  ..    1522 

Motion  amended,  by  substituting  ''ten"  years  for  ''five;''  Motion,  as 
amended,  agreed  to. 

COMMONS,  TUESDAY,  JULY  29. 
QUESTIONS. 

SoTTTH  Atbioa — The  Zultt  Wab — Inoidencb  of  Expenses — Question,  Mr. 

Fawcett ;  Answer,  The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer      . .  . .  1523 

Navy — ^The    Hotal    Mabines — Seboeants  —  Question,    Mr.    Knatohbull- 

Hugessen ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith     . .  . .  . .  1624 


IJul^  29.1  /?^* 

VwirBUBSTY  Eduoatiok  (iBXLAin))  (No.  2)  Bill — Ip  Qko.  ly.  Ojip.  7— 

Question,  Mr.  P.  J.  Smyth;  Answer,  The  Attorney  Gieneral  for  treland  1524 
HsBGHAifT  SHiFPiNa  AoT — ^f^ASSEKOEB   Steahsbs — Quostion,   Sir  William 

Eraser;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  O.  Talbot  1 .  1625 

YAOGiVAtToK  'PfiossouTtONS — ^Dbwebttbt  Uwion  —  Quostion,  Mr.   jSerjjeant 

Simon ;  Aitswer,  Mr.  j3cIat6r*Booth  ..  . /' '  ..  1526 

Ihtia.  —  The  Oiyll  Ssbyios— Question,  Mr.  Flunket;   AnsF^ri  Mp-  |S. 

Stanhope        ..  ..  ..  ..'  ..  1527 

Oas  Goxpahibs  and  the  Elsotbio  LioHTiNa  —  Befobt   of   Sblbot  Oom- 

MTtTSB — Question,  Mr.  Ohbdwick ;  Answer,  Mr.  Baikes  . .  1527 

EDiroATioif  (SooTLAim) — ^Thb  Abbbt  Pabish  Boabd,  Paisley,  aitd  School 

Fees — Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The  Lord  Adrooate  . .  1528 

Cttbits— The  Papebs,  No.  4— Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer, 

Mr.  Bourke    . .  . .  . .  '  .  •  1529 

Priyileoe — Omissxoit  fbom  the  Votes  Ain)  Pbooeed^nos  of  the  Hottse^ — 

Observations,  MriOallan: — Short  debate  thereon  '. .  '  "^        ..  1529 

South  Afbioa — ^Ihe  Zulu  Wab— ^pwsfafeb  OoBBSisFoimEirrs— QnQ9tlon, 

Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley  ..  .'.  1534 

AoBiouLTU&AL   DiSTBBSs — ^Thb   Boyal  '  CoMHisstoiT  —  Questious,  Mr.  E. 

Jenkins ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer      ..  ..   1534 

PABLiAioarr — ^Business  of  t^  Qouse  —  Questions,  Mr.  Ohilders,  ^.  W. 

E.  Forster,  The  O'Donoghue,  Ifr.  JEtylands,  Mr.  Price ;  Answers,  The 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .  . .   1535 


PniYiLEaE    (TowEB  High   Level  Bbidob    (Metbofous)   Oo¥Mi;n;EE)  — 
PBTmow  FBOM  Mb.  John  Saotilands  ,Wabd — 

Movidf  "That  the  Petition  be  printed  und  taken  into  consideration  to- 
morrow, immediately  tifber  tne  assembling  of  the  House," — i^Mr. 
8p0neer  WaJpoU)  . .   1536 

Motion  agr$$d  to : — Petition  .to  lie  upon  the  Table,  wd  to  ,be  j^ni^i. 
[App.  1.] 

Petition  to  be  taken  into  consideration  To-marrow. 

0BDEB8    OF    THE    DA  T. 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  CompanieB  Bill  [Bill  126]— 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  f  22nd  July]  : — Question  again  proposed : — Debate  rMum$d       1537 

After  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to : — Main  Question  put,  and  ' 
aareed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed;  eonsidoredm  Committee  and  re- 
ported; to  be  pritUedy  as  amended  [JBill  264]  \  re-eommitted  for  Xhura- 
da^. 

SxTFPLT — ^Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair :  " — 

OtFBUS  —  AniONISTBATIOir  OP  THZ  ISLAin) — CrVXL  PoLiqE  FOBQB — £b- 

aoLTrnoN — ^Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  {rom  the  word  *'liiat"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add 

the  words  "  it  ia  inexpedient  to  grant  a  sum  of  £^6,000  for  the  Cyprus  Police 

m^  a  report  fhnn  the  authorities  of  the  Island,  showing  the  necessity  for  such 

expenditure,  and  a  full  statement  of  the  finances  of  the  Island,  ,be  laid  before  the 

House," — (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre^ — instead  thereof     . .  ' . .  .  •     1668 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 

of  the  Question  :  "—After  debate,  Question  put : —  The  House  diviaed; 

Ayes  99,  Noes  72 ;  Majority  27.— (Div.  List,  No.  198.) 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair/'  put,  and 
agreed  to. 


I 
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SUPPLY — eofutdered  in  Committee. 

(Li  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  proposed,  ^'That  a  Bom,  not  exceeding  £164,996,  be 
gruited  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  enoing  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1880,  for  the  Expenses  of  Her  Majerty's  Elmbassies  and  Missions  Abroad  '*      1684 

Motion,  by  letLve,  withdrawn, 

(i.)  £2,600,000,  Exchequer  Bonds  o^r^M^  to. 

OiYiL  SsBvioB  Estimates — Class  Y. — Colonial,  Consttlab,  and 

OTHER  POREION   SeEYIOES. 

(2^  £164,996,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Diplomatic  Services. — ^After  short  debate, 
Vote  agreed  to         .,  . .  . .  . .  . .     1681 

(3.)  £184,697,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Consular  Services. — After  short  debate,  Vote 

agreed  to  ..  ••     1689 

(4.)  £32^01,  to  complete  the  sums  for  the  Oolonies,  Grants  in  Aid. — After  short 
debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .     1693 

(5>)  £1)770,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Orange  River  Territory  and  St.  Helena 
rNon-Effective  Charges). 

o.)  £1,120,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Suez  Canal. — ^After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to     1694 
7.)  £6,492,  to  complete  the  sum  for  tiie  Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade. — ^After 
short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .  1601 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £10,247,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  comnlete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  auring  tiie  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1880,  for  Tonnage  Bounties,  Bounties  on  Slaves,  Costs  of  Captors,  &c.,  and  Ex- 
penses of  the  Liberated  African  Department "       . .  . .  . .     1602 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,247,  be 
granted,  &c," — {Mr,  Oourley  .*) — ^After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

After  further  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Class  YI. — Superannuation  and  Eetibbd  Allowances,  and 
Gratuities  for  Charitable  and  other  Purposes. 

(9.)  £11,647,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland. — ^After 

short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  ,,  . .  . .  . .     1606 

(10^  £123,944,  Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies  Deficiency. — After  short  debate, 

vote  agreed  to        ,,  . .  . .  . .  . .     1612 

(i  I.)  £2,644,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Allowances, 

Ghreat  Britain. — ^Alter  short  debate,  Vote  agreed  to  . .     1613 

(i  J.)  £2,802,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other  Allowances, 

Ireland. — After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .  . .  . .     1614 

Class   YJLL. — Miscellaneous,  Special,  and  Temporary  Objects. 

ii3.^  £19,076,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Temporary  Commissions. 
14.)  £6,086,  to  complete  the  sum  for  MisceUaneous  Expenses. 

Revenue  Departments. 

ii5.^  £806,268,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Customs. 
16.)  £1,682,126,  to  complete  ihe  sum  for  Inland  Bevenue. — ^After  abort  debate,  Vote 
agreed  to  . .  . .  . .  . .     1616 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,806,826,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endmg  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1880,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Post  Office  Services,  the  Expensee  of 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  and  (Government  Annuities  and  Insurances,  and  the  Col- 
lection of  the  Port  Office  Bevenue  "  . .  . .  . .     1616 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,806,726,  be 
granted,  &c.,"— (ifr.  Gh'Off  .*) — ^After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed     . .  .  •  . .  • .     1623 

Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (Jfr. 
Courtney :) — ^After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

(l^^  £674,726,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Post  Office  Packet  Service. 

(18.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £834,628, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1880,  for  the  Salaries  and  Working  Expenses  of  the  Post  Office  Telegraj^ 
8«rTic«**  ••  ,,    1624 
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SuppxiT — ^RsmruB  DspABTioivTa — Cominittee— «0f»^t>i«Mf. 

Moffed,  *'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progren,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again/'— (Ifvor 

(yB^ime :) — After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  pnt,  and  ofreni  to, 

OrviL  Skrvioks.— Class  IV.— EDtrcATioN,  Sctbkob,  asi>  Abt. 

(19.^  £490,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Endowed  Schools  Commissioners,  Irelsnd. 
(ao.)  £1,739,  to  complete  the  sum  for  the  National  Gallery  of  Ireland. 
(2i.)X£l,600,^to  complete  the  sum  for  the  Royal  Irish  Academy. 

BesolutionB  to  be  reported  To-marraw;  Committee  to  sit  again  TtHnamno. 

m 

BuFFLT — BxpoBi^— Besolutions  [38th  July]  reported. 
First  Besolution  agreed  to. 
Second  Besolution  j^osi^ofMi. 
Six  following  Besolutions  agreed  to. 
Ninth  Besolntion  postponed. 
Postponed  Besolutions  to  be  taken  into  Consideration  upon  Thursday. 

Municipal  ElectioxiB  (Ireland)  Bill  [Bill  256]— 

Bill  eomid&red  in  Committee  . .  . .  . .   1627 

Bill  reported^  without  Amendment ;  to  be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 

National  So9ool  Tsaohebs  (Ibelakd)  [Befayksnt  of  Adyanoes] — 
Besolution  [July  28]  agreed  to;  to  be  reported  To-morrow  . .   1628 

MOTIONS. 
Copyright  (No.  2)  BiU— 

Acts  read ;  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Movedy  "  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  more  the  House,  that  leave  be 
eiTen  to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Law  relating  to 
Copyright, "---(Zori^VoAn  Manners)  . .  . .   1629 

Motion  agreed  to : — Besolution  reported  :-^Bill  ordered  (Lord  John  Manners, 
Fueount  Sandon,  Mr.  Attorney  General) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first 
time  [Bill  265.] 

Irish  Ohurch  Act  (1868)  Amendment  Bill- 
Motion  for  Leave  {Mr.  Fhtniet)  . .  . .  1629 
After  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to : — Bill  to  amend  "  The  Irish  Church 
Act,  1869,"  and  to  provide  further  compensation  to  certain  persons, 
being  Priests  and  Deacons  of  the  late  Established  Church  of  Ireland, 
ordered  {Mr.  David  Plunket,  Sir  Arthur  Guinness,  Mr.  Maurice  Brooks, 
Mr,  Ewart,  Mr.  Kavanagh) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  269.] 

IThivzbsitt    Edtjoation    (lREiAin>)   (No.    2)    [Fbllowshifs,    &o.    Pbn- 

BIOKS,    &0.] — 

(hntitUred  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

St$ok$d,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  proyided  by 
ParEament,  of  the  charge  for  the  oreation  of  Exhibitiona,  Scholanhips,  FeUowships, 
and  other  prizes,  and  of  the  erection  of  suitable  bmldings  in  coxmection  with  me 
UoiyexBity ;  also  of  retiring  PensionB  to  any  officers  of  the  Queen's  TJniyersi^  who 
may  be  deprived  of  their  office  under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session 
to  ]fromote  the  advancement  of  learning,  and  to  extend  Uie  benefits  connected  with 
Umversity  Education  in  Ireland. 

Basolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow, 
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Pablic  Offices  (Fees)  Bill— -^^^^^^  (^*r  Awry  SiUoin-IbUttimt  Mr,  Chaneeltor  of  the 

Sx'ehsquir)  ;  pretimted,  and  ziaad  the  first  time  [Bill  266]  . .  . .     1 631 

Longh  Emo  and  Rivor  (Contmnanco)  Bill — Ordered  (Sir  Henry  Sehcin^IbbeUon,  Mr, 

James  Lowther)  ;  preeentedf  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  267]  . .  . .     1632 

tf  etropolitan  ^Oard  of  Wprks  (Money)  Bill— ^^'w*^  {Sir  Menry  8elwin*Ihhet$on, 

Mr,  Chaneellor  of  the  JSxchequer) ;  presented,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  268]  . .     1632 

OOlbrONS,   WEDNESDAY,    T&L'i   SO. 
OBDER^   OP   Tti  in  At. 

FRiviLxaB   (TowEB   High    Lbybl   Bbidoe   (Mk£Bio76tli6)   Obiocrrtntte) — 
Petition  of  John  Sandilands  Waed— 

Petition  considered  . .  . .  . .   1632 

Moved,  '*  That  John  Sandilands  Ward,  having  entirely  submitted  himself  to  this 
Honse,  and  expressed  his  sorrow  and  regret  for  his  ofTence,  and  having  already 
saff(U«d  in  his  health,  be  discharged  out  of  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms,  on 
payment  of  his  fees," — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,) 

After  short  debate,  Motion  agr$€d  to, 

SvFFLT — Order  for  Committee  read ;  Motiop  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair' :  " — 

EDT70ATION  CODE — ElEMENTABT  SoIENOB — ^BeSOITTTION — 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That"  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  *'  it  would  be  desirable  to  modify  the  Code  of  Education  by  addiog  Hemeiitary 
Science  to  the  subjects  mentioned  in  Article  19,  o.  1," — {Sir  John  Lubbock^ — 
instead  thereof      ..  ..  ..    1^39 

Question  proposed,  **  Tliat  the  woi^s  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Qu^tiod:'' — After  debate,  Question  put: — The  House 
divided:  Ayes  80,  Noes  48  ;  Majority  32.— (Dir.  list.  No.  199.) 

Natueal  HISTOBT.MTT^ETJM,  South  Kensington — Observations,  Mr.  E. 

Jenkins: — Short  debate  lliereon  ..  ..  ..   1655 

SooTOH  SooiETY  FOB  pBOMOTiNo  Chbistian  KNOWLEDGE — ObsenratiouB, 

Mr.  McLaren ;  Beply,  The  Lord  Adrooate  : — Short  debate  thereon    . .   1661 

Main  Question,  ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY — eomidered  in  Committee — Civil  Sebviob  Estdcaxxs — 

(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  IV. — ^Eduoation,  Soienoe,  and  Abt. 

£1,521,168,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Education,  England  and  Wales.— After  debate, 
Yot^ayreedto  ..  ..  ..    1672 

Resolution  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £266,766,  be 
granted  to^  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endmg  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1880,  for  Publip  Education  in  Scotland^'  ..     169S 

Besoliitibn  to.  be  Reported  To-morrow ;  Comknittee  also  report  Progress ; 
t6  sit  a^aiii  Th-morroio. 

SvFPLir— -BiepoiB;i?--BeB61iltibnB  [2^  July]  r^o^^  ..  ..  169S 

After  short  debate,  Besolutions  i^reed  to. 
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MOTIONS. 

Tqppenxy  BoiVlli^  JSOr-Ord^nd  {Mr,  Arthur  Moore,  Mr.  Qrtiy,  Mr.  M$ldm,  Mr. 

(ySkmt^^tsMif);  proomUd,  and  read  the  flrrt  time  [Bill  271]  ..  ..     1694 

Sndowed  Schoola  Acts  Contmnance  BiH—OrderediLord  George  Hamilton,  Mr.  Cfhim^ 

t^lor  oftho  Sxchiguor) ;  prwnted,  and  read  the  first  time  [Bill  272]  . .     1694 

BegnlalMm  of  Bailways  Acts  Conttniuuice  BUl—OrdtrHt  {ruootmt  8md$n,  Mr,  j, 

e.  Talboi)  ;  prumted,  and  read  the  flrtt  time  [Bill  270]  . .  ..     1594 

LOEDS,  THXJESDAT,  JULY  81. 

Thb  Luvaot  La.ws— LaoiSLATioir— Quertion,  Lord  Abezdaro ;  Aiunrery  The 

Lord  GhanoeUor  ..  ,.  ,.  1696 

Workmen's  Compensation  Bill  (No.  7)-- 

AcHonzned  Debate  on  Motion  for  Second  Beading  resumed  (according  to 
Otdfft)  ..  ..  ..  ..  1695 

After  abort  debate^  Motion  and  Bill  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdraum. 

Summary  Jnrie&Lotton  Bill  (No.  162)— 

Amendments  reporUd  (according  to  Order)   . .  . .  1698 

Farther  Amendments  made ;  and  Bill  to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 
« 
Border  SnmmonB  'WlT[u:L,^Frment$d  {The  lord  Chmwlkr) ;  read  !•  (Ko.  170)       . .   1699 

Indnstrial  Schools  (Powers  of  School  Boards)  Bill  (No.  135)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Committee,  read  . .   1699 

After  abort  debate.  House  in  Committee. 

Further  Amendments  made  ;  the  Beport  thereof  to  bereceired  To-morrow. 

Companies  Acts  Amendment  Bill  (No.  7i)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Committee,  read  . .   1700 

Mo9$d,    ''That  the   Order    be    discharged,"— (7^  Xori^  ^d^dortf;)— 
Motion  agreed  to  ;  Order  dUcharged. 

Bailwat  BxruBzrs  (Oomrnnrous  Bbaxbs)  Act,  1878 — Questions,  Obserra- 

tions.  Earl  De  La  Warr ;  Reply,  Lord  Henniker  . .  1700 

TssATT   OF    Beblik — Eastebit   KorHELiA— Tes  Evaottation  —  Question, 

Earl  Stanhope  ;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of  Salisbuiy     . .  . .  1701 

COMMONS,  THUE8DAT,  JULY  81. 
QUESTIONS. 

• 

Pabuambntabt  BsFBESBirEATiOK — BsPBESBNTATioK  OF  SooiLAin)  —  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  M'Laren  ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  1702 

Mnriffrsn  of   Cohmxrcx  akd  AaBioiTLTUBX — Question,  Mr.  W .  Holms ; 

Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .   1703 

Eduqatiofax  Ehdowicekts  (Metbopolis) — Questions,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins,  Mr. 

A.  Mills ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  Lord  George  Hamilton  . .  1703 

The  Sgiznob   of   Aobioxtltube  —  Mb.  Buckmastbb  —  Question,  Mr.  E. 

Hubbard ;  Answer,  Lord  (George  Hamilton  . .  . .  1704 

Nayy  —  Punishment  of    ▲    Seahak    at   Shebbitess  —  QuestioUi  Mr. 

Macdonald ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith   . .  . «  . .  1704 

LmiA — ^Banda  and  Kibweb  Pbize  Money — Question,  Mr.  M.  Brooks; 

Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope    . .  •  •  . .  •  •  1705 

YOL.  OCXLYin.      [thibd  sbeibs.1      [  /  ] 
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MsTBOPOLis — ^Paboohial  Ohabitiss  of  the  City  of  London — Repobt  ox' 

THB  OoioassiONXBS  —  Quostioxi,  Mr.  W.   H.  James;  Answers,  Mr. 

Assheton  Cross,  Mr.  Arthur  Peel  .  •  • .  . .   1706 

Abmy — Abicy  Commissions — Thb    Boyal    Miutaby    College,  EIingston, 

Canada — Question,  Colonel  Arbuthnot;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- 

Beaoh  ..  ..  •.  ..    -  ..   1706 

Abmy — The  Aitxiliaby  Fobges — ^Teomanby  and  Voltjnteeb  Adjutants — 

Question,  Mr.  Dalrymple ;  Answer,  Colonel  Loyd  Lindsay  . .   1707 

Abtizans'    and    Labottbebs'    Dwellings  Act  —  Question,  Mr.  Fawoett ; 

Answer,  Sir  James  M'6arel-Hogg  . .  . .  . .   1708 

Agbioulttjbal  Distbsss — The  Boyal  Commission — Question,  Mr.  W.  E. 

Forster ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer       ..  ..   1709 

Nayy — Flogging  in  the  Nayy — Questions,  Mr.  Anderson ;  Answers,  Mr. 

W.  H.  Smith      . .  . .  . .  1709 

Post  Office  Telegbaph   Clebxs  (Dttblin) — Question,  Mr.  M.  Brooks; 

Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  ..  ..  ..   1710 

Nayy — ^Bbitish    Colttmbia  —  The    Esquimalt    Dock — Questions,   Colonel 

Arbuthnot,  Mr.  Childers;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  . .   1711 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies  Bill — Questions,   Mr.   Muntz,   Sir 

Joseph  M'Kenna ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . '.  1711 

Pabuament — Business  of  the  House — Questions,  Sir  George  Campbell, 

Mr.  W.  E.  Forster,   Mr.  Newdegate,  Mr.  M.  Brooks,  Sir  Joseph 

M'Kenna  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  1712 

ORDERS    OF    THB    DAT. 

Ways  and  Means — Order  for  Committee  read  :— 

South  Afbica — Estimate  of  Ezpenditube — Ministerial  Statement,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .  . .  ! .   1713 

Moved,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Chair," — {Mr,  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,) 

The  Indian  Museum — Besolution — Amendment  proposed. 
To  leave  out  from  the  word  **  That "  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  **  haying  regard  alike  to  the  traditions  of  our  rule  in  India  and  to  the 
expediency  of  establishing,  at  an  early  period,  by  the  joint  action  of  the  Mother 
Country,  its  Colonies,  and  Dependencies,  an  institution  in  which  the  productions 
of  all  those  Colonies  and  Dependencies  should  be  adequately  represented,  it  is 
undesirable  that  the  Indian  Museum,  collected  at  great  cost  by  the  East  India 
Company,  and  taken  over  h^  the  Crown,  should  now  be  broken  up  and  distri- 
buted,"— (Jfr.  ^oii^  Dm/;)— instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..   1733 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question : '' — ^Affcer  debate,  Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

WAYS  AND  MEANS— conndered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Bgiohedy  That,  towards  raising  the  Supply  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  be  authorized  to  raise  an}'  sum,  not  exceeding 
£3,000,000,  by  an  issue  of  Exchequer  Bonds,  Exchequer  Bills,  or  Treasury  Bills. 

(2.)  Be»olvedf  That  the  principal  of  all  Exchequer  Bonds  wMdi  may  be  so  issued 
shall  be  paid  off  at  par,  at  tne  expiration  of  any  period  not  exceedmg  three  years 
from  the  date  of  such  Bonds. 

(3.)  Retolvedf  That  the  interest  of  all  such  Exchequer  Bonds  shall  be  paid  half-yearly, 
and  shall  be  charged  uj>on  and  issued  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  or  the  growing  produce  thereof. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock  ;  Committee  to 
sit  again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
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Supply — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :  " — 

Natt — ^PaoFEssioirAL  Offzcobbs  in  thb  Dooktabds — Observations,  Mr.  T. 
Braase^  ..  ..  ..  ..  1747 

Pensions  to  Widows  and  Osphans  of  Sbamkn  and  MAamss — Observa- 
tions, Captain  Price : — ^Debate  thereon     . .  . .  . .   1755 

Thb    Coastgttabd  —  Observationa,   Captain  Pirn;    Eeplies,    Mr.  A.  P. 
Egerton,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith . .  . .  . ,  . .   1769 

Motion,  "  Thai  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  agr$9d  to. 

SUPPLY — drtMtdered  in  Committee — Navy  Bsthcatbs — 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(f .)  £1,003,376,  VictoalB  and  Clothing  for  Seamen  and  Marines. — ^After  short  debate, 
Vote  ttgrud  to        ,.  . .  . .  •  •     17 

(s.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £186,400, 
be  ffranted  to  Her  Muesty,  to  defra^r  the  Expenses  of  the  Admiralty  Office,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March 
1880"  ..  ..  ..  ..  ..     1770 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  *'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £184,200,  be 
granted,  &c.,'' — {Mr,  Biggar  .*) — After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .  . .     1776 

After  short  debate,  Movtd,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to 
sit  agun," — {Mr.  Macdonald  .0 — ^After  further  short  debate.  Question  put : — The 
Committee  divided;  Ayes  10,  Noes  161 ;  Majority  161. — (Diy.  List,  No.  200.) 

After  further  short  debate.  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £193,870,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses  of  the  Coast  Guard  Service, 
Koyal  Nayal  Heserye,  and  Seamen  and  Marme  Pensioners  Keserve,  and  Koyal 
Naval  Artillery  Volunteers,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880  "  . .  . .  . .     1786 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £64,870,  be 
fi;ranted,  &c.," — {Captain  Fim :) — After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Onginal  Question  again  proposed: — ^After  further  short  debate.  Original  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to. 

(4.)  £106,676  (Scientific  Branch). — ^After  short  debate.  Vote  agreed  to  . .     1788 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,366,000, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses  of  the  Dockyaras  and  Naval 
Taras  at  Home  and  Abroaid,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880  *'  . .  . .  . .     1797 

After  d^Mite,  Moved^  '*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit 
again," — {Mr.  Arthur  Moore :) — After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  with" 
drown. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(6.)  £76,670,  Victualling  Yards  at  Home  and  Abroad. 

£67,030,  Medical  Establishments  at  Home  and  Abroad. 
£21,408,  Marine  Divisions. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  '*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,030,000^  be 
nanted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  aefray  the  Expense  of  Naval  Stores  for  Building, 
Sepairing,  and  Outfitting  the  Fleet  and  Coast  Guard,  which  will  come  in  course  of 
payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880  "  . ,     1820 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
'Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £666,749,  be 
RTanted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  de^y  the  Expense  of  New  Works,  Buildings,  Yard 
Machinery,  and  Repairs,  which  wiU  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880  "  . .     1820 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question,  "  That  the  Chainnan  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,*' — {Mr.  William  Senry  Smith,) — ^pnt,  and  agreed  to. 

Beflolations  to  be  repoHed  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock ;  Committee 
also  report  Progress ;  to  sit  again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
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East  India  Loan  (Oonsolidatsd  Extnd)  [AnkttitibbI — 

Contider$d  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

Metohed,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authoriie  the  CommifeioiieM  of  Her  Majesty's 
Treasury  to  raise  a  sum  or  sums  of  money,  not  exceeding  in  the  whole  £2,000,000 
sterling,  by  the  creation  of  Three  Pounds  per  Centum  per  Annum  Permanent  Annui- 
ties, chargeable  on  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom,  for  the  purpose 
of  making  a  Loan  to  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  of  India. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To'inorrow,  at  Two  of  the  dock. 

Bankraptcy  Law  Amendment  {re-eommittei)  Bill  \_Lords]  [Bill  264] 
Moved,  "That  the  House  will,  upon  Saturday,  resolve  itself  iato  Oom- 
mittee".       ..  ••  ..  ..  >•   1821 

[House  oounted  out.] 

LOEDS,  FBIDAT,  AUGUST  1. 

LiTiTAOY   Inqxtiby   (Ireland)   COMMISSION — Quostion,   ObsenrationSy    Lord 

O'Hagan ;  Eeply,  The  Lord  Chancellor    . .  . .  . .  1821 

The  late  PanroB  Impebial — Motion  fob  Papebs — 

Moved  ioTf  Copies  of  the  Orders  or  Instructioiis  under  which  the  late  Prince  Impeiial 
was  acting  on  the  Ist  of  June ;  and  for  Copies  of  the  Orders  which  detailed  LoAutenaat 
Carey  for  duty  on  the  same  daj ;  uid  for  Copies  of  the  Charge  or  Charges  upon 
whicn  Lieutenant  Carey  was  arraigned, — {The  Earl  of  Dunravm)      . .  •  •    1821 

After  short  debate.  Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  withdrawn* 

Mebohant  S^tping — ExFLOSiYES  AoT,    1875  —  Question,   Obsenrations, 

Lord  Truro ;  Beply,  Lord  Henniker         . .  . .  . .  1839 

Petroleum  Act  (1871)  Amendment  Bill  (No.  161)— 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be  put  into  Oommittee,  read  . .   1841 

After  short  debate,  House  in  Oommittee  accordingly: — Bill  reported, 
without  Amendment ;  and  to  be  read  3*  on  Tueeday  next. 

COMMONS,  FKEDAT,  AUGUST  1. 
QUESTIONS. 

SooTLANB— The  Univebsitt  op  Edinbubgh  —  The  Fjeu)fessob  op  Chttboh 

HisTOBT — Questions,  Mr.  M'Laren ;  Answers,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross     . .   1842 

BEFBODucnyE    Loan    Fttnd    (Ibeland) — ^Loans   to    Clabe  Fishebmen — 

Questions,  Mr.  O'Shaughnessy ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .   1843 

EIiNODOM   OP   SiAM — Action  op  Mb.   Knox,  Bbitibh  Consul  C^enebal— ^ 

The  Gunboat  ''Fox"— Question,  Mr.  Eylands;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  1844 

Lunacy  and  Poob  Law  Administbation  f  Ibeland)  —  The  Commission  of 

Inqthbt — Question,  Mr.  Macartney;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .   1845 

Yaooination   Acts    (Ibeland)    Amendment   Bill — Question,   Mr.  G.  E. 

Browne  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  . .  1846 

Natal  Discipline  Bill — Punishment — Question,  Mr.  Macdonald ;  Answer, 

Mr.  W.H.Smith  ..  ..  ..  ..  184» 

Abmt— CoMMissABiAT  Oppioebs— Thb  Wabbant— Quostion,  Colonel  Mure ; 

Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil  . .  . .  1846 

Egypt— -The   Papebs  — Questions,    Mr.    Otway,    Sir    Julian    Gtoldsmid ; 

Answers,  Mr.  Bourke,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  . .   1847 

Abmy   Discipline   and   Begulation   Bill — Impbisonment  op  Mhjtaby 

Oppendebs— Question,  Colonel  Colthurst;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Ozoes  1849 
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ShxPfibq  Oasualtzeb  Lrmnadiiioim  Bi-BSAsnm  Bisl'— AjcxNDiiEnTB-— 

Qnestioiiy  Mr.  Mao  Iy^  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot  . .  1850 

SBauLATiov  OF  RAILWAYS  AoTs  OoNTzm^AiroE  BiLL — Thb  Sailway  Oom- 
losaiov — Qaeotionsi  Mr.  Harmon,  Mr.Oallan;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot  ..  ..  ..  ..  I860 

Pabuakent — ^BuBiKXSS   OP   THB   HoTTSB — Quostions,  Mr.  Mao  Iver,  Mr. 

Beresford  Hope;  Answers,  The  Ohanoellor  of  the  Ezohequer  .  •  1851 

OBDSMS    OF    TBE  DAY. 

SuFFLY — Order  for  OonunHtee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Thai  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the  Ghair :  " — 

AUSTBAIIAK  DXFENOBS — ^IBB  BBFOETB^-MoTIOXr  FOB  AK  AdDBBSS — 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  iMTe  out  from  the  word  '*  That  **  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  '*  an  humble  Addren  be  preaented  to  Her  Ifajeety,  praying  that  She  wiU  be 
mcioiulY  pleased  to  give  directionB  thai  theve  be  laid  More  this  House,  CopieB  of 
OflSdal  Eeporta  on  Australian  Defences,  by  SirW.  F.  D.  Jervoia  and  Oolonel 
Scrat^iley,  B.K. ;  and  of  Ooirespondenoe  relating  thereto  between  thoee  Offieials, 
the  GK>Teinments  of  New  South  Wales,  Victoria,  South  Australia,  Queensland, 
Tmrnania,  New  2«ea]and,  and  the  Oolomal  Office,"— (Cb<oM«/  Arbuthnot,) — ^instead 
thereof  ••  ..   1862 

Qaeetion  proposed,  "  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of 
the  Question : " — ^After  short  debate.  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  "That  Mr.  Speaker  do   now  leare   the  Ohair,"  again 
proposed: — 

South  Atbioa — ^AnKiiasTBATiosr  of  Nativb  Afvaibs — Obserrations,  Mr. 
Ohamberlain  ;  He^dj,  Sir  Michael  Qioks-Beaoh : — Debate  thereon     .  •  186S 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leare  the 'Ghair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— caneid^red  in  Ciom]ttitte»--NATr  Bsmcmeh* 

(In  the  Oommittee). 

(lA  il,OSO,000,  NsTal  Stores  for  Building  and  Bepairing  the  Fleet,  ftc. 

(s.)  £842,000,  Machinery  and  Ships  built  by  Contract,  &o. 

(5.)  £566,749,  New  Works,  Buildings,  Yard  Machinery,  and  Repairs. 

(4.)  £76,710,  Medicines  and  Medina  Bt<n«s,  &o. 

(5.)  £7,986,  Martial  Law,  Ao. 

BeeolutiofiB  to  be  reported. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  nroposed,  "  That  a  sum,  not  sweseding  £140,636,  bs 
granted  to  Her  M^'esty,  to  aefniy  the  Expense  of  yaiiotts  Misoellansoos  Serrioes, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  endxng  cos  tbe  dlst  day  of 
Ma«dil880"  ..     1694 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  **That  a  soai,  not  ezoeeding  £1^,666^  be 
granted,  &c.,"— (Jfr.  Arthur  Moore.) 

After  short  debate,  it  beinff  ten  minutes  to  Seren  of  the  dock,  the 

Debate  stood  adjourned  tiU  thu  day. 
Besolntions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ;  (}ommittee  also  report  Ptogress ; 

to  sit  again  thie  dag. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at  Seren  of  the  clock. 
The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine  of  the  dock. 
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SuFFLT — Order  for  Oommittee  read ;  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair :  " — 

Malta  (Cost  of  Pouoe,  &o.) — ^Resolution — Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  *'  to  the  end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the 
words  "  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  cost  of  maintaining  the  Police,  and  of 
draining,  repairing,  lighting,  cleaning,  and  watering  the  streets,  &c.  in  Malta, 
should  be  paid  out  of  a  rate  upon  house  and  other  property  (upon  which,  at  pre- 
sent, no  rates  or  taxes  of  any  kind  whatever  are  levied),  and  not,  inter  alia,  out  of 
a  tax  upon  wheat  and  other  g^^ain  for  food,  and  upon  potatoes  and  other  vegetables, 
whidi,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  actually  takes  more  per  head  from  the  very  poor  who  live 
in  cellars  than  it  takes  per  head  from  those  who  live  in  the  best  houses  in  ths 
streets  and  squares ;  and  the  House  is  therefore  further  of  opinion  that  it  is  the 
duty  of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  such  steps  as  may  be  necessary  to  secure 
tiie  abolition  of  the  taxes  on  food  in  Malta  on  ana  from  the  1st  day  of  January 
1881,"— (Jtfr.  P/ii»Mo//,)— instead  thereof  ..  ..  ..1898 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Question :  " — ^After  debate,  Question  put : — ^The  House  divided ; 
Ayes  120,  Noes  62  ;  Majority  58.— (Div.  List,  No.  201.) 

Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair,"  put,  and 
agr$$d  to. 

SUPPLY — Navy  Estimates — eomidered  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Oommittee.) 

(f.^  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £140,530, 
De  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  denay  the  Expense  of  various  Miscellaneous  Ser- 
vices, which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st 
day  of  March  1880 "  . .  . .  . .   1918 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£139,630,  be  granted,  &c.,"-— (Jlfr.  A.  Jlfoor« ;)— After  short  debate.  Moved,  "  That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — (Jkr.  Famell:) — 
After  further  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .  . .     1931 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  excesding 
£139,630,  be  granted,  &c:  " — ^After  short  debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

£210,250,  for  Freight,  &c.  on  account  of  the  Army  Department. 
£145,836,  Greenwich  Hospital  and  School. 

OrvTL  Service  Estimates— Olass  IV. — Education,  Sceencb,  and  Art. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £222,409,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31'st  day  of  March 
1880,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Department,  and  of 
the  Establishments  connected  therewith  "  . .     1982 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £221,909,  be 
flranted,  &c.,'* — {Mr.  Errington ;) — After  short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  Chairman 
do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again," — {Mr.  Biggar :) — After  furUier  short 
debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed      . .  . .  . .  . .     1940 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£221,909,  be  granted,  &o. : " — Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(4.)  £82,249,  British  Museum. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Oommittee  to  sit  again 
To'tnorrow, 

University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2)  Bill  ^Lords']  [BiU  250]— 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  will  resolve  itself  into  Oommittee  upon  Tuesday 
next,  at  Two  of  the  clock "  . .  . .   1940 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''at  Two  of  the  clock," — 
(16*.  Courtn0if,) 
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MoBOOoo — Question,    Mr.  Macdonald;    Answer,   The    Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer      • .  . .  . .   1942 
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Moved,  ''That  this  House  do  now  adjourn," — {Mr,  A,  Moore:) — ^After 
short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 
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{In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IY. — Editoation,    Science,  and  Abt. 

(f.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £222,409,.be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of 
March  1880,  for  the  Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Department, 
and  of  the  Establishments  connected  therewith  '*  .        •  •     1949 

After  debate,  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exceeding 
£201,801,  be  granted,  &c.f"—{Mr,  Edward  Jenkine  :)--Aiter  tvaethex  aiioii  debeAe, 
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Oiigisal  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(a.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, ''  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £266.766,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum  necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March 
1880,  for  Public  Education  in  Scotland "  ,  •  .  •  . .     1970 
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Arict  Estdcatbs. 

(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  ''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £208,000, 
be  granted  to  Her  Majerty,  to  denay  the  Ohaice  for  the  Pay,  Allowances,  Ac.  of 
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•erye  Second  Qlaas,  which  will  come  in  course  of  payoMnt  during  the  year  ending 
on  tiie  airt  day  of  March  1880 "    ..  ..  ..1999 

Movedy  **  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — (Major 
O'Beim0:y—A^  short  debate.  Question  put: — ^The  Committee  dUndti;  Ayes  8, 
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Mov0df  "  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair,'*— {ITr.  Fam$U ;)— After  short 

debate.  Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  again  propoood     . .  . .     2003 

After  short  debate,  Moved^  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, '.and  ask  leave  to 

sit  again," — (Mqjor  0*£eime :) — Question  put,  and  negatived. 
Original  Question  a|Mun  proposed     ..  •.  ..  ..     2013 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "  That  !a  sum,  not  ex- 
ceeding £197,000,  be  granted,  &o.,"— (/fi'ir  Fatriek  (TJBrien  ;)— After  further  short 
debate.  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed      ..  '         ..  ..  ..     2017 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  "  That  Sub«hsad  B.  £166,000,  Pay  of  Army  Besarve, 
be  reduced  by  £26,000,">-(Jifr.Pam#tf:)->The  Committee  divided;  Ayes  4,  Noes 
64 ;  Majority  60.--(Div.  Lirt,  No.  204.) 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(la.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed,  "That  a  sum,  not  exeeedixig  £892,400,  be 
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Ordnance  Store  Estaolishinents,  Wages,  fte.,  that  will  come  in  oourse  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31rt  day  of  March  1880  "  . .  . .     2018 

After  short  debate.  Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That  ih»  Ohairxnan  do  report  Pro- 

^iress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— (Jfr.  O^Donneil,) — ^put,  and  negatived. 
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Moved,  '*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  si^  again,"— (ifr. 

Callan ;)— After  short  debate,  Motion,  by  leave,  ioithdrawn. 
After  further  short  debate,  Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

BesolutionB  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next ;  Committee  to  Bit  again 
upon  ifoidSfy  next. 

Begifltary  Courts  (Ireland)  (Practice)  mi  [BiU  259]— 

Order  for  Committee  read       ..  ..  ..  ..  2026 

After   ehort  debate.  Bill  eomidgnd  in  Committee;    Committee  report 
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OhaJrtered  Banks  (Colonial)  VSH—Coneidered  in  Oommittee :— Besolntion  agreed  to,  and 
reported  .—Bill  ordered  (Sir  Henry  Selicin^Ihbeteon,  Mr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  Stcehequer)  ; 
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Expiring  Laws  Continuance  KH— Ordered  (Sir  Senry  Belwin^IbheUan^  Mr,  Ohaneelhr 

0/lA#AM#y«#r);^f«Mfi^Ml»  and  read  the  first  time  [Bin  270]  ..2026 
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PARLIAMENTARY  DEBATES, 
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SllTS      SSSSION     OF      THE      TwENTT-FlRST     PaELIAMENT    OF    THE 

United    Kingdom     of      Geeat    Beitain   and     Ieelanl^ 

APPOINTED   TO   MEET   5   MaRCH,  1874,  AND  THENCE  CONTINUED 

TILL  5  December,   1878,   in  the  Fortt-becond  Year  of 
THE  Reign  of 

HEK  MAJESTY  QUEEN  VICTOKIA. 


SIXTH    VOLUME    OP    THE    SESSION. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thunday,  lOM  July,  1879. 


MINIJTES.]— PuBT.Tc  'RiLiA—Firtt  Eeading— 
Convevancing  and  Land  Tranafer  ^Scotland] 
Act  (]  874)  Amendment*  (141) ;  Cork  Borough 
Qoaxter  Seaeiona*  (142) ;  Highway  Accounta 

fRetuma)  *  (143) ;  Public  L^na  Kemiaaion  * 
144). 
Steond  Reading — Sale  of  Food  and  Druga  Act 

(1876)  Amendment*  (127). 
Cwimittee— Report— "^Wio   Health  Act  (1876) 

Amendment  (Intermenta)  (123). 
Report — ^Wormwood  Scruba  Regulation  *  (128). 

PUBLIC  HEALTH  ACT   (1876)  AMEND- 
MENT (INTERMENTS)  BILL.— (No.  123.) 
{The  Earl  Stanhope.) 

OOMHITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee^  read. 

3fovedf  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee." — {lieJEarl 
Stanhope,) 

VOL-CeXLVm.    [thibp  sbbibs.] 


THE  EARL  OF  KIMBERLET 
rose  to  move  that  the  House  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee  that  day 
three -months;  and  said,  that,  although 
his  noble  Friend  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  that  House  had  taken 
a  Division  on  the  second  reading  of 
this  Bill,  he  had  thought  it  right  to 
give  Notice  of  his  intention  to  take  the 
sense  of  the  House  on  the  measure  a 
second  time,  because,  in  the  debate  on 
the  second  reading,  their  Lordships 
were  not  favoured  with  the  opinion  of 
the  Government.  He  hoped  they  would 
now  hear  that  opinion,  and  especially 
the  opinion  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  The  Bill  was  not  a  very  im- 
portant one;  but  it  was  not  one  that 
ought  to  pass  without  its  provisions  being 
thoroughly  understood.  It  was  extremely 
short.  The  operative  clause  was  in  these 
terms — 

**  The  proTiaiona  of  the  principal  Act,  aa  to  a 
place  for  the  reception  of  the  dead  before  in- 
terment, in  the  pnncipal  Act  called  a  mortuary, 
ahall  extend  to  a  place  for  the  interment  of  the 
dead,  in  thia  Act  called  a  cemetery ;  a^d  the 

B 


^ 


8         PiiNie  R$alth  Act  {ISl 5)         (LORDS)      Amendnmt  {InUrmenti)  Bitt.     4 

Amendment  mwedy  to  leave  out 
("now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  (**thi8  day  three  months.")— 
{The  Earl  of  KimherUy.) 


purposes  of  the  principal  Act  shall  include  the 
acquisition,  construction,  and  maintenance  of  a 
cemetery.  A  local  authority  may  acquire,  con- 
struct, and  maintain  a  cemetery,  either  wholly 
or  partly,  within  or  without,  their  district,  sub- 
ject as  to  works  without  their  district  for  the 
purpose  of  a  cemetery  to  the  provisions  of  the 
principal  Act  as  to  sewage  works  by  a  local 
authority  without  their  district.  A  local  autho- 
rity may  accept  a  donation  of  land  for  the  pur- 
pose of  a  cemetery,  and  a  donation  of  money  or 
other  property  for  enabling  them  to  acquire, 
construct,  or  maintain  a  cemetery." 

The  Public  Health  Act  of  1875  provided 
for  the  supply  by  the  local  authority  of 
a  mortuary  for  the  reception  of  dead 
bodies  ;  this  Bill  extended  that  provision 
to  cemeteries,  and  being  construed  with 
the  Hist  clause  of  the  principal  Act, 
enacted  that  the  local  authority  might, 
and  when  required  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  should,  provide  a  cemetery. 
If  the  Bill  became  law,  there  would  be 
three  classes  of  burial  places  —  the 
churohyards,  the  cemeteries  provided  by 
the  Burial  Boards,  and  the  cemeteries 
to  be  established  under  this  Act.  The 
sanitary  authority,  which  might  be  the 
Board  of  Guardians,  would  be  enabled 
to  provide  cemeteries  at  the  expense  of 
the  ratepayers  and  subject  to  none  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Burial  Acts.  It 
might  provide  an  entirely  consecrated 
burial  ground  or  an  entirely  uncon- 
secrated  one.  The  Bill,  so  far  from 
remedying,  would,  in  his  judgment, 
aggravate  the  evils  that  at  present  ex- 
isted in  connection  with  the  Burial  Laws. 
It  was  an  insidious  Bill,  for  under  the 
guise  of  an  apparently  simple  clause  in 
this  short  Bill  the  whole  Burial  Law  of 
the  country  would  be  altered.  Though 
a  Poor  Law  Guardian  himself,  he  ven- 
tured to  think  that  the  machinery  of  a 
Board  of  Guardians  was  not  the  best 
one  for  such  a  purpose  as  that.  Many 
persons  thought  that  this  was  an  in- 
judicious Bill,  and  one  calculated  to  in- 
crease the  grievance  of  which  the 
Dissenters  now  complained.  The  Non- 
conformists claimed  to  have  their  dead 
buried  in  churcltynrds  in  such  a  manner 
as  should  not  violate  their  consciences ; 
and  they  were  offered  cemeteries  in  sub- 
stitution for  churchyards,  to  be  provided 
at  the  expense  of  the  ratepayers.  He 
was  certain  that  no  contrivance  of  the 
kind  would  be  satisfactory  to  the  Non- 
conformist bodies.  The  noble  Earl  con- 
cluded by  moving  that  the  House  do  re- 
solve itself  into  a  Committee  on  the  Bill 
that  day  three  months. 

Th$  Karl  of  KimhirUy 


YisoouNT  CEANBEOOK  said,  that 
this  Bill,  like  all  the  Burial  Acts  which 
had  ever  been  passed,  had  been  intro- 
duced on  grounds  of  public  health.  Up 
to  this  time,  under  the  operation  of  the 
previous  Acts,  some  thousands  of  burial 
grounds  had  been  closed,  and  from  3,000 
to  4,000  cemeteries  opened.  This  Bill 
was  introduced  into  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  December  last,  and  passed  a 
second  reading  and  went  through  Com- 
mittee without  opposition.  On  the  third 
reading,  a  Motion  was  made  for  its  re- 
jection by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Denbighshire  (Mr.  Osborne  Morgan), 
who  seemed  to  have  a  vested  interest  in 
the  burial  question  ;  but  the  vote  which 
carried  the  third  reading  was  not  a 
Party  one,  for  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Law- 
son),  and  others  of  his  Friends,  voted 
against  him.  The  Bill  was  a  well- 
considered  one.  The  noble  Earl  (the 
Earl  of  Kimberley)  appeared  to  think 
it  was  not  necessary ;  but  he  would  ask 
whether  any  noble  Lord  opposite  who 
had  filled  the  Office  of  Home  Secretary 
had  ever  arrived  at  any  definite  under- 
standing of  the  Burial  Acts?  It  was 
true  that  under  the  existing  Acts  the 
Burial  Boards  were  compelled  to  have 
unconsecrated  burial  ground ;  and  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  who  had  control  over 
the  sanitary  authorities  in  this  matter, 
would  give  the  fullest  consideration  to 
the  wants  of  Nonconformists,  and  would 
never  sanction  a  burial  ground  in  which 
provision  was  not  made  for  their  wants. 
There  was  no  existing  Act  to  compel  any 
district  to  have  a  burial  ground,  and  at 
this  moment  the  large  town  of  Northamp- 
ton was  without  a  public  one.  Under 
the  Bill,  for  the  first  time,  where  there 
was  a  local  authority,  and  the  Local 
Government  Board  ordered  the  closing 
of  a  burial  ground  as  dangerous  to 
public  health,  the  Board  could  compel 
it  to  establish  a  cemetery.  From  his 
own  experience  at  the  Home  Office,  he 
did  not  think  the  Home  Secretary  was 
called  on  to  perform  any  more  painful 
duty  than  that  of  deciding  on  the  appli- 
cation of  persons  to  have  inttmunts 
made  in  the  family  graves  of  closed 
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eemeteriea.  He  hoped  that  the  ques- 
tion of  passiDg  this  Bill  would  not  be 
made  one  between  Churchmen  and  Dis- 
senters —  that  no  such  attempt  would 
be  made  to  amplify  a  little  measure ; 
but  that  their  Lordships  would  agree 
to  the  Bill  aa  one  which  was  required 
to  meet  a  necessity  of  the  public 
health. 

Thb  Ea&l  of  KIMBEHLEY  asked, 
where  was  the  clause  in  the  Bill  which 
gave  the  Local  Government  Board  a 
controlling  power  in  the  matter  ? 

Viscount  CRA.NBROOK  said,  that  it 
would  be  found  in  the  Acts  incorporated 
with  the  Bill. 

Lord  ABEEDABE  said,  the  conten- 
tion on  his  side  of  the  House  was  that 
no  proTisions  for  the  equal  burial  of 
Churchmen  and  Dissenters  were  to  be 
found  in  the  Bill.    If  he  were  only  con- 
vinced that   both  sides  would  receive 
equal  advantages,  he  would  support  the 
Bill.     Then  the  manner  in  which  the 
Bill  had  been  brought  forward  looked 
very  like  legislation  by  surprise,  and  its 
veiy  title  was  misleading.     There  were 
many  things  included  in  the  measure 
which  had   nothing  to  do  with  public 
health.     He  denied,  also,  the  statement 
of  the  noble  Viscount  that  all  the  Burial 
Acts  which  had  been  passed  had  been 
passed  in  the  interests  of  public  health. 
Surely  a  measure  proposing  so  import- 
ant an  alteration  in  the  existing   law 
should  not  be  sanctioned  until  it  was 
thoroughly  understood,  especially  as  it 
was  proposed  to  take  money  from  the 
local  rates.     So  far  from  this,  however, 
eminent  Nonconformists,  including  Mem- 
bers of  the  other  House  of  Parliament, 
now  expressed  their  astonishment  at  the 
Bill,  which  had  not  been  looked  into, 
and  was  not  understood  by  them,  be- 
fore it  passed  the  House  of  Commons. 
Under  the  Cemeteries  Act,  which  was 
to  be  incorporated  with  this  Bill,  no 
provision  was  made  for  equality  as  re- 
garded Church  and  Dissent ;  for  if  the 
Bishop  of  the   diocese   called    on   the 
local  authorities  to  provide  a  cemetery 
and  chapel    they   were   compelled    to 
do  so;  whereas,  in  all  other  cases,  it 
was  provided  that  they  "  may,"  if  they 
think    fit.     He  asked  the  right    rev. 
Prelate  opposite  (the  Bishop  of  Peter- 
horough)  whether,  under  the  existing 
law,  there  was  not  equality,  as  a  por- 
tion of  the  eemeteriea  now  established 
must  be  consecrated  ? 


Thb  Bishop  of  PETEBBOEOTTGH 
said,  he  would  not  trouble  their  Lord- 
ships by  entering  into  a  discussion  of 
the  principles  of  the  Bill ;  but  the  chal- 
lenge just  thrown  out  to  him  by  his 
noble  Friend  was  one  which  he  could 
not  pass  by.  His  noble  Priend  appealed 
to  him  as  to  the  correctness  of  his  state- 
ment that  under  the  existing  Cemeteries 
Act  there  was  perfect  equality,  inasmuch 
as  private  companies  formed  under  that 
Act  could  be  compelled  by  the  Bishop 
to  set  apart  a  certain  portion  of  the 
ground  in  their  cemeteries  for  consecra- 
tion at  his  hands.  He  could  furnish  a 
fact  that  was  conclusive  against  that 
proposition.  In  Northampton,  which 
was  within  his  own  diocese,  and  where 
for  years  all  the  parish  grave-yards  had 
been  closed  by  Act  of  Parliament,  there 
existed  no  public  cemetery,  but  the 
cemetery  in  the  hands  of  a  private  com- 
pany. That  private  company,  the  ma- 
jority of  which  were  Dissenters,  had  not 
only  not  been  compelled  to  have  a  por- 
tion of  their  ground  consecrated,  but 
they  had  repeatedly  refused  to  do  so ; 
and  at  that  moment  Churchmen  in 
Northampton  were  by  his  open  con- 
nivance interred  in  unconsecrated  ground 
with  the  service  of  the  Church.  He 
thought  there  ought  to  be  equality 
towards  all.  Por  himself,  he  would  be 
perfectly  content  to  see  a  cemetery  no 
portion  of  which  was  consecrated,  and  in 
which  all  might  be  buried  without  dis- 
tinction, with  their  own  fonns.  He 
mentioned  that  to  show  that  it  was  in 
no  illiberal  spirit  he  expressed  his 
opinion  that  the  existing  law  did  not  do 
justice  to  Churchmen  who  desired  to 
have  consecrated  ground. 

Lord  SELBORNE  said,  that  under 
this  Bill  every  Town  Council,  without 
any  control,  and  Board  of  Guardians 
throughout  the  country,  subject  to  a 
certain  limited  control;  could  do  the  very 
same  thing,  either  in  favour  of  the 
Church  or  against  the  Church,  as  had 
been  done  at  Northampton.  Under  the 
existing  Burials  Acts,  when  a  new  ceme- 
tery was  established,  it  must  be  done  on 
equal  terms  as  between  Churchmen  and 
Dissenters  ;  but  under  this  Bill  the 
local  authorities  would  have  the  power 
of  establishing  out  of  the  rates  —  that 
was,  by  public  taxation,  purely  sectarian 
burial  grounds ;  so  that,  instead  of  re- 
moving or  mitigating  any  existing  sense 
of  grievance,  the  Bill  would  merely  in- 
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troduce  a  new  element  of  discord.  If  they 
wanted  to  enlarge  or  alter  the  powers  of 
the  Burials  Acts,  let  them  do  so  ;  but  he 
deprecated  their  going  back,  from  the 
P')lij^y  of  the  Burials  Acts,  to  the  im- 
perfect policy  of  earlier  Acts,  enabling 
companies  to  make  cemeteries  throughout 
the  country  ;  because,  if  they  reverted  to 
such  a  policy,  sectarian  questions  would 
arise  under  colour  of  a  Bill  professedly 
intended  for  the  purposes  of  public 
health.  And  to  enable  this  to  be  done 
out  of  rates  was  quite  a  new  thing  in 
public  legislation  ;  it  was,  in  fact,  to 
reverse  the  policy  of  the  Church  Eates 
Abolition  Act. 

Lord  NORTON  said,  that  the  noble 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Aberdare)  had  for- 
gotten the  Acts  later  than  the  only  one 
he  cited ;  which,  in  acknowledgment  of 
the  failure  of  the  attempt  to  insist  on 
posthumous  schism  in  grave-yards,  and 
of  the  enactment  that  there  should 
always  be  unconsecrated  as  well  as  con- 
secrated ground  in  every  cemetery,  and 
chapels  for  each,  had  provided  that 
there  might  be  either  tiie  oue  or  other,  or 
both,  just  as  any  locality  desired.  The 
principle  of  these  later  Acts  was  the  prin- 
ciple of  this  Bill.  The  noble  and  learned 
Lord  who  had  just  spoken  made  the 
same  mistake;  and  the  Northampton 
case  only  showed  the  necessity  of  some 
authority  being  made  to  act,  where  no  one 
was  inclined  to  make  requisite  provision 
for  burials  at  all.  Ho,  however,  sup- 
ported the  Bill  on  sanitary  grounds.  It 
was  distinctly  a  sanitary  measure,  and  the 
first  attempt  to  carry  into  full  effect  the 
recommendations  of  the  Sanitary  Com- 
mission over  wliich  he  had  presided  for 
two  years  to  make  it  part  of  the  duties 
of  local  authorities  to  provide  proper 
interment  of  the  dead.  He  must  point 
out  that  this  Bill  would  only  enact  in 
respect  of  cemeteries  what  was  already 
law  in  the  case  of -mortuaries. 

Earl  COWPER  observed,  that  the 
fact  that  this  Bill  had  passed  through 
the  House  of  Commons  without  dis- 
cussion, except  upon  its  third  reading, 
was  hardly  surprising,  inasmuch  as  some 
Bills  were  considered  in  the  other  House 
at  such  enormous  length,  and  with  such 
copiousness,  that  hon.  Members  got  sick 
and  passed  other  measures  through  the 
Forms  of  the  House  at  a  late  hour  of  the 
night  hurriedly,  without  giving  them 
Butficient  consideration.  This,  it  was 
saidy  was  merely  a  sanitary  measure; 
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but  the  only  reason  given  for  placing 
it  under  that  description  was  that  the 
power  was  lodged  in  the  local  sanitary 
authorities.  For  bis  own  part,  he  ob- 
jected to  any  increased  power  in  this 
matter  being  given  to  the  sanitary 
authorities  in  the  rural  districts,  for  their 
action  had  certainly  not  rendered  it  ad- 
visable to  increase  their  power  in  any 
way.  The  default  of  those  bodies  he 
regarded  as  a  fundamental  one,  due  to 
their  constitution — namely,  that  under 
their  constitution  taxation  and  repre- 
sentation did  not  go  together.  Under 
this  Bill,  the  sanitary  authorities  would 
have  power  to  establish  cemeteries  con- 
sisting wholly  of  consecrated  ground ; 
and  after  the  decision  which  that  House 
had  come  to  two  years  ago,  that  all 
churchyards  in  the  country  should  be 
open  to  all  religious  bodies,  provided 
their  funerals  were  conducted  in  a  Chris- 
tian and  orderly  manner,  their  Lordships 
would  be  stultifying  themselves  if  they 
gave  authority  to  any  bodies  to  establish 
cemeteries  in  which  restrictions  were 
imposed  upon  burials.  He  hoped  that 
the  House  would  divide,  and  that  the 
result  of  the  hurried  Division  of  the 
other  night  would  be  reversed. 

Lord  DENMAN  hoped  that  no  altera- 
tion would  be  made  in  the  Bill. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ?  Their  Lordships 
divided: — Contents  117;  Not-Contents 
69 :  Majority  48. 
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Resolved  in  the  Affirmative, 

House  In  Committee  accordingly ;  Bill 
reported^  without  Amendment;  and  to 
be  read  3*  on  Tuesday  next. 

Lord  ABEEDAEE  gave  Notice  that 
on  the  third  reading  he  would  bring 
forward  Amendments  which,  from  some 
unfortunate  mistake,  had  not  been 
printed  on  the  Notice  Paper. 


THE    BOYAL    HOBTICULTTTEAL 
SOCIETY. 

OBSEBYATIONS.     QUESTIONS. 

Viscount  ENFIELD  said,  it  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  their  Lordships 
that  Her  Majesty  Commissioners  for  the 
Exhibition  of  1851  proposed  in  the  year 
1660  to  let  a  portion  of  the  ground  pur- 
chased by  them  at  South  Kensington  to 
the  Royal  Horticultural  Society,  who 
were  to  form  the  Gardens  there  ;  and,  by 
certain  agreements  between  the  two  Cor- 
porations the  Society  was  authorized  to 
borrow  £60,000  on  debentures,  and 
the  Commissioners  engaged  to  expend 
£50,000  in  forming  earthworks  and 
building  the  arcades.  The  Society  not 
only  spent  the  whole  of  the  £50,000 
raiiicd  upon  their  debentures,  but  also  a 
large  sum  of  money — £25,000 — received 
for  life-fellowships  in  building  the  con- 
servatory and  forming  the  Gardens.  The 
interest  on  the  debenture  debt  was  made 
payable  out  of  the  receipts  from  the 
Gardens,  as  defined  by  theoriginal  agree- 
ment, after  paying  all  necessary  ex- 
penses ;  and  after  payment  of  such 
interest  the  balance  up  to  £2,400  was 
to  be  paid  to  the  GoxmnisaionerB  as  in- 
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terest  on  their  outlay  by  way  of  rent. 

The  receipts  of  the  Gardens,  in  spite  of  HOUSE    OF    OOMMONS, 

the  most  rigideconomy,  had  unfortunately 

not  been  sufficient  of  late  years  to  pay  Thunday,  lOth  July,  1879. 

the  debenture  interest;  and  in  March 

last  Her  Majesty's  Commissioners,  alleg- 

ing   a  right  of  re-entry,  commenced  a  ,rw,«„ 

suit  in  Chancery  to  recover  possession  of  MIJ^^^S.]  -Select  Committee- JJ^ort- 

.,     r^     J           •xL      X                    L'      A.  Poor  Removal  [No.  282 J. 

the  Gardens  without  compensation  to  any-  p^ „j^,^.  Bills— Se^d  Wrf/i^y-Supreme  Court 

one — the  effect  of  which  suit,  if  success-  of  Judicature  fOfficors)  ♦  [236] ;  Metropolitan 

ful,  would  be  to  destroy  the  security  of  Board  of  Works  (Water  Expenses)  [204]. 

the  debenture-holders  and  the  rights  of  ^^^^^  Committee—Eeport—CoTonen  [No.  279]; 

life-fellows.      He  wished    therefore.,  to  o.^^;,!"^^*  ^S^Tair^Uon 

ask  the  Lord  President  the  following  [88]— r,p. 

Questions  : — Whether  it  was  true  that  Committee—Meport—Ql&ve  Trade  (East  African 

Her   Majesty's   Commissioners   for   the  Courts)  ♦  [232] ;  Children's  Dangerous  Per- 

Exhibition   of   1851  had   commenced  a  Romances*  [229]. 

•  .    •       i^t                         •     i.    xi.       T>        1  Contidertd   at    amend$d — Customs  Buildines  * 

suit  m    Chancery    against    the    Koyal  [228]. 

Horticultural  Society  in  order  to  recover 

possession  of   the    Gardens    at    South  QUESTION'^ 

Kensington,  now  in  the  occupation  of  ^ 

the  Society ;  whether  it  was  the  fact  that  — o^)-©,^ 

this  proceeding,   if  carried   into   eflfect,  EXHIBITION  COMMISSIONERS,  1861,  r. 

would  extinguish  the  IiabUity  of  Her  ^HE   ROYAL    HORTICULTURAL  80- 

Majesty's    Commissioners  to    pay    the  CIETY —QUESTION 
holders  of  the  Horticultural  Society's 

debentures  ten  shillings  in  the  pound  in  Mb.  J.  R.  YORKE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 

1892,  provided  Her  Majesty's  Commis-  c®Wor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is 

Bioners  should,  at  that  date,  decline  to  true  that  Her  Majesty's  Commissioners 

renew  the  Society's  lease  ;  and,  whether,  ^or  the  Exhibition  of  1851  have  com- 

if  the  facts  were  as  stated,   Her  Ma-  menced  a  suit  in  Chancery  against  the 

jesty's  Commissioners  proposed  to  make  Royal  Horticultural  Society,    with  the 

any    compensation    to    the    debenture-  ^^^w  of  recovering  possession   of    the 

holders  for  the  security   now  held    by  Gardens  at  South  Kensington  now  in  the 

them,  which  it  was  thus  proposed  to  ex-  occupation  of  that  Society  ;  whether  it  is 

tinguish  ?  the  fact  that  this  proceeding,  if  carried 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,   the  Lord  into  effect,  would  extinguish  the  liability 

President  had  requested  him  to  answer  o^  Her  Majesty's  Commissioners  to  pay 

the  Questions  of  the  noble  Viscount,  as  t^®  holders  of  the  Horticultural  Society's 

he  was  one   of   the  Commissioners   of  Debentures,  ten  shillings  in  the  pound 

1851.     It  was  true  that  such  a  suit  had  in  1?92,  provided  Her  Majesty's  Com- 

been  commenced.     But  with  regard  to  missioners  should  at  that  date  decline  to 

the  other  matters  included  in  the  Ques-  renew  the  Society's  lease;  and,  whether, 

tion,  he  had  to  state  that  the  Commis-  ^^  t^^e  facts  be  as  stated,  Her  Majesty's 

sioners  never  had  been,  were  not,  and  Commissioners  propose    to    make  any 

never  could  be  under  any  liability  to  pay  compensation  to  the  Debenture  Holders, 

the  debentures  of  the  Royal  Horticul-  f*>r  the  security  now  held  by  them,  which 

tural  Society,  and  that,  this  being  so,  it  is  thus  proposed  to  extinguish  ? 

they  did  not  propose  to  make  any  com-  The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 

pensation  to  the  debenture-holders.  QUER :  The  C(»mmis8ioners  have  com- 
menced an  action  in  the  Chancery  Divi- 

HouM  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before  s^^^^  ^^  ^\  High  Court  of  Justice  for  the 

Seven  o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  purpose  of  recovering  possession  of  the 

half  past  Ten  o'clock.  Gardens  at  South  Kensington,  formerly 

agreed  to  be  demised  by  them  to  the 
Royal  Horticultural  Society.  The  Com- 
missioners never  have  been,  and  are  not, 
and  never  can  be,  under  any  liability  to 
pay  the  holders  of  the  Royal  Horticul- 
tural Society's  debentures  10«.  in  the 

Vmount  Enfield 
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pound,  or  any  other  snm,  because  any  I 
possible  liability  to  do  so  was  contingent 
on  the  Society  having  performed  the 
covenants  in  the  agreements,  which  they 
have  not  done.  Having  regard  to  that 
fact,  and  to  the  fact  that  the  debenture- 
holders  have  no  lien  or  charge  upon  the 
property  comprised  in  the  agreements, 
the  Commissioners,  who  hold  their  funds 
as  trustees  for  the  public,  do  not  propose 
to  make  any  compensation  to  those  gen- 
tlemen. 

PRISONS  ACT,  1877— PRISON  LABOUR. 

QUESTION. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  asked  the  Se- 
cretary  of  Sate  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  is  aware  of  the  circumstances 
and  conditions  under  which  the  Governor 
of  Her  Majesty's  Prison  at  Maidstone  is 
endeavouring  to  obtain  orders  for  print- 
ing and  bookbinding;  whether  this  is 
done  with  the  sanction  and  approval  of 
Her  Majesty's  Oovemment;  and,  whe- 
ther it  is  part  of  a  system  which  has 
been  authorized  in  the  prisons  through- 
out the  Country  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  authorities  of  Maidstone  Prison 
might,  for  all  he  knew,  be  endeavouring 
to  obtain  orders  for  the  kind  of  work  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  in  his  Ques- 
tion. The  practice  in  regard  to  prison 
work  was  to  spread  it  over  as  many 
branches  of  labour  as  possible,  so  as  not 
to  press  unduly  on  any  particular  in- 
dustry of  the  country. 

GENERAL  PRISONS   (IRELAND)  ACT- 
SURGEONS.— QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  BRUEN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  Whether  the  Surgeons 
of  Gaols  in  Ireland  who  were  appointed 
by  Boards  of  Superintendence,  and  who 
have  performed  the  duties  of  their  office 
before  and  since  the  1st  day  of  April 
1878,  are  recognized  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government  as  "  Officers  attached  to 
Prisons  "  within  the  meaning  of  s.  27  of 
''  The  General  Prisons  (Ireland)  Act, 
1877;"  whether  surgeons  not  so  ap- 
pointed, but  obliged  as  surgeons  of 
infirmaries  to  perform  medical  duties  in 
gaols,  and  who  have  performed  them 
before  and  since  the  1st  day  of  April 
1878,  are  so  recognized;  and,  whetlier 
any  salary  will  be  paid  to  Prison  Medi- 
cal Officers  for  duties  performed  from 
the  Ut  day  of  April  1878  to  the  present 


time;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  a  scale  of 
the  salaries  to  be  paid  for  the  perform- 
ance of  these  duties  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  My  answer  to 
all  my  hon.  Friend's  inquiries  is  in  the 
affirmative  ;  and,  in  addition  to  the  table 
of  salaries,  I  will  lay  upon  the  Table  an 
explanatory  document,  which  will  make 
the  matter  clear. 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  aslced  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  a  Memo- 
rial was  presented  to  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment from  the  Irish  College  of  Physi- 
cians, protesting  in  the  interests  of  the 
medical  profession  against  the  proposed 
amalgamation  of  the  offices  of  surgeon 
and  compounder  in  the  Irish  gaols ;  and, 
whether,  in  spite  of  this  Memorial  and 
of  the  strong  feeling  on  the  subject 
among  the  prison  surgeons  themselves, 
it  is  still  intended  to  combine  the  two 
offices  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  Sir,  the  Memo- 
rial referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman 
has  been  received.  The  intention,  how- 
ever, is  not  to  make  the  amalgamation 
compulsory  in  the  case  of  existing 
officers ;  but  only  in  the  cases  of  fresh 
appointments. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING  ACTS-INSPEC 

TION  OF  EMIGRANT  SHIPS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  with 
reference  to  the  circular  of  July  1873, 
by  whirh  emigration  officers,  survey^irs, 
and  medical  officers  were  directed  under 
certain  circumstances  to  inspect  outward- 
bound  vessels  on  Sundays  so  as  to  avoid 
the  detention  of  those  vessels,  and  extra 
lees  for  this  extra  work  were  ordered  to 
be  paid  to  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund 
by  the  owners  of  those  vessels.  On  what 
ground  the  Board  of  Trade  can  justify 
the  withholding  from  an  emigration 
officer  his  share  of  those  fees,  long  since 
paid  to  the  Mercantile  Marine  Fund,  for 
extra  work  done  by  him  between  August 
1873  and  February  1875  ? 

Viscount  SANDON  :  The  claim 
alluded  to  was  raised  some  years  ago, 
and  disallowed  by  the  Office.  These 
fees  for  Sunday  work  were,  I  am  in- 
formed, placed  at  a  liigh  rate,  with  the 
view  of  discouraging  such  demands  upon 
the  services  of  the  officers,  except  in 
cases  of  necessity.    No  fees  for  overtime 
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or  for  Sunday  work  have  ever  been  paid  garding  the  amount  of  the  Government 

by  the  Board  of  Trade  to  any  salaried  grant,  he  will  be  good  enough  to  say 

officer  holding  the  position  referred  to  whether  the  grant  this  year  will  be  two 

by  the   Question.      There  are  various  shillings  per  man  per  day,  or  only  two 

salaried  officers  who  have  done  Sunday  shillings  and  sixpence  per  man  for  the 

work,  and  who  are  liable  to  have  to  do  whole  period  of  camp  service  ? 

it  in  the  future.    None  of  these  salaried        Colonel  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said, 

officers  have  received  the  fees  alluded  to ;  he  was  sorry  to  say  that  he  had  to  give 

and  it  appears  to  me  impossible  to  make  the  same  answer  that  he  had  given  a  few 

an  exception  in  favour  of  one  particular  days  ago — namely,  that  he  could  not 

officer  without  giving  up   the   general  make  any  definite  statement  at  present 

rule  which  has  been  hitherto  adopted,  A  draft  regulation  had  been  framed  and 

and  which  we  see  no  cause  for  abandon-  submitted  to  the  Lords  Commissioners  of 

ing.  the  Treasury ;  and  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir 

Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson)    had    just  in- 

-.^—  formed  him  that  the  recrulation  had  been 

ROYAL  VICTORIA  PATRIOTIC  ASYLUM  anoroved  r«gumuou  imu  unw 

SCHOOLS,  WANDSWORTH.  ^^ 

QUESTION.  MUNICIPAL  ELECTIONS  (IRELAND). 

Oenebal  SHUTE  asked  the  Secretary  question. 

of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  is  aware       ,,     n-rnLxr     i    j  xi.    />ii_  •  ^  a 

that  upwards  of  £  1 5.000  a-year  are  ex-  .  ^J"'  i^^/ wwf ^  *^^  °^'^^  Secretarr 

pended  on  the  Schools  of  the  Royal  f?'' ^/^^'l^V^  ^f  ^^'^^ '5  ?^^^^^ 

Victoria  Patriotic  Asylum  at  Wands-  the  fact  that  by  letter,  dated  the  18th  of 

worth  under  the  administration  of  the  ^^°^;.^^  '^P^  ^;^/  ^f  f  Ar  ^o?  ?'; 

Executive  and  Finance  Committee  of  the  P°^*^^,^  ^.^  P^'^^'h^^'n^  *''^  3'^''t''l 

Patriotic  Fund;    and,  whether  he  will  ,^P"^  ^«  informed  the  Corporation  that 
authorise  an  inquiry  into  the  manage-     ^%^*^^  advisers  to  the  Crown  m  Ire- 

ment  and  cost  of  these  Schools  by  the  ^^"^  ^^''^  ^^^'^'''''/^f  l^^  ^a^'K 

Royal  Commission  appointed  to  inquire  mentary  and  Municipal  Elections  Act  of 

into  the  expenditure  of  the  Wellington  ^^^^  ^'^  ,°^*  .®^^^°^  ^  ."^^^^''f , ^\i! 

College  ?  aware  that  serious  confusion  and  doubts 

CoMNEL  STANLEY,  in  reply,  eaid,  bjve  arisen  as  to  the  procedure  to  be 
that,  as  far  as  he  had  been  able  to  ascer-  f^^P*^** ,'"  mumciDal  elections  in  Ire- 
tain,   about  £15,000    a-year    was    ex-  land,  and  that  the  Corporation  of  Dublin 

pended  on  the  schools  referred  to  by  the  "?  ."^""f^,  ^V*   *^^^•   ™"l**   '*    *''i' 

ton.  and  gaUant  Gentleman.     He  was  °P""°'',  °^,^*^«  law  advisers  be  correct, 

informed  that  the  manaping  body  had  '^'^f'  *°  ^^^  procedure  with  regard  to 

taken  steps  already,  by  the  appointment  ""■"•nations  prescribed  by  the  Municipal 

of  a  committee,  to  make  a  very  search-  Corporations  Act  of  18o9.  long  since  re- 

ing  inquiry  into  this  expenditure  ;  that  P'*^'"*^  "«  l^"^"  ^"S'*"**/  ^^^^^f  ^« 

tht  committee  had   reported,  and   had  '"    *.'^^'^  *»>**  *.  «7'l»<late    h"  bef" 

made    recommendations    which    would  nominated  by  a  single  burgess,  and  the 

probably    lead    to    a    very    material  n""""/*'""  in  pursuance  of  this  advice 

aiminution    of   the    expenditure.      He  accepted  as  valid,  that  no  effective  means 

did  not  consider  it  desirable  to  authorize  *PP^.'''"  *"  ^'^^f*  ^f  **''*'"^  \^«  ""^'^'^^  »' 

an  inquiry  into  the  management  and  non»nat.on8  that  a  candidate  may  nomi- 

oost  o?  these  schools  by  the  Eoyal  Com-  T*"  ^'^^f\i'^^<'\  nominations  and  elec- 

mission  of  the  WelUngton  College.  *'°°''  ""**  ^f^  ?'**'«  ^°  '""P/'^^y  ""«'  *^« 

^  ®  occurrence  of  a  vacancy  as  to  be  a  cause 

of  public  complaint^  and  to  deprive  the 

AEMY  — THE   AUXILIARY    FORCES—  burgesses  of  reasonable  opportunity  of 

VOLUNTEERS  UNDER  CANVAS.  selecti(m ;    and,   whether  he  will  take 

QUESTION.  steps  during  the  present  Session  to  assi- 
milate the  procedure  with  reference  to 

Mr.  LETOHTON  asked  the  Secretary  municipal   and  parliamentary  elections 

of  State  for  War,  Whether,  considering  and  nominations  in  Ireland  to  that  pre- 

the    inconvenience    to  Volunteer   com-  scribed  for  England  and  Wales  by  the 

panies  about  to  go  under  canvas  which  Act  of  1875,  or  otherwise  to  remove  the 

arises  from  want   of  information    re-  inconveniences  which  at  present  exiat? 

Viicount  Sandon 
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Ma.  J.  LO WTHER :  Yes,  Sir ;  it  is 
the  c^ase  that  the  Law  Officers  have  ex- 
pressed the  opinion  that  the  Municipal 
JSlections  Act,  1875,  does  not  apply  to 
Ireland;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  in 
error  in  alluding  to  that  Act  as  the  Par- 
liamentary and  Municipal  Elections  Act 
of  1875,  since  the  Act  in  question  was 
one  passed  by  a  private  Member,  and 
has  no  reference  to  Parliamentary  elec- 
tions.    As  to  an  assimilation  of  the  law 
in  Ireland  to  that  prevailing  in  England, 
J  should  be  prepared  to  introduce  a  short 
Bill  with  that  object,  provided  that  I  had 
reason  to  think  it  would  not  lead  to 
discussion  and  Amendments  extending 
beyond  the  proposal  for  extending  the 
English  Act  to  Ireland.    If,  however,  it 
is    to   give  rise  to   any  controversy,  I 
should  not  feel  justified  in  attempting  to 
deal  with  the  matter  at  all  in  the  present 
state  of  Public  Business. 

PRISONS  (IRELAND)  ACT— CASE  OF 
PATRICK  GRIMES.— QUESTIONS. 

Ma.  GEAT  asked  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  Whether,  considering  the 
Terdict  of  the  jury  in  the  case  of  Patrick 
Grimes,  who  died  in  Armagh  Gaol  on 
the  13th  ult.  that,  though  the  treat- 
ment of  the  deceased  in  prison  was 
humane  and  proper, 

**  Yet  the  new  scale  of  diet  and  attendance  to 
sick  in  hoepital  which  has  deprived  prisoners  of 
the  new  milk  diet,  and  suhstituted  a  food  not 
sufficient  for  the  support  of  life,  they  highly 
condemn," 

and,  considering  that  this  declaration 
was  based  on  the  evidence  of  Dr.  Palmer, 
surgeon  to  the  gaol,  that  the  withdrawal 
of  the  new  milk  diet  was  a  serious  loss 
to  the  prisoners,  and  that 

"The  new  scale  of  diet  adopted  by  the 
prison  hoard  is  not  sufficient  for  any  ordinary 
man/' 

is  it  intended  to  make  any  change  in 
the  dietary  in  Armagh  Gaol  and  other 
prisons  in  Ireland  where  a  similar  scale 
is  now  enforced  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER:  The  scale  of 
diet  in  force  in  gaols  in  Ireland  is  the 
same  as  that  which  was,  after  full  in- 
quiry before  a  Commission,  adopted  for 
English  prisons.  With  reference  to  the 
particular  case  alluded  to,  I  was  as- 
tonished to  find — and  the  House  will  be 
Tery  much  surprised  to  hear — ^that  upon 
the  Coroner's  Jury  there  were  impan- 


nelled  six  convicted  prisoners  actually 
undergoing  their  sentences  in  Armagh 
Gaol  at  the  time.  It  is,  therefore, 
scarcely  to  be  wondered  at  that  these 
persons  availed  themselves  of  the  oppor- 
tunity of  making  suggestions  upon  a 
subject  in  which  they  had  so  strong  a 
personal  interest.  The  attention  of  the 
parties  responsible  for  the  constitution  of 
the  Jury  will  be  called  to  the  impro- 
priety of  the  course  adopted  in  impan- 
nelling  prisoners  upon  it,  especially  as, 
in  addition  to  the  manifest  disadvantages 
attaching  to  such  a  proceeding,  it  hap- 
pens to  be  in  direct  opposition  to  the  ex- 
press terms  of  an  Act  of  Parliament;  and 
measures  will,  therefore,  be  taken  to 
prevent  its  recurrence. 

Mb.  CALIjAN:  Sir,  may  I  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary,  whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  evidence  of  a  medi* 
cal  witness  at  that  inquest? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  :  No,  Sir ;  my 
attention  has  not  been  called  to  that. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  Then  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  to-morrow  I  will  ask  a  Ques* 
tion  in  reference  to  that  subject. 

COAL  MINES— ACCIDENT  AT  THE 
CWM  AVON  COLLIERY. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secro- 
tary  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  an 
accident  which  occurred  at  the  Cwm 
Avon  Colliery,  South  Wales,  whereby 
six  men  were  killed  by  the  breaking  of 
a  wire  rope,  which  was  stated  to  have 
been  at  work  for  five  years ;  whether  it 
is  true  that  the  Inspector  of  Mines  stated 
at  the  Coroner's  Inquest  that  it  ought 
to  have  been  removed  years  ago,  and 
that  the  engineer  stated  that  he  had  fre- 
quently complained  of  the  condition  of 
the  rope  during  the  last  two  years,  but 
no  notice  was  taken  of  his  complaints ; 
and.  what  steps  he  has  taken,  if  any,  to 
punish  the  employer  or  agent  who  con* 
tinned  to  use  a  rope  of  the  character  in- 
dicated by  the  engineer  and  the  Govern- 
ment inspector  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  no  doubt  there  had  been  gross  care- 
lessness and  negligence  in  this  case,  and 
he  had  some  days  ago  placed  the  paper 
in  the  hands  of  the  Solicitor  to  the  Trea- 
sury, in  order  to  see  what  course  should 
be  taken. 
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ENDOWED  SCHOOLS  ACrT-CONTINU. 
ANCE.— QUESTtOX. 

Sin  UGHTRED  KAY-SHUTTLE- 
WORTH  asked  the  Vice  President  of 
tho  Committee  of  Counril  on  Educa-lion, 
When  be  proposes  to  introduce  the  Bill 
dealing  with  the  expiring;  Endowed 
Schools  Act ;  and,  for  hoir  many  years 
he  proposes  to  continue  their  operation? 

Lc.Ei)  GEOEGE  HAMILTON,  in  re- 
ply, said,  he  was  unable  to  state  when 
the  Bill  would  bo  introduced.  It  would 
be  unadnsable  to  continue  the  expiring 
Acts  for  one  year.  He  would  endeavour 
to  apportion  the  continuance  of  any  new 
Act  to  the  natural  work  it  hod  to  do. 

BOAEDOFCDSTOMS— THESECRETARy. 


Amty—Dtwrtien  mi        [OOMMIONS}        UraudultHt  Fitlutment. 

The  Lunacy  CommixHinners  had  declar 
that  due  notice  should  he  f;iven  to  all  t 
relntionaand  friends  of  the  deceased, 
well  as  to  other  persons  interested,  a 
that  a  solicitor  would  be  allowed 
watch  the  proceeding  on  their  behs 
When  tho  Heport  was  made  the  Co 
raiasioners  stated  that  they  would  I 
have  any  objection  whatever  to  make 
public;  and  if  further  inquiry  shot 
then  be  considered  necessary,  he  [li 
AashetoQ  Cross)  would  take  care  that 
should  take  place. 

AEMY— DESEBTIOJIAHD  FRAUDDLE 
ENLISTMENT.— QUESTION. 

Colon-elMUBE  asked  the  Secrets 
of  State  for  War,  Wliether  Her  ii 
jeety'e  Oovernment  will  direct  the  I 
partmental  Committee  of  OfBcera, 
present  investigating  the  system  of  ( 
iistment  in  the  regular  Army,  also  to  i 
vestigate  the  system  of  enlistment,  d 
cipline.  and  efficiency  of  the  Militia, 
order  to  ascertain  if  some  check  cam 
be  placed  on  tho  desertion,  fraudult 
enlistment,  and  absence  without  leai 
which  exhibit  in  the  last  two  yoi 
respectively  10,000  men  in  a  state 
desertion  ;  and  10  commissioned  oflice 
40  non-commiasioned  officers,  and  1 5,0 
private  soldiers  absent  without  leav 
and,  if  not,  what  steps,  if  any,  are  und 
consideration  to  remedy  this  etate 
things ;  and,  whether  the  Commit) 
will  be  empowered  to  consider  and  i 
port  on  the  relations  at  present  existii 
hetweca  the  regular  Army  and  t 
Militia,  with  a  view  of  making  t 
latter  force  a  more  certain  and  efficie 
reserve  in  times  of  emergency? 

CoLosEL  STANLEY:  Tho  prima 
object  of  the  Departmental  Commit! 
of  Oihcers  is  to  investigate  the  syat) 
of  enlistment  in  the  Regular  Army 
connection  with  other  measures  wht 
are  subsidiary  thereto.  The  second  pi 
of  the  Question  is,  undoubtedly,  und 
reference  to  ths  Committee ;  but  t 
general  question  of  the  enlistment  a 
discipline  of  the  Militia  I  do  not  he 
to  be  necessarily  a  part  of  that  inquii 
Some  of  the  otBcers  who  sit  upon  t 
Committee  have  come  home  on  tei 
porary  leave  from  foreign  stations,  a 
it  will  be  desirable  that  the  Depa 
mental  Committee  should  conclude 
inquiry  within  a  reasonable  time.  . 
regards  tho  question  of  the  Mjlitin,  Qu 


Mr.  BAXTER  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  If  any  steps  have  been 
taken  to  fill  up  the  va con t  office  of  Secre- 
tary to  the  Biiard  of  Customs  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Yes,  Sir ;  Mr.  Smith,  the  assist- 
ant Secretary,  will  be  appointed  Secre- 
tary. 

POOR  LAW  — PAUPER    LUNATICS- 
CASE  OF  BEMJAMIN  HARRISON. 
QITESnOS. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called  to 
the  inquest  held  on  Tuesday  last,  on  the 
body  of  Benjamin  Hsrrison,  at  the 
South  Yorkshire  Pauper  Lunatic  Asy- 
lum, who,  according  to  the  verdict, 

"  Died  leTentecD  days  after  bis  admisaion, 
from  inflammnlian  of  the  lunjra,  accelcmtcd  or 
caused  by  a  fractured  1ircaitt>ono  and  three 
broken  ribn,  but  as  to  whore  or  when  the  in- 
jurioa  wero  inflicted  there  is  not  sufficiont 
evidence  to  Bhow  ;  " 

and,  whether  he  will  causo  further  in- 
quiry to  be  instituted  to  ascertain  by 
whom  these  injurips  were  inflicted? 

Mb.  AS8HET0N  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  there  was  no  doubt  that  the  affairs  of 
this  Asylu  m  o  u  gh  t  to  b  e  thoro  u  gly  i  n  q  u  i  red 
into,  and  he  had  benn  in  communication 
with  the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury  and  the 
Lunacy  Commissioners  on  the  subject. 
It  was  their  intention  to  hold  a  per- 
sonal inquiry  into  the  subject;  but,  as 
several  of  the  lunatics  might  have  to  be 
examined  in  their  own  rooms,  it  would 
be  impoBsible  to  have  a  public  inquiry. 
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of  course,  has  not  ceased  to  occupy  our 
attention  ;  but  I  am  not  able  to  say  that 
it  would  be  a  distinct  or  separate  subject 
to  be  referred  to  the  Ck)nimittee.  Any 
steps  to  be  taken  to  remedy  the  state  of 
things  with  regard  to  desertion  must 
follow  the  Report  of  the  Committee,  as 
that  Report  must  materially  affect  the 
circumstances  under  which  the  Militia 
was  enlisted. 

POST  OFFICE  CONTRACTS— THE  PENIN- 
SULAlt  AND  ORIENTAL  COMPANY. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  HOLMS  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  In  what  proportion  the  annual 
loss,  which  has  amounted  to  over  £200,000 
a-year  upon  the  postal  contract  with  the 
Peninsular  and  Oriental  Company,  has 
been  shared  between  India  and  England 
respectively ;  whether  any  estimate  has 
been  made  of  the  loss  likely  to  result 
from  the  proposed  new  postal  contract 
with  the  Company,  and  in  what  propor- 
tion this  loss  is  to  be  shared  between 
India  and  Ed  eland  ;  and,  when  this  new 
contract  will  be  submitted  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  HouBe  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEE8 :  In  addi- 
tion to  the  loss  incurred  by  the  Mother 
Country  upon  the  Peninsular  and  Ori- 
ental Company's  contract,  estimated  at 
over  £200,000  a-year,  the  Government 
of  India  have  had  to  bear  a  charge  which 
has  amounted  to  about  £76,500  a-year 
on  the  average  between  1868  and  1876. 
No  estimate  has  been  prepared  of  the 
loss  likely  to  result  from  the  proposed 
new  postal  contract  with  the  Company  ; 
but  it  has  been  suggested  that  India 
should  bear  28*84  per  cent  of  the  total 
cost  to  be  incurred  under  that  contract. 
I  should  wish  to  name  a  day  when  the 
contract  will  be  brought  under  the  notice 
of  the  House ;  but  in  the  present  state 
of  Public  Business  I  cannot  do  so.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  will  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  naming  a  day 
available  for  the  purpose. 

BAILWAY  PASSENGER  DUTY. 

QUESTIOK. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Treasury,  Whether  it  is 
the  case  that  the  Oystermouth  Railway, 
now  the  Swansea  and  Mumbles  Bailway, 
has  been  assessed  by  the  Board  of  In- 
land  EeTenue  to  the  Bailway  Passenger 


Duty ;  and,  if  not,  if  he  would  state  on 
what  grounds  I 

SiK  HENRY  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N : 
Yes,  Sir;  the  railway  in.  question  is 
assessed  to  that  duty. 

CANAL  BOATS  ACT,  1877. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  PRICE  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
he  is  in  a  position  to  state  what  progress 
has  been  made  by  the  different  register- 
ing authonties  under  the  Canal  Boats 
Act  of  1877  in  registering  canal  boats; 
whether  any  Return  has  been  called  for 
as  to  the  number  of  boats  registered 
under  the  Act ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he 
has  any  objection  to  lay  it  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House ;  and,  if  not,  whe- 
ther he  will  direct  such  a  Return  to  be 
called  for  ? 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  that  a  Question  had  been  addressed 
to  him  in  the  early  part  of  the  Session 
as  to  the  progress  made  in  registering 
canal  boats.  He  called  for  information, 
which  had  been  supplied.  It  had  been 
laid  on  the  Table,  and  its  substance 
would  be  in  the  hands  of  Members  in  a 
few  days.  He  might  state,  however, 
that  out  of  99  districts  registration  had 
been  effected  in  two-thirds.  The  num- 
ber of  boats  registered  was  5,000,  with 
accommodation  for  22,000  persons. 

ARMY— THE   6l8T  AND   28th   REGI- 
MENTS.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  price  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
repeated  applications  have  been  made  to 
the  Military  authorities  at  home  that, 
inasmuch  as  the  61st  regiment  was  con- 
siderably under  its  proper  establishment 
of  subalterns,  the  vacancies  might  be 
supplied  by  the  posting  of  super- 
numerary subalterns  of  the  28th  regi- 
ment, its  linked  battalion,  which  was 
considerably  in  excess  of  its  establish- 
ment of  subalterns ;  whether  it  is  true 
that  at  the  time  the  61st  regiment  was 
four  subalterns  below  its  establishment, 
and  that  in  addition  one  subaltern  was 
detailed  on  police  duty  at  Cyprus  with- 
out being  seconded,  one  subaltern  was 
superintendent  of  gymnasia  at  Malta, 
and  consequently  struck  off  duty,  and 
one  under  orders  to  be  transferred  to  a 
regiment  in  India ;  whether  four  officers 
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were  eventually  transferred  from  the 
2uth  to  the  61  at,  and  Whether,  at  the 
Fame  time  that  the  transfer  was  notified, 
it  wai  olao  notiSed  that  the  fnur  oiBcera 
BO  transferred  would  etill  continue  to  do 
duty  with  the  28th;  whether  it  is  not  a 
fact  that  the  transfer  has  been  made 
upon  paper  only;  and,  if  he  can  state 
why  the  excess  in  the  one  regiment  has 
not  been  utilised  to  supply  the  deficiency 
in  the  other  linked  battalion,  eepecially 
as  the  28th  ia  serving  in  England  and 
the  6lst  in  the  trvinp;  nlimato  of  Malta? 
CoLosBL  8TANr>EY  was  understood 
to  Bay  that,  owing  to  the  proposal  that  a 
Committee  should  be  a[ipotnted  to  in- 
quire into  Army  organization,  it  was 
not  required  that  the  ofiicers  who  were 
to  be  transferred  from  the  28th  to  the 
6Ut  Begimeut  should  be  transferred  un- 
less vacancies  occurred  in  that  corps 
meanwhile.  From  that  answer  it  was 
plain  that  the  transfer  hod  been  on 
paper  only. 

CAMBRIDQE  UNITERSITT  COMMIS- 
SI 0  NE  RS . —ClU  ESTIO  N, 
Mb.  EATHBONE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that,  notwilh- 
stauding  the  representations  made  in 
the  Debate  on  the  Universities  of  Ox- 
ford and  Cambridge  Bill  in  the  House 
of  Commons,  and  that  the  House  might 
trust  the  OimmiBsioners  and  the  Uni- 
versity to  make  Buchnioilihcations  in  the 
terms  of  residence  as  should  make  the 
Universities  more  generally  available, 
the  UambridgeUniversity  Commissioners 
have,  contrary  to  the  wishes  and  recora- 
mendations  of  the  Senate,  proposed  in 
the  new  statutes  to  fix  the  present  terms 
of  residence ;  and,  whether  he  will  com- 
municate with  the  Commissioners  on  the 
subject  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS,  in  reply, 
Bsid,  he  did  not  see  how  be  could  inter- 
fere with  the  free  aclion  of  the  Com- 
missioners. He  had.  however,  communi- 
coted  with  the  Secretary  to  the  Com- 
mission, who  stated  that  no  statutes  had 
as  yet  been  made  by  the  Cambridge 
University  Commissioners.  It  was  true 
that  it  was  proposed  ttie  former  period 
of  residence  required  for  a  degree — 
nine  terms — should  be  continued ;  but 
the  Commissioners  had  still  under  < 
eideration  the  propriety  of  altering  the 
exceptions  to  the  rule. 
Xr.Friet 


FEINTING  CONTRACT  WITH  MESSB 
HASSARD.-QUESTION. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  asked  Mr.  Cha 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  a) 
and  wiiat  steps  have  been  taken  wi 
regard  to  the  contract  with  Msu] 
Hansard  for  printing  for  the  House 
Commons,  and  which  will  expire  is  i 
course  of  the  present  year? 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  theEXCH 
QUEE,  in  reply,  said,  there  bad  be 
a  good  deal  of  correspondence  betwe 
the  Treasury,  the  Speaker,  and  Mess 
Hansard,  with  regard  to  the  contn 
for  printing  for  the  House  of  Commoi 
in  order  to  obtain  a  more  favoural 
contract  for  the  public;  but  the  con 
pondence  was  still  going  on,  and 
arrangement  had  yet  been  conclude 
The  correspondence  would  be  prodnc 
before  any  contract  was  signed. 

THE  TRANSVAAL  PAPERS—"  WHITS 
RUDOLPH."— QUESTION. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  asked  the  Secrota 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
can  arrange  to  pubhsh,  in  the  fori 
coming  Transvaal  Papers,  a  Copy  oft 
Judgment  of  Mr.  Justice  Kotz^,  in  t 
cose  of  White  v.  Budolph,  delivered 
Pretoria  on  the  1 7th  of  May  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICK8-BEACH, 
reply,  said,  that  he  had  not  received 
Copy  of  the  paper  referred  to ;  but 
would  Bend  for  a  Copy. 

RAILWAYS— AUTOMATIC  BRAKES 

QUEBTIOSS. 

Mb.  J.  COWEN  (for  Mr.  J.  W.  Bj 
clay)  asked  the  President  of  the  Boi 
of  Trade,  Whether  he  will  procure  a 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  Cc 
of  a  Eeport,  dated  April  24th  1879, 
Mr.  T.  E.  Harrison,  C.E.,  to  the  Noi 
Eastern  Bail  way  Company,  on  1 
WestinghouBe  Automatiu  Brake  adopt 
on  the  North  Eastern  Eoilway;  ai 
whether  the  Board  of  Trade  will 
represented  at  the  experimeuts  witht 
brake  proposed  to  be  made  near  York 
tbe  North  Eastern  Eailway  Company 
Monday  next  ? 

Mr.  MACDONALD  also  aakt 
Whether  it  was  the  custom  of  the  Boi 
of  Trade  to  send  representatives  to  » 
ness  experiments  with  other  brakes  tl 
were  candidates  for  public  favour,  i 
peci&Uy  as  the  Westinghouse  brak*  « 
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a  foreign  brake,  and  not  one  of  home 
manufacture  ? 

Viscount    SANDON  :    The    North 
Saatem  Bailway  Company  have  sent  us 
a  copy  of  the  Beport  to  which  the  hon. 
Gentleman  refers,  and  if  he  will  moye 
for  it,  I  shall  happy  to  lay  it  on  the  Table 
of  the   House.    The  Board   of  Trade 
will  not  be  officially  represented  at  the 
brake  trials  proposed  to  be  held  by  the 
North  Eastern  Bailway  Company  near 
York ;  but  Mr.   Farrer,   the  Secretary 
to  the  Board  of  Trade,  and  two  of  the 
inspecting  officers  of  railways,  have  ac- 
cepted invitations    from    the    Bailway 
Company  to  be  present  on  the  occasion. 
I  need  hardly  add  that,  by  their  presence, 
no  opinion  is  expressed,  or  intended  to 
be    expressed,    as    to  the  comparative 
merits  of  the  brake  which  is  the  subject 
of  the  experiment ;  and  that,  in  the  pre- 
sent condition  of  this  question,  I  should 
not  think  it  right  that  the  Board  of 
Trade  should  show  any  preference  what- 
ever for  any  particular  brake. 


EGYPT— NTJBAR    PASHA.— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  OT  way  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
ther Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
any  information  to  the  effect  that  Prince 
Tewfik,  recently  recommended  by  them 
as  Khedive  of  Eg3rpt,  has  forbidden 
Nubar  Pasha  to  return  to  his  country  ; 
whether  there  were  any  grounds  for  this 
arbitrary  proceeding ;  and,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Bepresentative  in  Cairo  was 
cognizant  of  the  order  of  banishment 
stated  to  have  been  issued  by  the 
Khedive?  He  might  also  ask  when 
the  further  Papers  promised  with  regard 
to  Egypt  would  be  ready  ? 

Mk.  BOUBKE  :  With  regard  to  the 
first  Question,  no  information  has  been 
received  that  Nubar  Pasha  has  been 
forbidden  to  return  to  Egypt.  With 
regard  to  the  Papers,  I  can  only  tell  my 
hon.  Friend  that  the  Papers  are  being 
prepared  and  will  be  produced  before 
long. 

Mb.  OTWAY  inquired  whether  the 
Government  had  received  any  intimation 
from  our  Bepresentative  in  Paris  with 
regard  to  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  BOUBKE  replied  in  the  nega- 
tive. The  Government  had  received  no 
information  of  Nubar  Pasha  having 
been  forbidden  by  anybody  to  return  to 
his  country. 


THE  LATE  PRINCE  IMPERIAL. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther he  will  direct  the  Chief  Commis- 
sioner of  Police  to  make  arrangements 
so  as  to  enable  Members  of  the  House 
to  attend  the  funeral  of  the  Prince 
Imperial,  which  is  to  take  place  on 
Saturday  next,  the  South-Eastern  Bail- 
way  having  intimated  their  readiness  to 
place  a  special  train  at  the  disposal  of 
the  Members  who  desire  to  attend  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS:  I  think 
that  the  hon.  Member  is  mistaken  as  to 
the  character  of  the  funeral.  It  is  to  be 
entirely  a  private  funeral,  under  the 
charge  of  the  authorities  at  Camden 
House,  and  the  Government  have  no 
power  to  interfere.  All  I  can  say  is 
that  if  a  special  train  goes  to  take  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament,  no  doubt  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Police  will  take  care 
that  every  attention  is  paid  to  them,  and 
that  they  are  not  crowded  and  incon- 
venienced BO  far  as  he  is  concerned. 


ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 
BILL— FLOGGING.-  QUESTIONS. 

Sir  HENBY  HAVELOCK  wished 
to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  a 
Question  of  which  he  had  given  him 
private  Notice.  It  was,  Whether  it  had 
escaped  his  observation  that  under  the 
arrangements  contained  in  the  Paper 
circulated  the  day  before  flogging  could 
not  hencefoi*th  be  inflicted  for  the  crime 
of  drunkenness  on  duty  under  arms  in 
the  immediate  presence  of  the  enemy ; 
whether  it  was  intended  to  retain  cor- 
poral punishment  as  a  deterrent  for  the 
commission  of  this  crime  ;  and,  if  .not, 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman would  consider  the  advisability 
of  abolishing  flogging  altogether,  it 
being  desirable  to  relieve  the  Army  from 
the  stigma  of  being  the  only  Army  in 
Europe  ? [**  Order ! "] 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  pointed  out  that  the 
Question  was  of  a  controversial  charac- 
ter, involving  matter  of  argument,  and 
could  not,  therefore,  be  put. 

Sir  HENBY  HAVELOCK  said,  that 
as  there  were  only  a  few  words  more,  he 
might  be  permitted  to  finish  his  Ques- 
tion. [*'  Order !  "  "  No,  no !  "J  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  gave  rfotice 
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that  he  would  put  the  Question,  with 
such  modifications  as  the  Speaker,  in 
his  discretion,  might  point  out. 

GRAND   JURIES    (IRELAND)    BILL. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  D.  TAYLOE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  (considering 
the  lateness  of  the  Session  and  the  state 
of  Public  Business)  it  is  liip  intention  to 

Jroceed  any  further  with  the  Grand 
uries  (Ireland)  Bill  ? 
Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  I  confess,  Sir, 
that  the  present  condition  of  Public 
Business  doeb  not  make  me  very  hopeful 
as  to  the  passage  of  this  BilL  It  will, 
doubtless,  shortly  be  necessary  for  the 
Government  to  make  an  announcement 
as  to  what  Bills  we  shall  be  able  to  pro- 
ceed with  ;  and,  meanwhile,  I  will  con- 
fer with  my  right  hon.  Friend  the  Leader 
of  the  House  as  to  the  position  of  this 
Bill. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS    OF  THE 
HOUSE.-QUESTIONS. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  asked,  If  the 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies 
Bill  would  be  taken  to-night  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: No. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he 
would  have  the  goodness  to  state  what 
Business  would  be  taken  next  week  ? 

Mr.  DILLWYN  :  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  a  Question  of  which  I 
have  given  him  private  Notice.  A  para- 
graph has  appeared  in  two  of  the  morn- 
ing papers  to  the  effect  that  arrange- 
ments have  been  made  to  carry  on  a 
continuous  Sitting  of  the  House  until 
the  Army  Discipline  and  Regulation 
Bill  has  been  pas.sed  through  Committee 
— a  continuous  Sitting;  and  I  wish  to 
ask  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
whether  he  has  made,  or  is  cognizant 
of,  any  such  arrangement  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  have  not  seen  the  paragraph 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  refers,  and 
I  am  not  cognizant  of  any  such  arrange- 
ment. What  we  hope  is  this — In  one 
sense,  we  must  have  a  continuous  series 
of  Sittings  on  the  Army  Discipline  and 
Regulation  Bill,  because  it  is  now  so 
near  the  time  at  which  the  temporary 
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Act  expires  that  we  must  postpone  all 
other  Business  in  order  to  proceed  with 
the  Bill.  That  makes  it  difficult  to 
answer  the  Question  with  great  positiTO- 
ness,  because  if  we  are  not  finished  by 
Monday  we  shall  be  obliged  to  go  on 
with  it.  I  hope  the  House,  in  considera* 
tion  of  the  state  of  Business  and  the 
period  of  the  Session,  will  assist  us  to 
make  serious  progi^ess  with  this  Bill  this 
evening,  and,  in  that  case,  I  hope  we 
may  be  able  to  complete  the  Committee 
to-morrow  at  the  Morning  Sitting.  We 
do  not  propose  to  ask  for  a  Sitting  on 
Saturday.  If,  on  Monday,  we  shall 
have  completed  the  Committee  on  the 
Bill,  we  shall  propose  to  take  the  Esti- 
mates—  the  Civil  Service  Estimates — 
and  probably  some  of  the  Irish  Esti- 
mates on  that  day.  Last  year,  on  the 
15th  of  July,  we  made  the  request,  cus- 
tomary at  the  end  of  the  Session,  that 
Government  Business  should  take  pre- 
cedence on  Tuesdays  and  Wednesdays; 
and  I  propose  on  Monday,  at  the  meet- 
ing of  the  House,  to  make  a  similar  pro« 
posal.  It  will  be  the  same  day  of  the 
year  as  the  proposal  was  made  last 
year;  and,  certainly,  the  Business  this 
year  is  not  at  all  further  advanced  than 
it  was  last  year.  I  trust  the  House  will 
be  willing  to  entertain  that  proposal.  I 
do  not  ask  the  House  to  express  any 
opinion  on  it  at  the  present  time.  I 
only  give  Notice  that  I  will  make  the 
Motion  on  Monday. 

Mr.  BENTINCK  asked.  What  other 
Estimates  than  these  already  mentioned 
would  be  taken  next  week  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  afraid  I  am  hai*dly  in  a 
position  to  say  what  other  Estimates 
will  be  taken.  If,  however,  my  hon. 
Friend  refers  to  the  Navy  Estimates,  I 
may  tell  him  that  we  do  not  propose  to 
take  them  next  week. 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  said,  progress  had 
been  made  with  the  Civil  Service  and 
the  Army  Estimates  ;  but  only  one  night 
had  been  devoted  to  the  Navy  Estimates, 
which  he  never  remembered  to  have  been 
dealt  with  as  they  had  been  this  year. 
Why  was  it  impossible  to  proceed  with 
them? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH  exceedingly  re- 
gretted that  it  had  fallen  to  his  lot  to  be 
later  than  usual  with  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates ;  but  it  was  not  his  fault  that 
they  had  not  been  proceeded  with.  The 
ground  for  proceeding  with  the  Ciyil 
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Serrice  Estimates  next  week  was  that 
there  was  an  actaal  want  of  money  on 
account  of  the  Votes  to  he  proposed. 
Therefore,  there  was  no  alternative  hut 
to  go  on  with  them.  As  soon  as  he 
could  get  the  opportunity,  he  should 
only  be  too  glad  to  hring  on  the  Navy 
Estimates. 

Sib  EGBERT  PEEL :  I  wish  to  ask 
the  GoTemment,  Whether  it  is  to  he  dis- 
tinctly understood  that  the  report  which 
has  appeared  in  all  the  newspapers  as  to 
a  continuous  tSitting  to-night  is  not  cor- 
rect ?  Of  course,  that  statement  has  not 
been  made  ofiieially,  and  I  presume  that 
the  House  will  not  sit  beyond  12  or  1 
o'clock  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  stated  that  I  was  not  cog- 
nizant of  any  such  arrangement  as  that 
referred  to.  As  to  the  particular  hour 
to  which  we  should  sit  to-night,  that  is 
a  matter  for  the  convenience  and  the 
discretion  of  the  House  itself.  I  hope 
we  shall  be  able  to  make  good  progress 
irith  the  Bill. 

Mb.  HIBBERT  asked,  Whether  the 
Valuation  Bill  would  be  taken  at  the 
Homing  Sitting  next  Tuesday  ? 

The  OHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  would  rather  not  say. 

Mb.  CALLAN  would  address  the 
Question  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir 
Bobert  Peel)  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Devonport  (Mr.  Puleston),  since  he  was 
understood  to  have  identified  himself 
with  such  arrangements,  and  would  ask, 
Whether  it  had  been  arranged  that  the 
House  was  to  be  kept  by  relays  of  Mem- 
bers throughout  the  night  ? 

[No  answer  was  given  to  the  Question.] 

ABMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 
BILL-CORPORAL     PUNISHMENT— 
THE  SCHEDULE.— QUESTIONS. 
Mb.  SULLIVAN  asked,  with  reference 
to  the  Schedule  which  had  been  issued 
as  to  persona  liable  to  be  flogged  for 
certain  special  offences,  Whether  it  was 
intended  that  every  person  committing 
any  of  those  offences,    and    therefore 
liable  to  death,  should  be  flogged,  whe- 
ther he  were  an  officer  or  not  ? 

CoLosEL  STANLEY  explained  that 
the  Paper  referred  to  was  a  mere  Me- 
morandum which  he  had  promised  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Taunton 
(Sir  Henry  James)  he  would  lay  upon 
the  Table  to  show  the  offences  referred 


to  in  the  Schedule  which  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  propose. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  asked,  Was  it  to  be 
understood  that  the  offences  specified 
would  be  so  punished  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  they  would 
be  governed  by  the  clause. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  gave  Notice  that  on 
the  clause  referred  to  by  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  he  would  move 
such  Amendments  as  would  secure  that 
where  an  offence  liable  to  be  punished 
by  death  was  committed  there  should 
be  no  distinction  made  as  regarded  the 
infliction  of  flogging  between  an  officer 
and  a  private  soldier. 

ORDER  8    OF    TEE   DA  T. 
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ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 

BILL— [Bill  88.] 
{J£r,  Secretary  Stanley,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross,  Mr. 

William  Henry  Smith,  The  Judge  Advocate 

General.) 

COMMITTEE.    [Frogrsss  Bth  July,'] 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Part  V. 

Applioation  of  Militakt  Law,  Saviko 
Provisions,  and  Definitions. 

Fersons  euhjeet  to  Military  Law, 

Clause  166  (Persons  subject  to  mili- 
tar}'  law  as  officers). 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  several 
Amendments  appeared  upon  this  clause, 
the  general  etiect  of  which  was  to  pre- 
clude half-pay  officers  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  Act.  It  would  be  in  the  re-  ^ 
collection  of  the  Committee  that  when 
he  brought  in  the  Bill  he  stated  that  he 
believed  the  law  in  reference  to  half- 
pay  officers  had  never  been  brought  into 
operation.  He  found  there  was  con- 
siderable objection  to  bringing  officers 
upon  half-pay  under  this  Act ;  and  he, 
therefore,  proposed  to  leave  out  the 
words  from  **  full  pay,"  in  line  37, 
page  91,  to  the  end  of  line  2,  page  92, 
and  to  insert — 

"And  if  not  otlwrwise  Bubject  to  military 
law,  oflScers  on  the  staff  of  the  army,  and 
oflScers  employed  in  military  service  under  the 
orders  of  an  officer  of  the  regular  forces." 

He  thought  that  would  cover  the  case  of 
all  officers  who  ought  to  be  made  amen- 
able to  diacipline. 
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Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he  had 
the  first  Amendment  upon  the  Paper; 
but  the  statement  j  ust  made  by  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  uentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  was  entirely  satis- 
factory to  him,  because  it  conceded  the 
principle  he  had  intended  to  call  atten- 
tion to — namely,  that,  in  future,  no 
oflBcer  upon  half-pay  should  bo  subject 
to  military  law.  As  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  conceded  the 
point,  he  would  not  take  up  the  time  of 
the  Committee  by  arguing  it  further, 
more  especially  as  he  spoke  upon  it  at 
considerable  length  on  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  did  not  rise 
to  speak  to  the  Amendment,  but  merely 
to  ask  a  question  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  He  was  anxious  to  know 
whether  he  would  undertake,  after  the 
Sitting  that  night,  to  have  the  Bill  re- 
printed as  far  as  it  had  been  got  through 
the  Committee.  Amendments  had  been 
proposed  and  accepted  upon  every 
clause ;  and  it  was  a  difficult  matter  to 
ascertain  how  the  Bill  now  stood.  It 
would  be  a  great  convenience  to  the 
Committee  if,  unless  the  sanguine  hope 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
they  would  get  through  the  Bill  that 
night  were  realized,  the  Bill  could  be  re- 
printed, showing  the  Amendments  which 
had  hitherto  been  adopted. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  place  a  copy  of  the  Bill, 
as  amended  up  to  the  present,  in  the 
Vote  Office;  but  he  did  not  think  he 
could  undertake  to  have  the  Bill  re- 
printed. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked, 
*  if  there  would  only  be  one  copy,  or 
would  the  Bill  be  printed  and  distributed 
to  Members  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY  could  not  guaran- 
tee to  have  it  distributed  to  Members ; 
but  ho  would  place  one  or  two  amended 
copies  in  the  Vote  Office  for  reference 
by  Members. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  asked  for  a 
little  explanation  respecting  a  subse- 
quent section  of  the  clause  they  were 
now  discussing.  On  page  92,  the  4th 
sub-section  was  as  follows: — 

**  Provided  that  nothing  in  this  Act  shall 
affect  the  application  to  such  persons  of  any 
Act  passed  by  the  Legislature  of  a  Colony.'* 


From  that  Proviso  it  would  appear  that 
the  Legislature  of  a  Colony  might  pass 
an  Act  including  in  its  provisions  cor- 
poral punishment,  and  that  in  that  case 
the  provisions  of  the  Imperial  Act  would 
not  apply.  He  did  not  quite  understand 
why  the  Legislature  of  a  Colony  should 
be  allowed  to  override  the  provisions  of 
an  Imperial  Act  in  relation  to  persons 
serving  Her  Majesty  under  military 
orders. 

The  chairman  asked  if  the  hon. 
Qentleman  proposed  to  leave  out  the 
sub-section  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN :  Yes. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  it  had  been 
understood  that  the  Legislature  of  a 
Colony  almost  always  followed;  in  effect, 
the  Imperial  law.  A  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  had  stated  that,  in  his 
great  experience,  he  had  found  that 
Colonial  legislation,  in  all  matters,  was 
very  similar  to  that  of  the  Mother 
Country. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  said,  the  right  bon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  not  quite 
understood  the  point  raised.  If  he 
would  turn  his  attention  to  the  clause, 
he  would  find  it  there  stated  that — 

'*A11  such  persons  not  otherwise  subject  to 
military'  law,  as  may  bo  serving  in  the  position 
of  officers  of  any  troops  or  portion  oi  troops 
raised  by  order  of  Her  Majesty  beyond  the 
limits  of  the  United  Kindom  and  of  India,  and 
serving  under  the  command  of  an  officer  of  the 
regular  forces ;  '* 

and  then  it  went  on  to  say — 

"Provided  that  nothing  in  this  Act  shall 
affect  the  application  to  such  persons  of  any 
Act  passed  by  the  legislature  of  a  colony.'* 

That  was  to  say,  that  an  officer  so 
serving  would  be  under  the  Imperial 
Act ;  but  the  Imperial  Act  reserved  to 
the  Colony,  which  raised  and  paid 
Forces,  the  right  of  legislating  with  re- 
gard to  the  discipline  of  those  Forces. 
He  hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  be 
satisfied  with  the  explanation  given, 
and  would  withdraw  his  opposition. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  was  not  quite  clear 
as  to  the  bearing  of  the  clause,  as  it 
now  stood,  after  the  explanation  just 
offered.  He  thought  it  would  be  de- 
sirable that  in  the  case  of  Colonial 
troops  or  Colonial  officers,  serving  in  an 
Imperial  Army,  and  under  Imperial 
command,  and  for  Imperial  purposes, 
should  be  subjected  to  the  same  common 
and  general  discipline  that  was  main- 
tained for  the  Imperial  Forces.     He  took 
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it  tiiat  when  a  war  arose  in  one  of  our 
Colonies,  and  was  of  such  a  character  as 
to  require  the  interposition  of  the  Im- 
perial Forces,  then,  in  consideration  of 
the  Imperial  assistance  extended  to  that 
Golonj,  the  least  we  could  require  from 
the  Colonj  was  that  all  the  Colonial 
Forces  serring  under  our  command 
ehonld  he  absolutely  subject  to  the 
general  provisions  of  our  Imperial  Dis- 
cipline Acts.  This  was  a  matter  of  the 
first  importance ;  for  if  we  were  conduct- 
ing an  Imperial  war  for  the  defence  of 
one  of  our  Colonies,  it  was  quite  in- 
tolerahle  that  that  Colony,  or  any  portion 
of  it,  should  have  power  to  conduct  the 
war  according  to  conditions  prohibited 
to  the  Imperial  Forces.  He  would  yen- 
tare  to  give  an  instance.  In  ITte 
Standard  newspaper  of  yesterday  it  was 
reported  by  a  correspondent,  in  relation 
to  the  recent  surprise  of  the  Colonial 
Forces  by  the  Basutos,  that  after  the 
defeat  the  Colonial  Forces  in  the  morn- 
ing rallied,  and  went  out  to  discover  the 
Basutos ;  but  none  of  the  enemy  could 
be  found,  except  two  wounded  men,  who, 
the  correspondent  wrote,  **  were  forth- 
with shot."  The  correspondent  pro- 
ceeded to  say — 

"It  is  to  be  hoped  that  these  wonnded  Basutos 
vere  only  shot  for  resistance  to  capture ;  but,  I 
mnst  admit,  the  Colonial  opinion  would  fuUy 
justify  the  knocking  on  the  head  and  shooting 
of  wounded  natives  without  more  ado." 

Well,  now,  the  discipline  of  the  British 
Army  did  not,  and  could  not,  tolerate 
the  assassination  of  wounded  enemies ; 
therefore,  were  they  to  allow  an  ex- 
ception to  be  introduced  between  the 
Imperial  and  Colonial  Forces,  by  which 
the  latter,  whom  they  were  protecting 
and  assisting  against  an  enemy,  who 
voold  otherwise  overpower  them,  should 
practice  acts  of  atrocity  of  that  descrip- 
tion, which  would  not  be  tolerated,  and 
coald  not  be  tolerated,  within  the  scope 
of  the  Imperial  authority  ?  He  thought 
that  they  ought  to  insist,  that  where  the 
Colonies  asked  for  our  assistance,  in 
cases  where  the  Colonial  Forces  required 
to  he  aided  by  the  Imperial  Forces,  so 
long  as  we  were  aiding  them — so  long 
as  we  were  holding  the  aegis  of  Im- 
perial power  over  them — we  ought  to 
insist  that  they  should  do  nothing  which 
Bhonld  disgrace  the  Imperial  name. 
He  thought  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemen 
opposite  would  recognize  that  if  Colonies 

YOLCCXLYin.   [thiep  sEBiss.] 


could  raise  troops  and  volunteers  of  all 
descriptions,  and  could  refuse  to  submit 
to  the  authority  of  the  Imperial  Dis- 
cipline Acts,  that,  then,  the  door  was 
opened  to  the  very  gravest  abuse.  He 
could  give  two  other  instances  directly 
bearing  on  the  point.  He  would  not  be 
in  Order  in  referring  explicitly  to  a 
Question  addressed  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  and  to  the  answer  given ; 
but  he  could  put  the  case  hypothetically. 
A  Member  of  the  House,  on  inquiring 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  as 
to  the  use  of  dynamite,  and  some  other 
forbidden  engines  of  war,  in  a  Colonial 
war,  received  for  an  answer — 

«  That  such  Colonial  officers  using  these  for- 
bidden engines  of  war  are  in  no  way  under  the 
control  of  the  Imperial  Government." 

Why,  there  at  once  a  serious  difficulty 
was  presented.  In  the  one  common  Im- 
perial enterprize  we  could  have  one 
portion  of  the  Forces  bound  by  Imperial 
Discipline  Acts,  and  another  portion  of 
the  Forces  feeling  themselves  at  liberty 
to  have  recourse  to  methods  of  warfare 
discarded  by  this  countnr.  They  ought 
to  render  it  impossible  iot  any  Force — 
Colonial  or  otherwise,  when  engaged  in 
the  same  field  of  war — to  aaopt  any 
mode  of  warfare  than  that  recognised 
by  the  Imperial  Parliament.  Again,  an 
instance  had  just  been  reported  in  re- 
ference to  another  body  of  Colonial 
Forces.  The  Cavalry,  known  as  Lons- 
dale's Horse,  had  been  the  subject  of 
comments  in  this  country  for  their  con- 
duct ;  and  yet  the  Government,  through 
the  responsible  Minister,  had  been  un- 
able to  assure  the  House  that  they  could 
in  any  way  control  the  action  of  those  * 
Forces.  The  intelligence  had  just  reached 
home  that  Lonsdale's  Horse,  in  conse- 
quence of  their  incurably  bad  conduct, 
and  in  consequence  of  their  not  being 
bound  by  any  Discipline  Act,  had  had 
to  be  entirely  disbanded,  as  a  set  of 
worthless  fellows,  capable  of  the  most 
reprehensible  practices.  They  had  been 
accused  of  thieving,  highway  robbery, 
continual  drunkenness,  disobedience  to 
orders;  and  yet  these  men  had  been 
raised  under  a  Colonial  Act,  which  did 
not  press  upon  them  any  obligation  to  obey 
discipline;  and  because  of  the  inability 
on  the  part  of  their  commanders  to  in- 
sure discipline  in  their  ranks,  they  had 
had  to  be  disbanded.    Now,  he  took  it, 
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that  in  order  to  preyent  cruelties  which 
would  disgrace  the  Imperial  name,  in 
order  to  prevent  want  of  discipline  and 
bad  conduct  amongst  Colonial  Auxili- 
aries acting  with  Imperial  Forces,  they 
ought  to  insist  that  these  Colonial  Forces 
must  be  absolutely  subject  to  our  Dis- 
cipline Acts,  the  existence  of  Colonial 
Acts  notwithstanding.  He  did  not  think 
he  had  said  one  word  more  than  was 
required,  for  this  was  a  point  of  the  very 
first  importance.  He  thought  that 
where  a  Colony  required  Imperial  as- 
sistance in  any  grave  matter — and  for  less 
than  a  grave  matter  Imperial  assistance 
ought  not  to  be  rendered — the  Colony 
ought  to  submit  to  the  common  discipline 
imposed  on  the  Imperial  Forces. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  thought  they  ought 
to  be  very  careful  about  interfering  with 
the  Home  Eule  principle  on  the  part  of 
the  Colonies.  Yet,  on  the  other  hand, 
let  them  contemplate  whether  Colonial 
troops  engaged  under  the  Imperial 
standard  could  not  bring  disgrace  upon 
it.  He  would  ask  the  Qovernment  to 
recollect  the  recent  troubles  in  Jamaica, 
where  Governor  Hennessy  came  into 
contact  with  the  Legislature.  And  it 
was  true,  although  he  was  sorry  to  have 
to  say  it,  that  even  in  South  Africa  the 
locally -raised  troops  were  proved  to  be 
more  severe  and  less  humane  than  the 
Imperial  troops  themselves. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  the  point  raised 
was  one  of  considerable  importance,  al- 
though he  could  not  exactly  say  whether 
it  could  be  dealt  with  by  the  omission  of 
the  words  at  present  under  consideration. 
Undoubtedly,  it  might  be  necespary  to 
secure  respect  for  the  Legislature  of  a 
Colony,  so  that  their  resolutions  might 
not  be  entirely  interfered  with  by  an  Act 
of  this  House;  but,  at  the  same  time, 
they  could  not  shut  their  eyes  to  the 
fact  that  in  carrying  out  the  Imperial 
policy  of  the  present  Government  wars 
were  undertaken  in  difl'erent  parts  of 
the  world ;  that  in  those  wars  the  Co- 
lonial Forces  took  a  very  considerable 
part ;  and  that  if  they  excepted  those 
Colonial  Forces  from  military  law  they 
could  not  have  the  same  discipline  kept 
up ;  and  they  would  not  have  the  same 
respect  for  the  laws  and  usages  of  war 
on  the  part  of  those  Forces  as  they  would 
have  from  thtir  own  or  ^Regular  troopp. 
At  the  present  moment  there  was  a  very 

food  example  in  Zululand.     A  war  was 
eing  carried  on  there — not  a  Colonial, 
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but  an  Imperial  war — a  war  which  had 
been  entered  into  as  part  of  the  Imperial 
policy  of  the  present  Government.  Of 
course,  he  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the 
Colonists  were  not  entirely  in  favour  of 
it.  They  were  favourable  to  it,  because 
it  put  money  into  their  pockets.  It  was 
not,  strictly  speaking,  a  Colonial  war, 
but  an  Imperial  war,  which  would  not 
have  been  undertaken  by  the  Colonists 
by  themselves.  In  the  first  place,  they 
would  have  been  unable  to  undertake  it ; 
and,  in  the  second  place,  they  would 
never  have  afforded  it.  Under  those 
circumstances,  they  proposed,  by  the  Bill 
as  it  now  stood,  to  leave  the  Colonial 
troops,  who  were  fighting  side  by  side 
with  the  British  troops,  exempt  from  the 
operation  of  the  military  law,  and  sub- 
ject only  to  the  law  of  the  Colony.  That 
was  a  very  great  mistake.  He  would 
draw  a  distinction  between  a  war  which 
was  being  carried  on  by  Colonial  and 
Imperial  Forces  combined,  and  a  war 
conducted  by  Colonial  Forces  alone.  If 
the  war  at  the  Cape  was  being  carried 
on  entirely  by  Colonial  troops,  we  would 
have  no  reason  to  seek  any  right  to  in- 
terfere in  the  conduct  of  the  war.  The 
Colonists  would  be  responsible  for  it; 
they  would  be  responsible  for  any  act 
committed ;  and  they  would  be  liable  for 
the  result  of  the  war.  He  would,  there- 
fore, not  include  the  Forces  engaged  in 
such  a  war  under  the  operation  of  the 
present  Army  Discipline  Act ;  but  when 
they  had  a  war  that  was  being  carried 
on  by  the  Imperial  Government,  and 
Colonial  Forces  were  assisting  the  Im- 
perial troops,  then  those  Forces,  whe- 
ther they  were  fighting  side  by  side  with 
the  Imperial  soldiers,  or  whether  they 
were  carrying  on  the  war  separately  in 
another  district  of  the  country — so  long 
as  the  war  was  an  Imperial  one,  the 
Colonial  troops  should  be  subjected  to 
the  provisions  of  the  Army  Discipline 
and  Regulation  Act.  Were  they  going 
to  insure  that  ?  If  they  left  out  the 
words  proposed,  he  agreed  with  the  re- 
mark of  a  previous  speaker,  that  they 
would  establish  a  very  serious  inter- 
ference with  the  Colonial  Legislature; 
that  the  interference  so  made  would  be 
of  too  wide  and  too  general  a  character; 
and  that,  perhaps,  it  might  be  possible 
to  provide  for  the  matter  in  some  dif- 
ferent way.  What  he  would  suggest 
would  be  this — that  after  the  word 
**  Colony  "  there  should  be  inserted — 
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"Always  prorided,  that  whenever  Colonial 
FaroeB  are  acting  in  conj unction  with  the  Im- 
perial Forces  the  former  shall  he  suhject  to  the 
cooditions  of  this  Act." 

He  ihoaght  that  by  the  adoption  of  an 
Amendment  such  as  that  they  would 
meet  the  difficulty  of  the  case  which  had 
lately  arisen  in  Zululand.     The  other 
day  hishon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dun- 
garran  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  asked  the  Secre- 
taiyof  State  for  the  Colonies  whether  his 
attention  had  been  drawn  to  the  opera- 
tions of  the  Colonial  Forces  in  Basuto- 
land  against  the  Basutos,  in  which  those 
Porcee  had  used  dynamite  for  the  purpose 
of  blowing  up  the  caves  in  which  were 
iromen    and    children,    and    had    also 
lighted    fires   at  the  mouths  of  other 
cayes,  proceedings  which,  at  the  time, 
caused  great  consternation  in  this  country, 
riralling,  as  they  did,  the  exploits  of 
Marshal  Beaugeaud  in  Algiers  some  years 
igo.  Undoubtedly,  our  troops  could  not 
escape  from  the  odium  caused  by  ex- 
eenes.      Though  the  Imperial  Forces 
ndght  not  be  responsible,  yet  the  state 
of  tibe  law  was  responsible  ;  and  so  long 
15  these  troops  were  allowed  to  act  in 
concert  with  Colonial  Forces,  and  the 
latter  were  governed  by  a  difiterent  mili- 
tary law,  there  must  be  a  lax  state  of  dis- 
cipline. The  contagion  of  example  must 
spread;  and  if  the  Colonial  Forces  com- 
mitted atrocities  towards  the  Natives — if 
they  applied  fire  to  the  mouths  of  caves, 
or  used  dynamite  to  the  caves  where  Na- 
tiyes  had  taken  refuge,  or  made  use  of 
eiplosive  bullets — of  which  there  was 
SYidence  in  Zululand — then  the  Imperial 
Forces  would  come  to    do    the    same 
things;   and  thus  the  discipline  of  the 
Imperial  Army  would  become  destroyed, 
ana  a  bad  name  become  attached  to  the 
Army  and  the  country.     Therefore,  it 
was  an  important  question  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  ;  and  to  meet 
it,  he  would  propose  to  leave  out  the 
words  at  the  end  of  the  section,  in  order 
to  add  a  Proviso — 

"That  wherever  the  Colonial  Forces  arc 
icking  in  conjunction  with  Imperial  Forces,  all 
All!  be  robject  to  the  military  law  of  this 
cooDtiy. 

In  this  way  would  be  met  that  difficulty 
which  had  been  referred  to  as  arising 
in  Zululand.  The  Secretary  of  State 
fe  the  Colonies,  a  few  days  ago,  said 
fte  Government  had  no  control  over  the 
Ofcnial  Forcee,    and  was  not  respon- 


sible ;  but  he  said  he  would  make  repre- 
sentations to  the  Colonial  Government, 
to  request  that  the  operations  might  be 
carried  on  in  accordance  with  the  rules 
of  war.  But  this  was  not  sufficient.  Let 
there  be  a  clause  that  would  show  every 
Colony  that  if  they  expected  aid  from 
the  Imperial  Forces  of  the  Crown,  then 
the  whole  Force  in  the  field  must  be 
subject  to  the  rules  and  regulations  of 
the  Bill. 

Me.  E.  JENKINS  pointed  out  that 
the  present  section  referred  to  officers 
only ;  and  asked  the  Committee  to  con- 
sider what  would  be  the  position  of  an 
officer  selected  to  serve  in  a  Colony,  and 
in  command  of  Forces  raised  under  a 
Colonial  Act  ?  Necessarily,  that  officer 
would  bo  governed  by  the  regulationt^ 
and  discipline  of  the  Colony  in  which  he 
served.  Ultimately,  of  course,  his  alle- 
giance would  be  to  Her  Majesty ;  but 
his  direct  allegiance,  in  the  meantime, 
would  be  to  the  Colony  in  which  he  was 
serving.  By  this  section  it  was  pro- 
vided that  he  would  remain  under  those 
regulations  and  that  discipline,  even 
though  he  might  temporarily  come  under 
the  command  of  an  officer  of  the  Begular 
Forces.  Surely  this  was  absolutely  ne- 
cessary, and  what  was  desired  by  the 
Amendment  was  really  secured.  The 
moment  an  officer  commanded  in  the 
Regular  Forces,  he  came  within  the 
purview  of  the  Bill;  and  while  in 
a  Colonial  Force,  he  remained  under 
the  Colonial  Act.  The  words  in  the  sec- 
tion implied  he  would  come  within  the 
purview  of  the  Act  ;  they  provided 
that  the  persons  mentioned  were  subject 
to  military  law  as  officers,  and  then  the 
section  went  on  to  declare — 

"All  such  persons  not  otherwise  subject  to 
military  law  as  may  be  serving  in  the  position 
of  officers  of  any  troops  or  portions  of  troops 
raised  by  order  of  Her  Majesty  beyond  tbo 
limits  of  the  United  Kingdom." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Parnell)  said  troops  raised  in  Canada  or 
the  Cape  were  not  troops  raised  by  order 
of  Her  Majesty ;  but  these  would  come 
under  the  Colonial  Act,  and  to  these 
the  present  Act  was  not  intended  to 
apply.  The  clause  appcEired  to  him  a 
reasonable  one,  and  he  hoped  the 
Amendment  would  not  be  pressed. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  no  doubt 
the  last  explanation  was  an  admirable 
one  ;  but  it  was  not  consistent  with  that 
given  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Wax, 
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The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
in  answering  the  Question — for  it  was 
only  a  Question  originally — said  there 
were  always  discrepancies  between  the 
treatment  of  troops  serving  partly  as 
Colonial  and  partly  as  Imperial  Forces, 
and  he  said  usually  the  Colonial  Legis- 
latures deferred  to  the  Imperial  law. 
But  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  supposed 
that,  in  some  cases,  this  deference  was 
not  shown ;  and  if  not  shown  in  all 
cases,  then  it  might  fail  to  be  shown  in 
any  case.  Then  they  would  have  the 
Colonial  law  either  more  or  less  strin- 
gent than  the  Imperial  law ;  they 
would  have  British  troops  serving  under 
the  same  General  Officer  with  Colonial 
troops  ;  and  they  would  have  the  British 
troops  flogged  under  this  Bill,  while  the 
Colonial  troops,  for  the  same  offences, 
escaped  scot-free.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  had  suggested  his  object  might 
be  obtained  by  retaining  the  Proviso  in 
the  Bill,  and  adding  another  thereto; 
but  the  effect  of  that  would  be  to  make 
the  Colonial  law,  in  every  case  where 
the  Colonial  Forces  acted  with  Imperial 
troops,  as  stringent  as  the  Imperial  law. 
He  was  not  certain  that  would  be  an 
advantage ;  and  he  did  not  think  that 
any  English-speaking  Colony  would 
adopt  the  barbarous  punishment  of 
flogging,  and  ho  was  not  anxious  to 
increase  the  severity  of  Colonial  military 
law.  But  he  would  not  trouble  the 
Committee  to  divide,  because  he  was 
willing  to  leave  the  point  to  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  whether  it 
was  desirable  to  assimilate  the  Colonial 
military  law;  and  not  having  given 
Notice  of  the  Amendment,  he  had  no 
wish  to  take  the  Committee  by  surprise. 
He,  therefore,  asked  leave  to  withdraw 
the  Amendment. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL,  in  re- 
ference to  the  hon.  Member's  (Mr. 
Chamberlain's)  remarks  upon  the  differ- 
ent treatment  of  Colonial  and  British 
soldiers,  said,  if  the  Amendment  was 
carried,  the  result  would  probably  be 
that  under  both  Codes  a  soldier  would 
be  fined  first  and  flogged  afterwards.  In 
the  allusion  made  to  the  war  against  the 
Basutos,  it  should  be  remembered  that 
those  operations  were  carried  on  under 
Colonial  authority  and  by  Colonial,  not 
Imperial,  Forces.  In  Natal,  how'ever,  it 
was  not  so ;  for  there  the  troops  were 
under  an  Imperial  commander,  subject 
to  military  law.     He  would  Uke  the 
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Attorney  General  to  clear  up  a  doubt 
as  to  whether  a  Colonial  Force,  raised 
under  such  circumstances  as  the  Force 
known  as  ''Lonsdale's  Horse,"  came 
under  the  Colonial  administration,  or 
came  within  the  meaning  of  the  para- 
graph referring  to  troops  "raised  by 
order  of  Her  Majesty  ?" 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  thought  that  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  would  defeat  his  own 
object.  If  the  Act  should  be  extended, 
without  limitation,  to  the  Colonies,  then 
Colonial  troops  would  come  within  the 
flogging  clauses  of  the  Bill ;  but  if,  on 
the  other  hand,  there  was  this  contract 
that  Imperial  troops  were  subject  to 
flogging — a  punishment  to  which  Colo-' 
nial  troops  refused  to  submit — this 
would  work  in  the  diraction  of  the 
policy  supported  from  these  Benches — 
the  abolition  of  flogging  altogether. 
Government  would  find  that  they  would, 
in  every  case,  havo  to  make  it  part  of 
the  bargain  with  the  Colony  that 
flogging  should  be  abolished.  Besides, 
the  Bill  had  not  yet  passed;  and  it  was 
by  no  means  certain  that  the  flogging 
clauses  would  remain  in  the  Bill  until 
the  end.  The  Government  might  ap- 
peal to  the  country  on  this  issue — 
flogging  in  the  Army  or  not  ?  So  there 
was  not  the  slightest  reason  for  the  hon. 
Member  to  be  anxious  about  the 
flogging  not  yet  having  existence  in 
this  uncompleted  Bill.  In  all  pro- 
bability, before  the  Bill  became  law 
those  clauses  would  disappear. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  said,  it  had  recently 
been  the  recognized  policy  to  encourage 
our  Colonies  to  provide  for  their  own 
military  defence,  and,  under  their  local 
Acts,  provisions  for  pay,  clothing,  pro- 
motion, &c.  had  been  made.  When  the 
Army  was  in  the  field,  brigaded  with 
Her  Majesty's  Army,  it  became  necessary 
that  the  whole  Force  should  be  under  one 
discipline,  and  this  the  Bill  would  pro- 
vide. But  if  some  such  words  as  those 
in  the  Bill  were  not  introduced,  then  the 
Colonial  Acts  would  be  inoperative,  and 
the  Imperial  Government  would  have 
to  provide  for  the  charge  and  internal 
economy  of  the  Colonial  Forces.  It  was 
necessary,  therefore,  to  put  all  the  Forces 
under  one  Act  for  purposes  of  discipline, 
leaving  the  internal  arrangements  under 
the  Colonial  Acts. 

Sir  ALEXANDEE  GOEDON  said, 
this  difficulty  had  only  arisen  through 
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ebanging  the  words  of  tlie  original  Act 
into  the  words  now  proposed — "troops 
raised  by  order  of  Her  Maj  esty. "  Troops 
raised  in  the  Colony  could  not  be  said 
to  be  raised  by  order  of  the  Sovereign, 
and  the  clause  gave  rise  to  much  uncer- 
tainty. 

Mb.  (TCONNOE  POWER  was  rather 
inclined  to  oppose  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendment,  for  the  matter  had  been 
Teiy  fairly  ventilated ;  and  if  the  discus- 
sion was  closed  now,  to  be  revived  on 
Beport,  all  the  ground  would  have  to  be 
travelled  over  again.  He  could  not  quite 
understand  the   argument  of  his  hon. 
Friend,  unless  he  proceeded  on  the  as- 
sumption that  the  discipline  in  the  Im- 
perial Forces  was  more  humane  than 
that  in  the  Colonial  Forces,  an  assump- 
tion not  altogether  proved.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  0*Donnell) 
had  referred  to  instances  of  cruelty  prac- 
tised by  the  Colonial  Forces;  but  this 
was  cruelty  practised  towards  the  enemy, 
not  upon  their  own  men,  and  how  were 
they  to  make   provision  so  that  such 
cruelties  might  not  be  repeated  ?      This 
point  required  clearing  up.    The  Im- 
perial (Government  did,  of  course,  exer- 
cise influence  over  the  Colonial  action  in 
that  respect ;  and,  indeed,  it  was  not  an 
onasual  thing,  when  any  cruelty  was 
practised  under  the  Government  of  any 
State  in  Europe,  it  was  not  unf  requently 
the  case  that  the  Government  made  cer- 
tain representations  to  prevent  a  repeti- 
tion of  such  cruelties.     This  course  was 
followed  in  the  case  of  Turkey,   and 
in  the  case  of  Russia  as  against  Poland. 
Surely,  it  was  presumable  the  same  thing 
could  be  done  with  the  Colonies,  even 
though  the  Colonial  Army  were  not  di- 
rectly included  under  the  authority  of 
Her  Majesty  the  Queen.    He  could  see 
that  much  difficulty  would  be  removed 
by  the  Amendment  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  again  ex- 
pressed  a  hope  that  it  would  be  clearly 
defined  by  the  Law  Officers  how  far  the 
Act  was  to  apply  to  Colonial  Forces. 

CoLOKBL  STANLEY  said,  such  Forces 
eould  only  be  raised  under  the  authority 
of  an  Act,  and  an  Act  required  the  as- 
■ent  of  the  Crown.  He  was  sorry  if  he 
had  misunderstood  the  hon.  Member's 
(Mr.  Chamberlain's)  Amendment;  but  it 
had  been  so  well  answered  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins), 
ud  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 


(Mr.  Childers),  that  it  was  unnecessary 
to  add  more.  He  looked  upon  this  as  a 
protection  clause  for  the  Colonies,  and 
giving  to  the  (Colonies  such  jurisdiction 
as  was  necessary.  With  regard  to  his 
general  assertion,  that  Colonial  law 
usually  followed  Imperial  law,  of  course 
it  was  covered  by  the  understanding  that 
in  all  cases  the  assent  of  the  Oown  was 
required  to  local  Acts. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  said,  Her  Majesty 
was  Commander-in-Chief  in  every  Colo- 
nial Act  of  Parliament. 

Mr.  PAENELL  was  sorry  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  was 
not  present.  Upon  the  Colonial  law, 
of  course,  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  any 
practical  knowledge,  and  the  Committee 
were  left  to  the  s^idance  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins), 
who  had  taken  a  personal  interest  in 
the  Colonies,  and  gave  the  Committee 
the  benefit  of  his  information.  Now,  the 
question  had  been  raised  T^ith  regard  to 
India 

The   CHAIRMAN    hoped  the  hon 
Member  would  see  he  was  going  beyond 
the  scope  of  the  Amendment. 

Mr.  PARNELL  thought  that  the 
officials  of  the  Crown  in  charge  of  De- 
partments should  be  present  when  those 
parts  of  the  Bill  connected  with  their 
Departments  came  on  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Committee. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  he  had  not 
felt  it  his  duty  to  interpose  before ;  but 
the  hon.  Member  would  not  be  in  Order 
in  discussing  the  general  conduct  of  the 
officials  of  the  Crown. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  rose  to 
a  point  of  Order,  and  suggested  that  if 
his  hon.  Friend  thought  it  necessary 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies should  explain  the  point,  then  his 
hon.  Friend  might  move  to  report  Pro- 
gress until  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  be  present.  At  the  same  time,  he 
did  not  advise  such  a  course. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon. 
Member  was  at  liberty  to  move  to  re- 
port Progress,  if  he  thought  proper  to 
do  so. 

Mr.  PARNELL  moved  to  report 
Progress,  not  for  the  purpose  of  taking 
a  division,  but  in  order  to  express  his 
opinion  with  regard  to  the  Officers  of 
the  Crown,  who  were  responsible  for 
parts  of  this  Bill.  He  thought  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  and  the 
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Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
should  be  in  attendance  when  parts  of 
the  Bill  were  reached  which  affected 
their  Departments.  Otherwise,  the  Com- 
mittee was  placed  in  a  very  false  posi- 
tion ;  and  it  was  the  business  of  those 
Gentlemen,  who  were  in  receipt  of  large 
salaries,  to  inform  the  House  on  ques- 
tions affecting  their  Departments.  Some 
Members  of  the  Government  appeared 
to  take  an  interest  in  the  discharge  of 
their  duties.  The  Home  Secretary,  for 
example,  had  always  attended  when 
clauses  of  this  Bill  were  under  considera- 
tion which  related  to  his  Department. 
On  the  other  hand,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  and  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  treated  the 
Committee  and  the  Bill  with  that  lofty 
disdain  with  which  they  seemed  to  treat 
every  question  which  was  asked  of  them 
in  reference  to  their  Departments.  As 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  of  course, 
knew  nothine  about  those  points,  they 
were  driven  back  upon  the  opinion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E. 
Jenkins),  who,  although  he  was  ac- 
quainted with  these  subjects,  yet  could 
not  deal  with  the  matter  with  the  autho- 
rity of  a  Member  of  the  Government. 
They  wished  to  avoid  what  had  hap- 
pened recently  in  Zululand,  and  to  pro- 
vide that  when  Colonial  Forces  were 
serving  with  British  troops  in  the  field, 
they  should  be  subject  to  the  same  laws 
and  regulations  as  the  British  troops.  It 
was  a  very  important  question,  whether 
these  Colonial  Forces  were  exempt  or 
not.  Yet  they  were  entirely  dependent 
upon  amateur  assistance  for  an  explana- 
tion of  the  point. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.'' — 
(Ifr.  Parnell) 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  did  not  think  the 
presence  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  would  result  in  the  com- 
munication of  any  information  to  the 
Committee.  All  the  Officers  of  the  Go- 
vernment could  not  be  considered  to 
hold  important  positions;  for,  in  his 
opinion,  the  Judge  Advocate  General 
and  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
simply  filled  sinecure  posts,  intended  for 
the  more  ornamental  Ministers  of  the 
Administration.  They  were  receiving 
most  discordant  views  from  the  Trea- 
sury Bench.    They  were  now  told  that 

Mr.  Parnell 


the  Colonial  Forces  in  the  field  under 
Imperial  command  would  be  subject  to 
this  Army  Discipline  Bill ;  yet  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  told  them,  a  short 
time  ago,  that  he  was  not  responsible 
for  throwing  dynamite  into  caves  in 
which  were  women  and  children.  He 
should  like  to  know  which  of  these  two 
statements  was  the  correct  one  ? 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL,  on  sub- 
section 5,  suggested  that  it  might  be 
amended  so  as  to  read — 

"  OfiScen  of  the  yeomanry,  and  officers  of  the 
volunteers,  whenever  they  are  in  actual  com- 
mand of  men,  who  are  in  pursuance  of  this  Act 
subject  to  military  law.'* 

That  would  meet  tlie  case  of  trainings ; 
and  then  he  would  also  add  the  words — 
*^  or  when  their  corps  is  on  actual  mili- 
tary service." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  in  page 
92,  line  27,  before  '*  orders,"  insert 
*' general  or  special."  His  object  was 
to  cover  a  point  raised  the  other  day. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
clause  seemed  to  have  a  most  serious 
and  important  effect.  By  it  a  political 
officer,  or  a  Civil  Commissioner,  or  even 
an  envoy  travelling  with  Military  Forces, 
was  liable  to  be  tried  by  court  martial, 
and  that  seemed  to  be  very  extraor- 
dinary. Sir  Bartle  Frere,  according  to 
this  clause,  if  he  were  with  the  troops, 
might  be  tried  by  martial  law.  He 
would  like  to  know  whether  it  was  the 
intention,  if,  for  instance,  a  political 
officer  differed  from  an  officer  in  charge 
of  the  troops,  that  he  should  thereby 
subject  himself  to  be  tried  by  court 
martial  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY  observed,  that 
this  clause  placed  certain  persons  in  the 
position  of  officers. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
was  all  very  well ;  but  he  wanted  it  clear, 
whether  officers,  such  as  he  had  men- 
tioned, were  to  be  tried  by  com-t  martial? 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  moved,  in 
page  92,  lines  27  and  28,  after  '*  Go- 
vernor General  of  India,"  to  insert 
"  subject  to  military  law." 
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CoLoiTEL  STANLEY  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  accept  the  Amendment, 
for  it  seemed  to  him  absolutely  indis- 
pensable that  persons  accompanying  a 
Force  should  be  under  the  control  of  the 
officer  in  command.  Nothing  could  be 
more  dangerous  than  to  have  a  person 
aooompanying  the  Forces  not  under 
dimphne  and  with  no  recognized  status. 
He  himself,  and  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  were  subject  to  Naval  law 
when  on  board  ship ;  and  it  would  be 
enforced  against  them  if  they  violated 
it.  He  was  quite  willing  to  accept  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
court). 

Mfi.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
pointed  out  that  this  might  produce  very 
serious  results. 

Sib  GEOKGE  CAMPBELL  wished  to 
understand  whether  a  Governor  or  Am- 
bassador, travelling  in  one  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's ships,  was  liable  to  be  tried  by 
court  martial,  if,  for  instance,  he  failed 
to  put  out  a  light  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY  said  he  would  be. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  pointed  out  that 
there  were  a  number  of  provisions  in 
the  Naval  Discipline  Act  which  were 
Teiy  peculiar  to  which  he  had,  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session,  called  at- 
tention, and  which  the  Committee  ought 
not  to  ^auction.  Under  certain  circum- 
stances, even  a  Colonial  Bishop  on  board 
a  ship  commissioned  by  Her  Majesty 
ought,  it  was  said,  be  liable  to  be 
flogged;  and,  for  some  reasons,  it  was 
to  be  hoped  that  a  Bishop  might  be 
placed  in  such  a  position,  because  no- 
thing could  so  perfectly  demonstrate  the 
extravagance  of  such  law. 

Mb.  PAHNELL  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment. If  they  agreed  to  it,  they  would 
require  a  new  scale  of  punishments.  The 
present  scale  only  referred  to  officers  and 
soldiers,  not  to  other  persons  who  were 
now  proposed  subject  to  martial  law. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  the  early 
parts  of  this  clause  subjected  certain 
persons  to  military  law  as  officers,  fol- 
lowed by  a  qualification  that  where  such 
persons  were  Natives  of  India  they 
ihould  be  subject  to  the  Indian  military 
l&v.  This  was  one  of  several  clauses 
vbich  took  Native  Indians  in  the  em- 
^oyment  of  this  country  out  of  this 
^  and  relegated  them  to  what  was 


called  the  Indian  military  law.  He 
thought  that  ought  not  to  be,  and  that 
the  Natives  of  India  ought  to  enjoy  all 
the  benefits  of  any  amelioration  of  our 
Military  Code,  and  not  be  subject  to 
the  mercies  of  vague  Articles  of  War. 
Englishmen  were  far  too  prone  to  regard 
persons  with  black  skins  as  entirely  dif- 
ferent beings.  In  the  Cape  papers  he 
found  the  Zulus  constantly  described  as 
**  niggers ;  *'  and  he  had  often  seen  simi- 
lar language  used  with  respect  even  to 
the  Natives  of  India.  Unaer  these  cir- 
cumstances, the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  be  very  careful  to  give  Native 
soldiers  exactly  the  same  protection  that 
they  gave  their  own  countrymen.  He 
moved,  in  page  92,  line  30,  to  leave  out 
from  the  word  ''  seas,"  to  the  end  of  the 
clause. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  92,  line 
30,  to  leave  out  from  the  word  **  seas," 
to  the  end  of  the  clause. — {Mr,  Cham- 
herlain,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
clause." 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  remarked 
that,  so  far  as  his  recollection  went,  the 
Indian  Code  was  less,  not  more  severe, 
than  that  in  force  in  this  country. 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE  protested  against 
the  impression  that  the  Indian  Code 
was  more  severe  than  English  military 
law.  That  was  not  at  all  the  case ;  and, 
if  he  were  in  Order  in  discussing  the 
point,  he  should  be  able  point  out  that  it 
wasnotbyanymeans  so  severe.  He  should 
also  like  to  observe  that  this  exception 
was  favourable  to  the  Natives — as,  for 
instance,  a  Native  of  India  could  be  tried 
by  court  martial  composed  partly  of 
Native  Indians. 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN  remarked,  that 
he  did  not  intend  to  press  the  matter; 
but  he  might  point  out  that  the  Indian 
Army  was  subject  to  Articles  of  which 
they  in  that  House  knew  nothing ;  and 
he  should  be  glad  to  know  whether  there 
was  any  objection  to  lay  them  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  ? 

Sib  ALEXANDEE  GOEDON  said, 
the  Indian  Articles  of  War  were  printed 
and  in  the  Library.  The  hon.  Member 
was  incorrect  in  another  point,  fur  he 
said  that  it  was  the  custom  of  Indian 
officers,  and  other  public  servants,  to 
speak  of   the  Natives   as  ''  niggers." 
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No  Native  was  ever  so  spoken  of,  ex- 
cept b;  eome  young  EngliBhmen,  juet 
come  out,  who  knew  nothing  of  the 
Service. 

Me.  CHAMBEELAIN  begged  to  cor- 
rect the  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman. 
Hia  statement  was  that  he  had  eeen  it 
in  the  Cape  papers  in  reference  to  the 
Natives  of  Africa. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  observed,  that  the 
clause,  as  it  stood,  was  unnecessary.  If 
tJie  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  woold 
look  at  page  97,  he  would  find  that  it 
was  there  stated  that — 

"  Kothiog  in  this  Act  shall  prejudice  or  aSect 
ths  lodian  military  law  respecting  officera  or 
■oldiera  or  folloven  in  Her  Majeatr's  Indian 

8m  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  under- 
stood that  his  hon.  Friend  did  not  wish 
to  divide  ;  but  he  had  no  doubt  that  any 
modification  of  the  law  which  was  neces- 
sary, in  consequence  of  the  changes  in 
this  Bill,  would,  as  far  as  circamstancee 
justified,  be  recommended  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  (Ur.  E.  Stanhope). 

PEIVILEGE  —  PEOCEEDINGS  OP   THE 
HOUSE  —  NOTE-TAKING    IN    THE 
MEMBERS'  SIDE-GALLESY. 
QUESTIOirS.      OBSERTATIOirS. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN :  I  believe.  Sir,  you 
are  aware  that  no  stranger  in  the  Gal- 
leries is  allowed,  by  the  regulations  of 
this  House,  to  take  notes  of  our  pro- 
ceedings. The  question  was  asked,  with 
the  Speaker  in  the  Chair,  the  other  day, 
of  the  Chancellorof  the  Exchequer,  whe- 
ther it  was  by  his  orders,  and  by  his 
|>ermission,  that  a  new  functionary  was 
introduced  ?  It  was  pointed  out  that  a 
person  was  making  certain  notes  with 
pencil  and  paper  in  one  of  the  Galleries, 
and  more  especially  was  noting  the 
words  of  certain,  and  only  certain,  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  He  noted  when 
they  rose,  and  how  long  they  spoke. 
Mr.  Baikes,  I  wish  to  ask  you  whether 
it  is  in  Order,  and  whether  such  a  prac- 
tice should  go  on?  I  wish  to  know, 
from  whoever  can  tell  me,  by  whose  di- 
rection this  new  functionary  has  been 
constituted,  and  with  what  purpose  ?  I 
now  call  attention  to  the  fact  that  the 
young  gentleman  is  now  engaged  in  the 
Gallery  on  your  left.  As  regards  the 
young  gentleman  intrusted  with  this 
delicate  and  responsible  work,  I  am  sure 
^        Sir  AUxMdtr  Gordon 
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he  has  not  done  it  without  proper  direc- 
tion, and  to  him,  personally,  not  the 
slightost  blame  can  be  attached.  Sut  we 
desire  to  know  in  what  character  this 
proceeding  is  attempted;  why  this — I  do 
not  want  to  use  the  word  in  any  ofi'en- 
sive  way — sort  of  espionage  is  to  lead 
up  to. any  punishment,  or  to  any  meoace 
of  punishment,  to  a  Member  of  this 
House  ?  I  now  ask,  Mr.  Baikes,  if  it  is 
allowable  any  more  to  such  gentlemen 
than  to  any  strangers  who  happen  to  be 
present  at  our  debates  to  take  notes  of 
our  proceedings  ?  In  calling  your  atten- 
tion to  this  serious  matter,  I  would  beg 
to  remind  you  that  when  complaint  was 
made  about  the  want  of  accommodation 
for  the  legitimate  representatives  of  the 
Press  of  the  country  in  this  House, 
barely  a  year  ago,  that  an  application 
was  made,  or  rather  it  was  suggested, 
that  the  representatives  of  the  Press 
might  be  allowed  to  take  notes  in  the 
ordinary  Strangers'  Gallery,  and  that 
that  application  or  suggestion  was  re- 
fused, on  the  ground  that  no  one  what- 
ever outside  the  Eeporters'  Gallery 
should  be  allowed  to  take  notes  of  our 
proceedings.  I  have  seen  gentlemen  of 
importence  immediately  rebuked  by  the 
ushers  in  attendance,  and  ordered  to 
give  up  their  papers  and  pencil.  I  be- 
lieve it.  Sir,  to  be  unprecedented,  and  I 
appeal  to  you  for  direction  in  this  matter. 
I  ask,  by  whose  authority  this  is  done? 
Let  the  person  on  whose  authority  this 
has  been  done  avow  it  and  tell  us  his 
purpose. 

The  chairman  :  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  has  put  a  questioi}  on  a 
point  of  Order,  which  certainly,  underor- 
di  nary  circumstances,  is  onewhich  should 
be  rather  addressed  to  the  Speaker  in 
full  House  than  to  the  Chairman  of  the 
Committee.  But  I  would  point  out  to 
him  that  the  Bule  to  which  he  has  re- 
ferred is  one  which  is  not  an  actual 
Order  of  the  House,  but  a  recognized 
Bule,  which  prohibits  strangers  from 
tfiking  notes  of  the  proceedings  of  this 
House  in  the  Galleries.  I  did  not  under- 
stand the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
to  say  that  the  person  to  whom  he  has 
referred  is  a  stranger.  [Mr.  Sdluvas: 
Tee.]  But  if  he  is  an  ofBcial  of  this 
House  he  is  not  a  stranger,  and  his  per- 
formance of  any  act  in  this  House  must, 
in  the  first  instance,  be  presumed  to  be 
done  with  the  sanction,  and  under  the 
authority,  of  those  under  whose  respon- 
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Bibilitj  sach  a  person  is  covered.  It 
would  be  impossible  for  the  Business  of 
this  Honse  to  be  carried  on  if  the  subor- 
dinate officials  of  this  House  were  to  be, 
in  the  first  instance,  responsible  to  the 
House  for  their  conduct.  The  Speaker 
is  presumably  the  fountain  and  source 
of  the  action  of  all  the  officials  of 
this  House  ;  and  it  seems  to  me  that  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  wishes  to 
raise  any  question  on  the  subject,  that 
the  question  should  rather  be  addressed 
to  the  Speaker,  than  to  any  Member  of 
this  House. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  :  In  order  that  we 
may  have  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair, 
I  beg  to  moTC  to  report  Progress.  I 
am  simply  carrying  out  your  sugges- 
tion. 

Mb.  O'CONNOE  POWER :  I  would 
respectfully  suggest  that,  if  possible, 
the  Motion  should  be  accepted  without 
any  unnecessary  debate.  I  am  sure  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  no  desire 
to  interrupt  the  progress  of  this  Bill ; 
and  I  wish,  at  the  outset,  before  any 
discussion  on  the  subject  is  raised,  to 
point  out  that  if  this  Motion  is  assented 
to,  we  shall  have  an  opportunity  of 
having  an  authoritative  statement  from 
the  Speaker,  and  have  an  opportunity  of 
debating  it  before  the  Spei&er.  If  hon. 
Crentlemen  choose  to  exercise  it,  they 
have,  no  doubt,  a  right  to  debate  the 
question  whether  we  shall  report  Pro- 
gress. Undoubtedly  then,  however,  we 
shall  have  a  long  discussion,  and  then, 
probably,  have  the  debate  all  over  again, 
with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair.  I  merely 
rise,  in  the  interests  of  the  despatch  of 
Business,  to  suggest  that  no  undue 
obstacle  should  be  placed  in  the  way  of 
making  an  appeal  to  the  Speaker  in  the 
Chair. 

The  chairman  :  I  understand  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  to  move  to 
report  Progress,  not  for  the  purpose  of 
stopping  the  Bill,  but  to  ask  a  question 
of  the  Speaker ;  and,  therefore,  it  would 
be  better  that  he  should  put  on  paper 
the  Motion  he  will  make — namely,  that 
I  should  report  Progress,  with  a  view 
to  report  the  circumstances  to  which  he 
refers  to  the  Speaker. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN :  I  will  bring  up  the 
words. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  in 
order  that,  with  Mr.  Speaker  in  the  Chair,  a 


question  may  be  raised  as  to  notes  being  taken 
by  a  person,  in  the  Members'  Side  Gallery  of 
the  House,  not  being  a  Member  of  the  House.'* 
— [Mr,  SiUlivan.) 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEH :  It  is  clearly  desirable  that  this 
point  should  be  disposed  of  without 
delay,  if,  by  doing  so,  we  do  not  interrupt 
the  progress  of  the  Bill — that  we  resume 
our  work  when  the  question  is  disposed 
of.  I  think  we  ought  clearly  to  under- 
stand that  the  Motion  being  agreed  to, 
and  the  point  decided,  that  you.  Sir,  can 
again  take  the  Chair,  and  proceed  with 
the  Bill. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
that  when  a  special  reference  is  made 
with  the  object  that  the  conduct  of 
Members,  or  any  similar  matter,  may 
be  taken  into  consideration — after  that 
has  been  disposed  of,  the  Committee 
can  resume  its  sitting. 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE:  I  think  then.  Sir,  we  should 
save  time  by  agreeing  to  the  Motion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mr.  Speaker  resumed  the  Chair : — 
and  Mr.  Eaikes  reported  Progress 
accordingly. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN :  Mr.  Speaker,  with 
the  Chairman  of  Committees  in  the 
Chair  I  put  a  question  which,  I  believe, 
may  be  more  fitly  put  to  you,  and  more 
efficiently  answered  by  you.  I  believe 
there  is  a  Eule  that,  except  in  that 
portion  of  our  House  set  apart  for  the 
legitimate  representatives  of  public  opi- 
nion— namely,  the  representatives  of  tho 
Press — no  one  who  is  not  a  Member  of 
the  House  has  a  right  to  take  notes  or 
records  of  our  proceedings  with  pencil 
or  with  pen  and  paper.  Nevertheless,  a 
Question  was  put  the  other  evening  in 
the  House,  calling  attention,  on  the  part 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr. 
Callan),  to  the  appearance,  in  one  of  our 
side  Galleries,  of  a  gentleman,  not  a 
Member  of  the  House,  engaged  in 
taking  notes — notes,  apparently,  of  a 
very  peculiar  kind — namely,  notes 
having  reference  to  the  conduct  of 
special  individuals  of  the  House.  I, 
myself,  have  seen  and  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to 
the  fact  that  there  was  present  in  the 
Members'  side  Gallery  —  not  in  the 
Gallery  of  the  gentlemen  of  the  Press — 
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a  stranger,  not  a  Member  of  the  House, 
engaged  in  making  such  notes  and 
record  of  our  proceedings.  I  was  de- 
sirous of  knowing,  Sir,  whether  this 
was  not,  in  the  first  place,  an  unusual 
proceeding,  whether  done  by  or  without 
authority?  K  done  by  authority,  I 
wanted  to  know  by  whose  authority  it 
was  done;  and  I  wanted  to  know, 
secondly,  with  what  purpose  or  object 
such  proceedings  were  taken  ?  I,  myself, 
saw  the  young  gentleman  so  engaged. 
I  at  once  addressed  him,  and  said — 
**  Of  course,  if  I  take  any  notice 
of  your  proceedings  in  the  House,  it 
must  not  be  considered  that  I  am 
casting  any  reflection  upon  you."  I 
thought  it  right  to  indicate  to  him  that 
some  notice  must  be  taken  of  his  pro- 
ceedings. I  do  not  wish  to  cast  any 
blame  upon  him.  That  young  gentle- 
man is  a  stranger  to  me;  but,  I  presume, 
he  must  be  engaged  in  some  way  about 
the  House,  and  that  he  is  acting  by  au- 
thority, and  I  intend  to  deal  with  that 
authority  as  far  as  I  respectfully  may. 
Sir,  the  question  of  reporting  our  pro- 
ceedings is,  as  you  are  aware,  a  very 
old  and  very  ancient  consideration  in 
the  House  of  Commons  of  England.  It 
has  been  very  jealously  guarded  in  the 
way  of  bringing  men  to  the  Bar  of  the 
House,  from  time  to  time,  for  the  offence 
of  making  a  record  of  our  proceedings. 
The  representatives  of  two  of  the  greatest 
journals  of  the  country  were  once  brought 
to  the  Bar  of  the  House  for  this  offence. 
If  this  is  a  fair  report  of  all  that  was 
passing  in  the  House,  I  certainly  should 
be  blind  and  deaf  to  it ;  and,  I  need 
hardly  say,  I  should  not  raise  any  objec- 
tion on  the  technical  point  of  its  being 
written  in  the  Members'  side  Gallery ; 
but  if  this  is  to  be  an  instruction  to 
note  any  particular  individuals  in  this 
House — their  rising  and  sitting  down, 
the  words  they  use,  the  Amendments 
they  speak  upon,  and  how  often  they 
speak — then.  Sir,  I  resent  it  as  most 
offensive.  I  resent  it  as  being,  in  some 
way,  as  though  intended  to  lead  up  to 
censure  and  punishment;  and  I  resent 
it  as  not  being  the  open-handed  way  of 
dealing  with  Members  which  ought  to 
characterize  punishment,  or  any  step 
towards  punishment,  by  the  House. 
And  now,  Sir,  I  respectfully  ask  you 
if  it  is  in  Order  for  anyone,  not  a  Mem- 
ber of  the  House,  to  sit  in  the  Mem- 
bers' side  Oallery,  and  be  habitually 
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employed,  with  pencil  and  paper,  in 
making  notes  and  records  of  our  pro- 
ceedings, and  especially  with  reference 
to  particular  Members  of  the  House ; 
secondly,  by  whose  authority  this  un- 
usual course  has  been  taken;  and, 
thirdly,  with  what  views  such  course  is 
being  taken  ? 

Mb.  call  AN:  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish  to 
supplement  these  questions.  I  can  fully 
corroborate  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber who  has  just  spoken.  Last  week 
my  attention  was  directed  to  the  matter, 
and  I  noticed  that  the  arrangement  only 
applied  to  the  Army  Discipline  and  Ee- 
gulation  Bill.  Sir,  I  remember,  before 
I  became  a  Member  of  this  House,  when 
seated  in  the  Gallery,  receiving  a  per- 
emptory order  not  to  take  a  note  in  my 
book.  Since  I  became  a  Member  of 
the  House,  I  have  repeatedly  seen  the 
officers  of  the  Sergeant- at- Arms  exercise 
the  same  control  over  others.  We  have 
a  Gallery  for  the  reporters.  We  have 
had  a  Committee  sitting  on  the  question 
of  reporting,  and  we  are  now  waiting 
for  their  final  decision  upon  the  Heport. 
It  is  within  the  recollection  of  all  the 
Members  of  the  House  that  you,  Sir, 
decided  that  the  seats  in  the  side  Gallery 
were  seats  within  the  House,  and  that 
from  them  any  Member  so  pleased  could 
address  you  ;  therefore,  they  are  as  much 
the  seats  of  hon.  Members  as  the  seats 
upon  which  we  sit.  But  it  is  not  a 
stranger  who  has  been  taking  notes  in 
that  Gallery;  it  is  one  of  our  own 
officers,  who  has  been  directed,  by  some 
authority  in  the  House,  to  take  notes. 
It  is  of  no  use  blinking  the  question. 
An  attempt  has  been  made  to  intimidate 
Members  by  infringing  upon  the  free- 
dom of  debate,  and  by  means  of  officers 
of  this  House  appointed,  I  am  sorry  to 
say,  not  by  this  House,  but  by  the  Chief 
Clerk,  as  I  understand.  Those  officers, 
in  communication  with  some  higher 
officials,  have  been  directed  to  spy — and 
it  has  not  been  thought  derogatory  to 
the  officers  of  this  House  to  set  them  to 
spy — upon  aparticular  section  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House.  Sir,  we  resent  that ; 
and  those  of  us  who  are  connected  with 
the  Press  are  proud  to  think  that  the 
individuals  who  have  been  so  deputed 
are  not  members  of  the  Press.  This 
charge  is  made  against  Mr.  Jenkinson 
and  Mr.  Le  Marchant,  two  of  the  Com- 
mittee Clerks  of  this  House,  who  have, 
on  Monday  and  Tuesday  of  last  week, 
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dnriiig  the  time  that  the  Anny  Begula- 
tion  and  Diadpline  Bill  was  in  Oommittee, 
taken  notes  of  the  number  and  dura- 
tion of  the  speeches  of  Irish  Members. 
["  Hear,  hear ! "]  Am  I  to  take  that 
"  hear,  hear ! "  to  mean  that  Conserva- 
tive Members  approve  of  this  system  of 
intimidating  Irish  Members  ?  Am  I  to 
take  it  that  they  approve  of  a  Olerk  of 
the  House  being  used  as  a  spy  upon  the 
Irish  Members  ?  I  again  say,  Sir,  that 
on  Monday  and  Tuesday  I  saw  one  of 
these  gentlemen  taking  notes,  and  he 
is  again  taking  them  to  day.  But, 
yesterday,  he  was  remarkable  for  his 
absence,  for  there  was  an  English  ques- 
tion before  the  House,  and  no  note  was 
taken  of  the  speeches  made  upon  that 
occasion.  I  hold  it  to  be  a  most  im- 
proper and  dishonourable  proceeding  to 
allow  a  Clerk  of  this  House,  sitting  in 
the  place  of  a  Member 

Ma.  SPEAKER:  I  hope  the  hon. 
Member  does  not  apply  the  epithet  of 
"dishonourable"  to  any  officer  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  I  spoke  of  the  act, 
and  not  of  the  officer.  I  believe  the  two 
Clerks  who  took  the  notes  are  as  honour- 
able  

Mb.  DODSON:  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
wish  to  know,  Sir  —  apart  from  the 
question  whether  the  taking  a  note — 
(]Mr.  Callan  :  Systematic]  Systematic, 
or  otherwise — is  or  is  not  inconsistent 
with  the  Bules  and  practice  of  the 
House — whether  such  an  act  as  that 
which  has  been  referred  to  should  be 
characterized  as  dishonourable  ? 

Mb.  CALLAN :  I  am  sorry,  but  not 
surprised,  at  the  support  given  to  these 
proceedings  by  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Chester  (Mr.  Dodson). 

Mb.  dodson  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
gave  no  support  to  the  act — ^I  expressed 
no  opinion  concerning  it,  except  that  I 
asked  whether  such  act—and  I  ask  it 
again — can  be  fairly  characterized  as 
dishonourable  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  In  my  judgment 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  is  bound 
to  withdraw  such  words  used  towards 
an  officer  of  this  House. 

Mb.  CALLAN :  I  never  intended  to 
apply  it  to  any  officer  of  the  House, 
and,  therefore,  I  have  no  hesitation  in 
withdrawing  it.  I  said  that  I  had  not 
the  slightest  intention  of  applying  it  to 
any  officer  of  the  House. 


Mb.  SPEAKEE:  I  think  the  time 
has  now  come  when  I  ought  to  inter- 
pose in  this  matter,  and  to  say  that  if  the 
act  in  question  be  dishonourable  it  is  an 
act  done  by  my  authority.  If  the  House 
will  allow  me  I  will  state,  in  very  few 
words,  what  I  authorized  to  be  done; 
and  after  I  have  stated  what  I  have  au- 
thorized I  am  persuaded  that  I  shall 
give  satisfaction — at  least,  I  trust  so — to 
every  quarter  of  the  House.  As  the 
House  is  aware,  according  to  the  prac- 
tice of  the  House,  Minutes  of  our  pro- 
ceedings are  taken  from  day  to  day. 
These  Minutes  are  published  in  the 
Votes  as  hon.  Members  see  them 
every  morning.  Lately — for  some  time 
at  least — ^it  has  come  to  my  knowledge 
that  there  has  been  great  delay — unex- 
pected delay — in  the  progress  of  the 
Army  Discipline  and  Kegulation  Bill 
through  Committee ;  and  on  my  own  re- 
sponsibility, and  for  my  own  informa- 
tion, I  desired  that  Minutes  should  be 
taken  of  the  proceedings  on  that  Bill  of 
a  more  full  cnaracter  than  those  which 
are  taken  from  day  to  day.  I  may  say 
that  those  Minutes  have  no  reference 
whatever  to  particular  Members  of  the 
House.  They  are  fair  and  impartial  re- 
ports of  the  proceedings  of  the  House — 
and  I  am  surprised  that  any  body  of 
Members  should  suppose  that  I  was  hav- 
ing reports  taken  in  reference  to  parti- 
cular Members.  I  should  be  exceeding 
my  duty  if  I  were  so  to  do.  I  again  say 
to  the  House  that  the  Minutes  I  have 
had  taken  have  no  reference  whatever  to 
individual  Members  of  this  House — 
whether  Irish,  Scotch,  or  English  Mem- 
bers— that  they  are  fair  and  impartial 
reports  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  and  taken  upon  my  own  re- 
sponsibility. 

Mb.  PAENELL  :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise 
merely  to  ask  you  a  question.  You  have 
just  now  informed  the  House  that,  act- 
ing upon  yoiir  own  responsibility,  you 
have  directed  certain  Minutes  to  be  taken 
of  the  proceedings  of  the  House,  and 
that  those  Minutes  are  not  in  reference 
to  any  particular  Members,  or  to  any 
particular  section  of  Members.  May  I 
ask  you.  Sir,  as  to  the  nature  and  extent 
of  those  Minutes — whether  they  consti- 
tute a  verbatim  report  of  what  is  said 
by  each  Member  of  the  House  in  the 
course  of  the  debates  upon  the  Army 
Discipline  and  Eegulation  Bill  ?     And 
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if  that  be  not  so,  may  I  ask  you  to  de- 
scribe to  the  House  the  nature  of  those 
Minutes  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  can  only  say,  in 
answer  to  the  hon.  Member,  that  there 
was  no  idea  of  making  verbatim  reports 
of  what  is  said  in  the  House.  I  can 
only  describe  them  as  Minutes  more 
enlarged  than  those  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers see  upon  their  tables  every  day, 
specifying  the  Members  who  speak. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  All  ? 

Mr.  speaker  :  All. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  think  it  will  be  generally  ad- 
mitted that  the  House  has  always  been 
jealous  of  allowing  its  proceedings  to  be 
reported,  and  I  think  it  will  be  also 
admitted  that  the  act  which  you  were 
pleased  to  authorize  is  without  precedent 
in  the  history  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
P*  Oh,  oh !  "J  If  I  am  wrong  in  making 
this  statement,  hon.  Gentlemen  will  have 
ample  opportunity  of  contradicting  me. 
I  make  that  statement  again,  and  be- 
lieve it  cannot  be  contradicted.  At 
all  events,  it  can  be  tested  by  reference 
to  the  Records  of  the  House.  It  appears 
to  me.  Sir,  that  if  you  felt  it  would  be 
an  assistance  to  you,  in  the  discharge  of 
your  duties  as  Speaker  of  this  House,  to 
have  a  more  enlarged  report  of  its 
proceedings,  it  would  have  been  only 
fair  to  the  House  to  have  come  down 
and  asked  for  the  consent  of  the  House 
to  a  proceeding  which,  however  neces- 
sary it  might  be,  was  without  precedent 
in  the  annals  of  Parliament.  I  must 
say,  as  one  of  the  Members  of  this 
House,  that  I  do  not  see.  Sir,  from  the 
statement  which  you  have  been  pleased 
to  make 

Mr.  speaker  :  The  Committee  has 
reported  to  the  House  a  question  to  be 
submitted  to  me.  That  question  has 
been  put  to  the  Chair  and  has  been 
answered  from  the  Chair ;  and  I  presume 
that  the  proceeding  is  thus  terminated, 
and  that  the  Committee  will  resume. 
If  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power),  or  any  other  hon. 
Member,  desires  to  raise  a  discussion  on 
the  proceedings  of  the  Speaker,  he  is 
entitled  to  do  so  by  Motion  in  the 
House.  That  is  the  proper  course  to 
take.  The  Report  of  the  Committee  has 
been  made  to  the  House,  and  I  consider 
that  the  question  has  been  fully 
answered.     The  House  will  now  pro- 
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ceed  to  the  consideration  of  the  Ajrmy 
Discipline  and  Regulation  Bill  in 
Committee. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER:  Mr. 
Speaker.  I  rise  to  Order.  I  protest 
against  this. 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation 
Bill,  again  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Amendment  again  proposed,  in  page 
92,  line  30,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
**  seas,"  to  the  end  of  the  Clause. — 
{Mr.  Chamberlain), 

Question  again  proposed,  **  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand 
part  of  the  Clause." 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER:  Mr. 
Raikes,  I  beg  leave  to  move  that  you  do 
report  Progress.  The  reason  why  I 
make  this  Motion  is  that  I  am  not  satis- 
fied with  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee at  an  earlier  stage — namely,  that 
of  reporting  a  certain  matter  by  you  to 
Mr.  Speaker.  Well,  Sir,  the  Speaker 
decided  that  the  Business  for  which  the 
House  was  called  upon  to  resume,  and  the 
discussion  which  followed  upon  the  Re- 
port from  the  Committee,  had  concluded 
when  he  had  answered  the  question 
which  was  put  to  him ;  and  I  was,  therefore, 
unable  to  make,  as  I  had  intended,  a 
Motion  for  the  adjournment  of  the 
House.  The  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  explained  to  you 
the  grounds  upon  which  he  moved  that 
you  do  report  Progress.  I  am  not  en- 
titled to  say  whether  there  were  other 
grounds  in  his  mind  or  not ;  but  I  sup- 
ported his  Motion,  because  I  was 
thoroughly  dissatisfied  with  the  dis- 
covery which  he  made  of  a  person 
engaged  in  the  Gallery  in  reporting  our 
proceedings.  I  feel  it  is  a  restriction 
upon  the  Privileges  of  the  House  for 
any  gentleman  sitting  in  the  Gallery  to 
report  our  proceedings,  whether  au- 
thorized to  do  so  by  the  Speaker  or 
anybody  else.  I  rise  to  move  that  Pro- 
gress be  reported,  in  order  that  the 
House  may  not  be  deprived  of  its  juris- 
diction on  a  matter  unheard  of  in  the 
annals  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
that  it  may  resume  the  full  exercise  of 
its  functions. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  aak  leave  to  sit  again.' '-rC-^'*- 
O*  Connor  Power,) 

The  chancellor  or  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEB:  I  hope.  Sir,  that  the  Motion 
will  not  be  pressed,  or  made  the  begin- 
ning of  what  I  think  may  become 
a  Terj  unseemly  discussion.  I  must 
remind  the  Committee  that  the  posi- 
tion is  this.  A  questioa  was  raised  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth,  upon  which  it  was  thought  right 
that  the  Committee  should  report  Pro- 
gress, in  order  to  put  a  question  to  the 
Speaker  as  to  certain  notes  which  were 
being  taken  in  the  Qallery.  The  ques- 
tion was  put,  and  the  Speaker  has 
answered  it  —  he  has  stated  that  it 
was  by  his  authority  that  the  notes  were 
taken.  I  presume  we  are  not  thinking 
of  disputing  the  ruling  of  the  Chair? 
[Mr.  PABiffELL:  Tes.]  At  the  same 
time,  the  Speaker  pointed  out  that  if 
any  Member  of  the  House  desired  to 
dispute  his  ruling,  and  had  a  desire  to 
bring  this  matter  before  the  House,  the 
proper  course  for  him  to  take  would  be 
to  submit  a  Motion  on  the  subject :  and 
I  apprehend  that  if  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  or  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Sullivan),  or  any  other  Member, 
wishes  to  raise  the  question,  the  proper 
action  would    be    to    take    the  course 

Sointed  out  by  the  Speaker.  I  appre- 
end,  however,  after  what  has  been 
said,  that  there  will  be  no  necessity  for 
taking  any  such  step ;  but  this  is  a 
matter  upon  which  I  do  not  presume  to 
speak  with  authority,  and,  possibly, 
some  hon.  Members  may  take  a  different 
view  of  it.  I  hope  that  we  may  not 
have  the  Business  which  we  are  upon 
interrupted  by  a  discussion  which  may 
take  a  very  irregular  range.  We  must 
consider  that  we  are  now  discussing  the 
clauses  of  a  Bill,  and  that  we  are  not 
competent  to  discuss  a  question  of  the 
character  which  has  been  raised. 

The  Makouess  of  HAETINGTON: 
The  course  which  has  been  suggested 
by  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  appears  to 
me  not  only  convenient  in  reference  to 
the  course  of  Business  this  evening,  but 
absolutely  necessary,  from  the  point  of 
view  of  common  fairness.  Nothing  can 
be  a  more  well-known  and  recognized 


rule  of  our  proceedings  tlian  that,  when 
the  conduct  of  any  Member  of  the 
House  is  called  in  question,  it  should  be 
done  upon  Notice,  and  when  the  House 
is  fully  prepared  to  take  into  considera- 
tion the  matter  which  is  thus  raised. 
I  understand,  from  some  observations 
by  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  interrupted,  that  it  is  proposed 
by  some  hon.  Members  to  call  in  question 
the  conduct  of  the  Speaker.  Well,  Sir, 
I  have  nothing  to  say  against  the  right 
of  hon.  Members  to  take  that  course ; 
but,  surely,  it  is  perfectly  obvious  that 
that  course  ought  not  to  be  followed 
without  due  Notice  ?  I  must  say,  after 
the  statement  of  the  Speaker  had  been 
made,  that  I  expected  the  discussion 
would,  at  all  events  for  the  time,  have 
concluded,  and  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  would  at  once  have 
risen  to  express  his  regret  at  having  in- 
advertently accused  the  person  whose 
proceedings  have  been  mentioned  of 
taking  one-sided  and  partial  notes  in 
the  Gallery,  when  he  had  been  told  that 
those  notes  were  of  a  general  and  im- 
partial character.  I  cannot  help  think- 
ing that  a  decision  upon  this  subject  in 
Committee  would  be  extremely  incon- 
venient, and  I  think,  also,  scarcely  fair 
to  the  highest  authority  in  the  House, 
whose  conduct  in  this  matter  is  im- 
pugned— whose  conduct  ought  not  to  be 
impugned — and  whose  conduct,  I  am 
sure,  no  one  would  wish  to  impugn — 
except  in  the  most  deliberate  and  solemn 
manner. 

Mb.  call  an  :  The  statement  of  the 
noble  Lord  is  just  one  which  I  should 
have  expected  to  hear  from  him,  and  the 
course  suggested  by  him  is  one  in  which 
I  entirely  concur.  It  is  the  course  which 
I  intended  to  adopt,  with  this  exception. 
If  you  give  Notice  of  bringing  a  matter 
of  this  kind  before  the  House,  you  lose 
your  right  of  privilege  and  precedence. 
Therefore,  I  intended,  before  raising  the 
question,  to  give  private  Notice  to  the 
Speaker,  and  the  other  parties  who  may 
be  conceived  to  be  interested  in  the  case. 
It  is  quite  evident  that  Notice  will  bo 
given  ;  but  I  advise  my  hon.  Friends  to 
give  private  Notice,  so  as  not  to  lose 
their  right  of  precedence,  and  of  bring- 
ing it  forward  as  a  Breach  of  Privilege. 
But,  pending  that  decision,  I  ask,  is  it 
respectful  to  this  House,  that  any  portion 
of  the  House  itself,  set  apart  exclusively 
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for  Members  of  Parliament,  and  laid 
down  by  the  Speaker  himself  as  a  por- 
tion of  the  House  from  which  hon. 
Members  can  speak — is  it  right  and 
proper  that  we  should  have,  what  we 
conceive  to  he,  a  kind  of  intimidation 
and  restriction  on  the  freedom 

Colonel  STANLEY :  I  rise  to  Order. 
I  ask  whether,  after  the  Speaker  has, 
from  the  Chair,  stated  that  the  course 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  refers  is  one 
taken  by  his  directions,  it  is  right  for 
the  hon.  Member  to  refer  to  it  as  **  a 
course  of  intimidation  ?  " 

Mb.  call  an  :  I  make  no  imputa- 
tion whatever  on  the  Speaker. 

The  chairman  :  When  the  right 
Hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  rose  I  was 
about  to  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundalk  that  the  word  *' intimida- 
tion" is  one  which  is  never  allowed  in 
this  House  to  be  applied  to  any  Mem- 
ber of  this  House.  Do  I  understand 
the  hon.  Member  to  say  it  is  not  so 
applied  ? 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  It  is  not  so  applied. 
I  said  it  was  conceived  by  the  Members 
of  the  House  that  the  course  complained 
of  had  been  taken  for  that  purpose.  I 
may  say  that  nothing  of  the  kind  would 
intimidate  me.  But  pending  this  ques- 
tion, which  is  to  be  raised  at  an  early 
date,  I  ask,  is  it  not  right  that  the  party 
who  is  conceived  to  have  offended  should 
be  asked  to  withdraw  from  the  portion 
of  the  House  which  is  the  property  of 
Members  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  beg  to  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  ques- 
tion which  he  now  proposes  to  put  is  one 
which  should  have  been  put  at  an  earlier 
stage  of  the  Business  of  the  House,  and 
not  in  Committee.  It  is  not  in  the  power 
of  the  Chairman  of  Committees  to  exer- 
cise the  jurisdiction  to  which  the  hon. 
Member  refers. 

Mr.  CALLAN :  I  believe  that  if  a 
stranger — a  bucolic  farmer  from  the 
Agricultural  Show,  for  instance — were 
to  sit  down  in  that  Gallery,  it  would  be 
the  duty  of  the  Serjeant-at-Arms  to  re- 
move him? 

The  chairman  :  The  two  ques- 
tions  are  entirely  and  wholly  dissimilar. 
The  authority  of  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees can  unquestionably  be  exercised 
with  regard  to  strangers  ;  but  when  an 
official  is  performing  a  duty  to  which  he 
has  been  appointed  by  the  highest  autho- 
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rity  in  the  House,  it  is  clearly  not  within 
the  power  or  the  duty  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  to  interfere. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  The  advice  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposi- 
tion— I  do  not  want  to  enter  into  the 
debatable  question  whether  he  is  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  or  not — is  one  which 
we  might  be  better  disposed  to  take  if  it 
was  in  accordance  with  the  Rules  and 
precedents  of  the  House,  and  if  it  had 
not  come  from  one  who  has  shown  him- 
self,  during  the  discussions  of  this  Bill, 
a  deliberate  partizan  of  the  Government 
in  attempting  to  carry  it  through  the 
House  with  all  its  imperfections.  He 
has  upon  several  occasions  shown  him- 
self to  be  such  a  Government  partizan — 
such  a  Gx)vemment  supporter — that,  at 
first  sight,  any  advice  that  came  from 
him  must  be  more  or  less  tainted  or  dis- 
credited. How  can  we  go  on  with  this 
thing  hanging  over  us  ?  It  will  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  Committee  that 
the  Speaker  left  the  Chair  without  giving 
an  opportunity  to  Members  of  this  House 
to  raise  the  question  of  Privilege,  which 
they  desired  to  raise.  This  is  a  question 
of  Breach  of  Privilege  by  the  Speaker 
of  this  House. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: I  must  ask  you,  Sir,  whether 
that  is  language  which  ought  to  be  ap- 
plied to  the  Speaker  ?  The  words  were 
*'  Breach  of  Privilege  by  the  Speaker  of 
this  House." 

The  chairman  :  The  words  appear 
to  me  to  be  extremely  improper,  and 
such  as  I  trust  the  hon.  Member,  upon 
his  attention  being  called  to  them, 
will  be  prepared  to  withdraw.  I  did 
not  understand  the  hon.  Member  abso- 
lutely to  impute  to  any  Member  of  the 
House  direct  Breach  of  Privilege.  AVhat 
I  understood  the  hon.  Member  to  say 
was,  that  it  was  a  question  whether  such 
Breach  of  Privilege  had  been  committed. 
I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that,  in  putting 
the  question  in  this  form,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber is  directly  out  of  Order ;  but  I  think 
he  will  see,  on  reflection,  that  the  words 
were  such  as  he  would  be  sorry  to  have 
used  in  reference  to  a  Member  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  I  said  this  was  a 
question  of  Breach  of  Privilege,  and  we 
feel  that  we  cannot  go  on  any  longer 
with  the  discussion  of  this  Bill  without 
having  the  decision  of  the  House  upon 
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the  qneetion.  The  Speaker  of  the  House 
is  no  more  than  the  servant  of  the  House. 
He  is  for  certain  purposes — on  questions 
of  Order,  and  so  forth — the  mouth-piece 
of  the  House ;  but  tlie  Speaker  haB  no 
orig;inal  jurisdiction  whatever.  He  has 
no  jmisdiction  but  what  is  given  him  by 
the  existing  Orders,  Bules,  and  Begula- 
tioDs  in  this  House;  and  any  Member 
has  at  any  time  the  right  to  call  in  ques- 
tioQ  the  conduct  even  of  you,  Mr.  Eaikes; 
and  any  Member  of  this  House  is  en- 
titled to  call  in  question  the  conduct  of 
the  Speaker  of  the  House.  And  we  do 
caU  in  question  the  conduct  of  the 
Speaker  of  the  House,  and  we  do  im- 
pugn the  conduct  of   the  Speaker  in 

having  directed 

Mb.  DODSON  :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
wish  to  submit  to  your  judgment  whe- 
ther, in  Committee  of  the  House  on 
this  or  any  other  Bill,  it  is  in  the  power 
of  hon.  Members  to  discuss  the  conduct 
of  the  Speaker  of  the  House,  or  the 
Bales  and  Forms  of  the  House  ? 

Mr.  PARNELL:  May  I  explain? 
["  Order !  "1 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member    that  he  may  speak  to 
Order  after   the    question    which    has 
been  addressed  to  the  Chair  has  been 
answered.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Chester  (Mr.  Dodson) 
has  asked  me  whether  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  would  be  in  Order  in  impugning 
the  conduct  of  the  Speaker?  I  have  just 
pointed  out  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  that  such  a  course  would  not  be 
in  Order.    A  Committee  of  the  House  is 
not  the  place,  and  this  is  not  the  occa- 
sion, when  such  a  course  could,  with 
propriety,  be  taken;   but  I  must  also 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  and  to  the 
Committee  that  the  practice  of  endea- 
Touriog  to  raise  questions  as  to  what  has 
passed  in  the  House  on  the  Motion  to 
report  Progress  is  one  which  ought  to  be 
avoided.     The  hon.  Member  and  other 
hon.  Members  have  alleged,  as  reasons 
for  reporting  Progress,  their  dissatisfac- 
tion at  the  coarse  taken  in  the  House, 
and  I  have  not  felt  it  my  duty  to  stop 
them.    The  reference,  however,  to  what 
luis  taken  place  in  the  House  as  a  matter 
of  discussion  would  be  entirely  out  of 
place  and  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  PAHNELL  :  We  wish  to  impugn 
the  conduct  of  the  Speaker  of  the  House, 
hefore  the  House,  and  with  the  Speaker 
ia  the  Chair.     We  do  not  wish  to  take 


that  step  in  Committee,  and  I  am  aware 
that  the  Committee  has  no  authority  to 
take  such  a  course,  or  entertain  such  a 
proposal.  We  wish  the  Committee  to 
consent  to  the  Motion  to  report  Progress, 
in  order  that  we  may  raise  the  question 
with  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair.  The 
gentleman  alluded  to  sits  in  the  G-allery, 
and,  as  I  am  informed,  has  resumed  the 
practice.  Whether  that  information  is 
correct  or  not,  we  shall  continue  to  do 
our  duty  under  circumstances  of  great 
disadvantage  as  long  as  that  one-sided 
practice  is  continued. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  I  rise  to 
Order.  The  hon.  Oentleman  asserted 
that  the  practice  to  which  he  objects  is 
one>sided.  He  says  that,  having  dis- 
tinctly heard  Mr.  Speaker  say  that  it 
was  impartial  and  applied  equally  to  all 
Members.  I  wish  to  know  whether  the 
hon.  Member  is  in  Order  in  making  such 
a  statement  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  observation 
of  the  hon.  Member  is  one  which  I  can- 
not say  is  out  of  Order.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber expressed  his  opinion  as  to  this  prac- 
tice, and  so  long  as  it  is  expressed  in 
Parliamentary  terms  I  cannot  say  it  is 
out  of  Order.  At  the  same  time,  I  point 
out  that  it  cannot  be  considered  re- 
spectful to  the  Committee  to  indulge  in 
the  tone  which  he  has  throughout  the 
whole  of  his  address  manifested,  in 
declaring  himself  openly  against  the  de- 
cision of  the  highest  authority  of  the 
House. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  But  there  is  a  still 
higher  authority,  and  that  is  the  House 
itself.  We  desire  to  submit  to  the 
House,  and  we  are  willing  to  abide  by 
its  decision,  a  question  of  importance 
to  hon.  Members.  We  ask  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  he 
will  give  us  an  opportunity,  without 
further  delay,  to  take  the  opinion  of  the 
House  upon  a  question  which  is  of  the 
highest  importance  to  us  in  the  discharge 
of  our  duties.  I  presume  the  young 
man  now  taking  notes  takes  down  the 
name  of  each  Member  who  rises ;  but, 
so  far  as  I  know,  he  does  not  take  down 
what  they  say.  I  submit  that  that 
practice  is  surely  derogatory  to  the 
power  that  we  enjoy  as  Members  of  a 
Committee  of  this  House.  It  renders  it 
exceedingly  difficult  to  us  to  dischargee 
our  duties,  and  it  renders  us  exceedingly 
liable  to  misapprehension.  This  prac- 
tice is  not  sanctioned  by  any  Rule  or 
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Order  of  the  House — on  the  contrary, 
it  is  directly  forbidden.  No  outside 
persons  can  take  notes  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  House.  And  if  we  allow  such  a 
practice  to  continue  now  it  will  grow 
into  a  precedent,  and,  as  a  precedent,  it 
will  become  the  rule  of  Parliament.  We 
desire  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should,  at  once  and  without  further 
delay,  be  afforded  an  opportunity  of 
pronouncing  an  opinion,  **  Tes  **  or 
**  No,"  as  to  whether  the  practice  which 
the  Speaker  has  directed  is  an  autho- 
rized practice  or  not,  and  as  to  whether 
it  is  according  to  the  law  of  Parliament. 
This  is  a  very  simple  request.  The 
absurd  opposition  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  and  of  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  is  really  standing  in  the  way 
of  the  conduct  of  Public  Business,  and, 
but  for  this,  we  might  have  had  the 
opinion  of  the  House  long  ago.  We  are 
told  we  can  raise  this  question  at  the 
proper  time ;  but  when  will  be  the  pro- 
per time  ?  If  it  is  not  a  question  of 
I^rivilege,  no  hon.  Member  would  have 
time  to  raise  it  during  the  Session ;  be- 
cause Government  have  announced  their 
intention  of  annexing  all  the  Tuesdays 
and  Wednesdays  during  the  remainder 
of  the  Session.  Now  is  the  proper  time 
for  raising  this  question ;  and  we  ask 
the  Government  to  agree  to  the  Motion 
to  report  Progress,  in  order  that,  with 
the  Speaker  in  the  Chair,  we  may  put 
the  question  to  the  House. 

Me.  SULLIVAN:  The  noble  Lord 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  has  ex- 
pressed his  astonishment  that  I,  who 
Drought  forward  this  question,  did  not 
rise  on  hearing  the  explanation  of  the 
Speaker,  and  express  my  regret  at 
having  made  use  of  the  term  ''one- 
sided." I  wish  to  make  my  position  in 
this  matter  clear.  I  desired  to  bring 
this  question  before  the  Speaker,  with- 
out making  any  reflection  upon  the  con- 
duct of  the  young  gentleman  alluded  to. 
I  move  in  this  matter  entirely  from  a 
Parliamentary  point  of  view.  With 
reference  to  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord,  I  beg  to  say  that  I  did  rise  to 
express  regret,  but  found  that  the 
Speaker  had  left  the  Chair.  I  should 
be  glad  that  we  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  discussing  this  question,  but 
not  necessarily  immediately.  And  I  have 
no  doubt,  if  the  Leader  of  the  House 
could  satisfy  my  hon.  Friend  that  he 
would  not  be  precluded  from  raising  it 
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as  a  matter  of  Privilege,  that  the  Motion 
might  be  withdrawn.  The  question  is  a 
grave  one.  I  believe  that  a  precedent 
has  been  established  to-night  reflecting 
on  the  freedom  of  Parliament;  but  I 
appeal  to  my  hon.  Friends  not  to 
hasten  on  a  discussion  of  the  subject 
to-night. 

The  CHANCELLOE  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUEE:  There  will  be  no  difficulty  at 
all  in  raising  this  question  in  a  way 
which  will  give  it  precedence  of  other 
questions.  I  believe  I  am  right  in  say- 
ing that  it  is  so.  At  all  events,  no 
objection  will  be  raised  to  such  a  course 
on  the  part  of  the  Government.  I  wish 
to  impress  upon  hon.  Gentlemen  the 
hope  that,  now  they  understand  that  is 
to  be  the  course  taken,  they  will  not 
waste  time  by  further  discussion  of  that 

Eoint.  We  agree  that  the  matter  shall 
e  brought  forward  as  a  question  of 
Privilege,  and  it  will,  therefore,  take 
prece4ence. 

Mr.  GEAY:  I  think  we  ought  to  be 
satisfied  with  the  statement  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  if  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  will  give  us  his  assur- 
ance that  the  objectionable  practice  will 
be  discontinued  until  the  decision  of  the 
House  be  given.  If  that  cannot  be  done 
without  the  authority  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
then  I  trust  that  my  hon.  Friend  will 
persevere  in  his  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress. We  have  an  objection  to  be 
spied  upon  in  this  way.  And  we  are  not 
inclined  to  wait  until  to-morrow  to  have 
this  matter  decided.  If,  however,  the 
practice  is  at  once  discontinued,  I  agree 
that  the  matter  should  be  laid  before  the 
House  to-morrow,  and  that  the  Motion 
to  report  Progress  should  be  with- 
drawn. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  I  am  perfectly 
sure  that  it  is  within  the  knowledge  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  a  con- 
siderable body  of  Members  of  the  House 
object  to  the  presence  of  this  unprece- 
dented reporter.  We  trust  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons — whom  we  all 
so  much  respect — will  withdraw  this 
reporter,  pending  the  decision  of  the 
House.  I  do  not,  in  making  this  sug- 
gestion, even  imply  that  it  is  wrong; 
but  everyone  will  agree  that  it  is  un- 
usual; and,  pending  the  decision  of  this 
unusual  matter,  I  trust  that  the  reporter 
in  question  will  leave  the  Benches  of 
Members  of  this  House. 
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Mb.  CALLAN:  I  tlimk  I  may  ask 
my  hon.  Priend  to  withdraw  his  Motion 
to  report  Progress,  for  this  reason — that 
since  we  alluded  to  the  fact  that  the 
officer  of  this  House  had  returned  to  his 
place  I  find  that  the  official  has  dis- 
appeared. I  suggest  to  my  hon.  Friend 
that  the  Motion  should  be  withdrawn, 
on  the  distinct  understanding  that  it  will 
be  renewed  when  next  that  official  takes 
his  place  in  the  Gallery. 

Ma,  O'CONNOR  POWER  :  I  have 
noticed  that  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  has  ventured  to  give 
advice  on  many    occasions,    and    that 
his  advice  has  been  rejected.     He  has 
joined  in  the  appeal  addressed  to  me  by 
the  right  hon.   Gentleman    the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer ;  but  I  wish  to 
point  out  that  I  shall  not  accept  sugges- 
tions because  the  Leaders  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  have  recommended  them. 
Both  have  endorsed  the  same  comments, 
and  both  agree  that  we  are  wrong.   But 
this  is  a  question  of  Order.    I  have  acted 
throughout — as  I  shall  be  prepared  to 
show  on  a  future  occasion — thoroughly 
in  accordance  with  precedent  and  strictly 
in  Order.    I  have  been  appealed  to  to 
withdraw  my  Motion  to  report  Progress, 
on  the  ground  of  Order.    I  reject  that 
appeal,  because  it  is  recommended  to  me 
on  the  ground  that  my  Motion  is  not  in 
accordance  with  Order ;  but  I  am  willing 
to  withdraw  it,  because  I  believe  it  will 
he  more  in  acoordance  with  the  con- 
venience of  the  Committee  that  I  should 
do  80.    On  that  ground  I  will  ask  leave 
to  withdraw  the  Motion.    But  I  must 
protest  against  the  disorderly  character 
of  the  proceedings  that  seem  to  find 
favour  with  certain  hon.  Gentlemen.    I 
contend  that  it  would  have  been  right 
to  have  gone  on  with  the  question  of 
Privilege.     The    highest  authority  in 
the  House  is  compromised  in  that  sub- 
ject; for,  without  putting  the  Motion 
that  "  I  do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  he 
left  the  House.     I  am  in  a  peculiar 
position — ^I  have  shown  that,  technically, 
I  am  in  Order ;  but  I  think  it  better  that 
the  Bales  of  Order  should  be  subser- 
vient to  the  convenience  of  the  Com- 
inittee.    There  has  been  already— or  it 
is  said  that  there  has  been — so  much 
^rder  on  both  sides  of  the  House  that 
I  think  we  may  appeal  to  Mr.  Speaker 
that  as  this  question  has  been  raised — 
Md  it  is  one  on  which  differences  of 
opinion  may  arise — whether  it  would 
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not  be  courteous  to  withdraw  this  ob- 
noxious person  until  the  House  has  as- 
sented to  the  arrangement  ?  K  my  hon. 
Friends  are  correct  in  sajdng  that  this 
objectionable  person  has  been  with- 
drawn— of  course,  for  other  reasons  than 
the  considerations  that  have  been  pressed 
upon  me,  and  not  at  all  upon  the  ground 
of  Order — I  shall  ask  leave  to  withdraw 
my  Motion  to  report  Progress.  It  is 
difficult  to  talk  to  a  great  many  persons 
at  the  same  time  on  the  same  points ; 
but  I  wish  to  point  out  that  in  asking 
leave  to  withdraw  my  Motion  to  report 
Progress  I  do  so  for  the  convenience  of 
the  Committee.  I  say  that,  because  I 
am  informed  that  that  gentleman  has 
been  withdrawn  from  the  Gallery ;  but 
if  the  gentleman  re-appears  in  the  Oal- 
lery  I  shall  hold  myself  at  perfect 
liberty  to  renew  my  Motion. 

Ma.  PARNELL :  I  do  not  wish  any 
misunderstanding  to  arise  on  the  form 
in  which  this  Motion  is  withdrawn.  The 
right  hon.  G-entleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  stated  that  he  believed 
that  if  the  Motion  were  withdrawn  this 
question  could  be  raised  at  the  com- 
mencement of  our  proceedings  to-morrow 
as  a  question  of  Privilege.  That  I  be- 
lieve is  the  manner  in  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  expressed  him- 
self; but  I  wish  to  ask  him,  supposing 
his  belief  is  not  well-founded,  and  that 
we  cannot  raise  this  Motion  at  the  com- 
mencement of  our  proceedings  to-morrow, 
will  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  afford  an 
opportunity  for  its  being  raised  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUER:  Yes,  Sir;  we  will  give  the 
opportunity  referred  to .  by  &e  hon. 
Member. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Amendment  again  proposed,  in  page 
92,  line  30,  to  leave  out  from  the  word 
"  seas,"  to  the  end  of  the  Clause. 

Question  again  proposed,  "  That  the 
words  proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part 
of  the  Clause." 

Mb.  GRAY:  I  beg  leave  to  move 
that  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
as  the  young  gentleman  has  re- appeared 
in  the  Gallery.  So  far  as  my  powers  go, 
I  shall  endeavour  to  prevent  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  discussion  of  this  Bill  in 
Committee  while  this  young  gentleman 
remains  in  that  portion  of  the  House 
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reserved  to  Members,  and  takes  no  sub- 
ordinate place. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (^Mr,  Gray.) 

Major  O'GORMAN  :  I  want  to  ask 
a  question  which  will  require  a  simple 
answer  only.  Sir,  is  any  Member  of 
this  House,  including  Mr.  Speaker,  pri- 
vileged to  seat  in  this  House — in  the 
very  body  of  this  House — a  stranger  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN :  The  question  can 
be  easily  answered.  No  Member  of  this 
House,  including  Mr.  Speaker,  has  any 
power  of  seating  a  stranger  in  the  body 
of  the  House.  But  the  person  to  whom 
the  hon.  Member  refers  is  an  official  of 
the  House,  and  is  charged,  in  perform- 
ance of  his  duty,  to  take  a  place  in 
some  part  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN:  May  I  suggest 
that  there  are  parts  of  the  House  set 
apart  for  Members,  and  that  there  are 
other  parts  from  which  they  cannot 
speak  or  vote,  and  that  it  is  to  the 
former  portion  that  this  gentleman  has 
access.  I  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tipperary  to  withdraw  his  Motion  on 
that  ground.  I  think  we  can  better  ac- 
complish the  object  we  have  in  view, 
and  save  ourselves  from  misconception, 
if  we  adopt  the  course  of  raising  this 
matter  as  a  question  of  Privilege ;  but 
I  give  fair  Notice  that  I  shall  spy 
strangers  in  the  Gallery  so  long  as  this 
young  gentleman  remains. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  Hon.  Members 
have  not  touched  upon  one  side  of  this 
question,  for  it  should  be  remembered 
that  this  person  is  not  a  stranger.  With 
great  deference  to  your  ruling.  Sir,  I 
believe  the  officers  of  the  House  stand 
either  below  the  Chair  or  in  the 
Stranger's  Gallery;  they  might  find 
places  amongst  the  gentlemen  of  the 
Press,  and  I  do  not  know  why  they 
might  not  shelter  themselves  in  a  still 
more  sacred  precinct.  But  we  object, 
Sir,  to  this  sort  of  reporter  being  placed 
in  the  seats  of  hon.  Members.  Any  hon. 
Member  who  chose  might  take  his  seat 
in  the  Gallery,  and  those  seats  should 
not  be  occupied  by  officials  of  this 
House.  If  this  man  is  still  in  the 
House,  we  do  consider,  Sir,  taking  the 
views  we  do,  that  there  is  very  scant 
courtesy  being  shown  to  Members  of 
this  House.  Wo  are  perfectly  desirous 
of  proceeding  with  Business ;  but  after 
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the  excitement  that  has  evidently  been 
raised  on  this  subject,  I  do  think  that  it 
is  surprising  to  find  this  person  still 
taking  notes  of  our  proceedings.  There 
are  two  sorts  of  reports — a  fair  official 
report,  taken  at  the  Table  of  the  House, 
and  the  reports  of  the  Press ;  but  we  do 
object  to  this  amateur  sort  of  reporting. 
I  fully  sympathize  with  the  position 
taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tippe- 
rary ;  and  I  do  not  think  he  would  be 
doing  his  duty  unless  he  persisted  in  his 
Motion. 

Me.  WHITBREAD  :  I  wish  to  suggest 
to  hon.  Members  that  we  should  upliold 
our  dignity  in  approaching  this  ques- 
tion by  treating  it  in  a  calm  and  formal 
manner  after  fair  Notice.  The  course 
of  spying  strangers  may  be  open  to  some 
misconception  out-of-doors,  if  adopted  by 
hon.  Members.  The  part  of  the  House 
to  which  reference  has  been  made  has, 
within  my  knowledge,  been  often  used 
by  officials  of  this  House.  I  can  call  to 
mind  having  seen  the  Chaplain  and  a 
number  of  Clerks  sitting  there ;  and  I 
think,  so  far  as  I  can  see,  we  should  not 
mix  up  any  question  of  this  sort  with  a 
really  secondary  consideration.  As  far 
as  my  experience  goes,  a  Clerk  of  the 
House  would  be  perfectly  in  Order  in 
being  there,  so  long  as  no  inconvenience 
was  caused  to  hon.  Members.  That  being 
the  case,  and  considering  the  heated  cha- 
racter of  this  discussion,  would  it  not  be 
better  for  hon.  Members  who  wish  to 
impugn  the  action  of  the  highest  autho- 
rity of  this  House  to  do  so  in  a  calm 
and  temperate  manner,  after  we  have 
had  time  to  consider  the  precedents  ?  I 
do  think  that  hon.  Members  would  con- 
sult our  dignity,  if  they  would  allow  us 
to  proceed  with  the  Business  before  us. 
There  is  no  question  of  reporting  our 
speeches  outside,  or  of  any  communica- 
tions being  made  to  strangers.  The 
question  is  entirely  one  of  Privilege,  and 
we  ought  to  discuss  it  in  a  proper  spirit. 

Mr.  call  AN:  We  all  cordially  agree 
with  the  advice  addressed  to  us  by  one 
whom  we  so  much  respect,  and  who  is 
such  an  authority  in  this  House  as  the 
hon.  Member  who  has  just  spoken.  I 
think  it  has  been  assumed  that  it  is  a 
mistake  to  bring  this  matter  forward  in 
the  manner  it  has  been  without  previous 
Notice  to  Mr.  Speaker.  I  had  intended 
to  give  private  Notice  of  it ;  but,  Sir,  as 
attention  has  now  been  called  to  the 
matter,  I  hope  that  no  hon.  Member  will 
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espy  strangers,  but  will  allow  our  pro- 
ceedings to  be  reported.  If  strangers 
were  spied,  we  should  be  sitting  here 
in  camera — a  mode  of  procedure  we  so 
strongly  objected  to  yesterday  in  the 
ease  of  even  a  small  Clonunittee.  I  hope 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Bedford  (Mr. 
Whitbread)  will,  however,  use  his  in- 
fluence to  endeavour  to  obtain  a  dis- 
eontinuance  of  this  objectionable  prac- 
tice as  to  this  young  person.  It  is  a 
small  concession,  and  so  eminently  one 
of  good  feeling  towards  Members  of  this 
House,  that  I  think  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  should  rise  in  his  place 
and  add  the  influence  of  his  position  to 
ours,  and  join  in  the  suggestion  which 
has  been  made,  that  this  objectioi^able 
practice  should  be  discontinued  pending 
the  decision  of  the  House. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  I  do  not 
want  to  take  the  responsibility  of  in- 
itiating these  proceedings.  The  know- 
ledge of  Parliamentary  procedure  shown 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Farnell)  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  and  other 
hon.  Members,  do  not  make  me  disposed 
to  take  the  initiative. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  Though  I  suggested  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  that  he  should 
withdraw  his  Motion  to  report  Progress, 
in  order  that  we  might  proceed  to  Busi- 
ness, pending  the  decision  of  the 
House  to-morrow  upon  the  point,  yet  I 
will  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  to  persist  in  his  Motion  to 
report  Progress,  even  at  the  risk  of 
delaying  important  Business,  if  the 
practice,  which  we  cannot  but  regard  as 
anything  else  than  an  attempt  at  ter- 
rorism, is  persisted  in. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  word  "  ter- 
rorism," used  by  the  hon.  Member,  is 
entirely  out  of  Order,  as  applied  to  the 
conduct  of  any  hon.  Member  of  this 
House. 

Mb.  CALLAN  :  I  stated  that  it  would 
be  regarded  as  an  attempt  at  ter- 
rorism. 

The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
that  the  hon.  Member  must  withdraw 
the  expression. 

Mb.  CALLAN :  I  withdraw  it ;  but  I 
do  feel  that  the  person  in  the  Gallery, 
spying  on  my  proceedings  here  under 
exceptional  circumstances,  is  a  proceed- 
ing that  certainly  must  influence  me, 
and  exercise  a  deterrent  influence  upon 
me  in  my  place  here. 


Mr.  DILLWYN  :  I  now  rise  re- 
spectfully to  appeal  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  whether  it  would  not  be 
desirable  that  he  should  suggest  to  the 
highest  authority  of  the  House  that 
this  person  should  be  withdrawn  from 
the  Gallery  until  such  a  time  as  the 
House  should  arrive  at  a  decision  upon 
the  matter  ?  What  is  the  position  in 
which  we  are  now  placed  r  Circum- 
stances have  taken  place,  and  the  action 
of  the  highest  authority  of  the  House 
has  been  called  in  question.  I  am  not 
going  to  state  my  own  opinion — we  shall 
all  have  an  opportunity  of  diecussing 
the  matter  at  the  time  to  which  it  has 
been  postponed.  The  question  of  Privi- 
lege lias  been  raised,  and  it  is  agreed 
now  that  it  shall  come  on  to-morrow. 
Pending  that  discussion,  is  it  desirable 
that  the  proceeding  in  question  shall  go 
on  ?  Whether  right  or  wrong,  it  is  a 
question  affecting  the  Privileges  of  this 
House — a  very  serious  and  large  ques- 
tion— which  I  do  not  wish  to  express 
any  opinion  upon  now.  It  may  prove  a 
very  serious  matter  to  call  in  question 
the  action  of  the  highest  authority  of 
this  House  ;  and  the  question  is  one  of 
such  a  serious  nature  that  it  is  upon  all 
hands  agreed  that  we  shall  be  acting 
rightly  in  postponing  it  until  to-morrow. 
Will  it  not  be  better — as  there  can  be  no 
great  object  in  continuing  the  services  of 
this  person — that  the  practice  should  be 
discontinued  in  the  meantime?  I  will 
venture  to  suggest  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  he  would  facilitate 
the  proceedings  of  the  House,  which  we 
all  wish  to  do,  if  ho  will  lend  the  great 
weight  of  his  influence  to  the  suggestion 
which  has  been  made  that  this  practice 
should  be  discontinued. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  do  not  see,  Sir,  in  what  way 
I  can  interpose  in  this  matter.  The 
question  which  has  been  raised  was 
originally  addressed  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  Mr.  Speaker  informed  the  House 
that  the  gentleman  who  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  Gallery  was  acting  under 
his  orders,  and  that  he  was  employed  in 
taking  certain  notes  for  the  private  in- 
formation of  Mr.  Speaker  himself.  It 
has  been  known,  apparently,  for  some 
time,  that  this  practice  has  been  going 
on  ;  because  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
dalk  (Mr.  Callan)  called  attention  to  the 
circumstance  by  a  Question,  and  had 
communications  with  Mr.  Speaker  on  the 
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subject.  Mr.  Speaker  has  told  us  that 
he  considers  that  he  has  authority  to 
employ  this  gentleman  in  the  way  in 
which  he  has  been  employed.  It  is,  as 
I  understand,  the  intention  of  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  to  bring  forward  a  Motion  to 
the  effect  that  Mr.  Speaker  ought  not  to 
take  that  course,  and  when  the  time 
comes — as  it  will  to-morrow — for  that 
Motion  to  be  made,  it  will  be  made  and 
discussed.  At  the  present  moment, 
however,  we  are  quite  incompetent — 
and  I  do  not  think  that  it  would  be 
courteous — to  call  back  Mr.  Speaker  to 
make  this  proposal  to  him.  As  to 
making  such  a  suggestion  privately ,  I 
must  altogether  decline  to  do  so ;  for  to 
take  such  a  course  would  be  to  commit 
an  imprudence.  If  hon.  Gentlemen 
think  it  necessary  to  divide  the  Com- 
mittee upon  the  question  of  reporting 
Progress  they  can  do  so,  and  it  will 
then  be  seen  whether  the  Committee  de- 
sire that  Progress  should  or  should  not 
be  reported.  I  venture  to  submit  that 
hon.  Members  are  entirely  out  of  Order 
in  discussing  now  the  details  of  the 
matter  of  which  I  have  been  speaking. 

Mb.  GRAY:  I  wish  to  substitute  a 
Motion,  which  I  will  read  to  the  House, 
for  the  one  which  I  have  already 
moved.    It  is — 

"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,  in  order  to  report  to  the 
House  that  an  Ofiieial  of  the  House  is  engaged 
in  taking  notes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee, without  the  authority  of  the  House  or  of 
the  Committee»  from  a  place  reserved  for  Mem- 
bers of  the  HouSOi  &i^d  that,  in  consequence,  the 
Proceedings  of  the  Committee  are  interfered 
with." 

A  great  breach  of  Privilege  has  been 
committed ;  and  it  is  desirable  that  a 
Member  should  not  be  liable  to  mis- 
representation in  discharging  what  he 
considers  to  be  his  duty.  I  think  there 
has  been  a  certain  amount  of  mis- 
understanding on  this  matter;  it  is  my 
belief  that  it  was  agreed  on  all  sides 
that  it  was  a  great  inconvenience  for  the 
matter  to  be  raised  now,  and  that  it 
would  be  better  raised  to-morrow.  I, 
for  one,  understood  that,  in  the  mean- 
time, the  objectionable  practice  would  be 
discontinued.  I  find,  however,  that  I 
am  mistaken  in  that  belief;  and  I  am 
now  desirous  of  placing  upon  the  records 
of  the  House  the  fact  that  one  Member 
of  this  House,  at  least,  objects  to  the 
transaction  as  a  breach  of  Privilege. 

Tli^  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  propose  to  substitute  this  for 
his  former  Motion  ? 

Mb.  GEAY  :  Yes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  the  Chainnan  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,  in  order  to  report  to  the 
House  that  an  Official  of  the  House  is  engaged 
in  taking  notes  of  the  Proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee,  without  the  authority  of  the  House  or  of 
the  Committee,  from  a  place  reserved  for  Mem- 
bers of  the  House,  and  that,  in  consequence,  the 
Proceedings  of  the  Committee  are  interfered 
with."~(ifr.  Gray.) 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  While  I  origi- 
nally agreed  with  the  Motion  for  simply 
reporting  Progress,  as  a  protest  against 
the  continuance  of  this  proceeding,  I 
cannot  agree  to  the  Motion  which  has 
been  now  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary,  for  I  think  that  Motion  dis- 
tinctly commits  the  Committee  to  the 
re-opening  of  the  whole  question  which 
we  have  been  considering,  and  upon 
which  both  sides  are  agreed  that  the 
consideration  should  be  reserved  until 
to-morrow.  Although  I  was  in  favour 
of  reporting  Progress,  in  order  to  call 
attention  to  the  continuance  of  this  pro- 
ceeding, I  am  not  in  favour  of  any  fur- 
ther step  tending  regularly  to  re-open 
this  question.  I  shall,  therefore,  suggest 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  that, 
in  deference  to  the  views  such  as  we  have 
just  heard  from  one  of  the  most  respected 
Members  of  this  House,  he  should  not 
persist  in  his  protest  against  the  continued 
presence  of  this  person,  but  should  let 
us  go  on  with  the  Bill  for  the  rest  of  the 
evening.  I  think,  however,  that  it  is 
not  courteous  to  continue  this  proceeding 
to  which  objection  has  been  taken  when 
so  much  has  been  said  with  regard  to  it. 
But  if  it  is  continued,  we  must  do  our 
best  to  put  up  with  the  inconvenience 
and  proceed  with  the  discussion. 

Major  O'GOEMAN  :  I  wish  to  say 
one  or  two  words  in  defence  of  this  un- 
fortunate official  who  now  remains  in 
this  House  taking  notes.  It  is  his  duty 
— he  is  here  by  the  order  of  the  Speaker; 
and  he  cannot  retire  without  orders. 
But  I  must  say  this — that  it  is  disre- 
spectful to  the  House  on  the  part  of  the 
Speaker,  and  after  what  has  taken 
place,  not  to  remove  this  person  from 
the  Gallery. 

Mr.  O'CONNOK  POWER :  If  I  may 
make  a  suggestion  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tipperary  it  is  that  he  should  allow 
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his  Motion  to  be  negatived.  If  he  allows 
his  Motion  to  be  negatived  without  going 
to  a  Division,  his  protest  will  be  recorded, 
and  will  appear  upon  the  Journals  of 
the  House,  and  that  will  be  sufficient. 

Mr.  PARNELL.  :    I  think  that  the 
course  taken  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  all 
through  the  proceedings  has  been  un- 
foitunate.      If    he   had  agreed  at  the 
conunencement  to  allow  Progress  to  be 
reported,  we  should  have  had  the  ques- 
tion decided   a  whole  hour  ago,  and  we 
should  now  have  been  proceeding  with 
the  clauses  of  the  Bill.    As  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  deliberately 
wasted  public  time — an  observation  very 
frequently  applied  to  us — we  can  only 
make  the  best  of  a  bad  business,  and 
after  the  protest — the  very  proper  pro- 
test— of  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
has  been  placed  on  record,  I  think  we 
shall  have  to  submit  for  the  rest  of  the 
evening  to  the  inconvenience  of  the  un- 
authorized presence  of  this  gentleman  in 
the  Gallery.     If  we  are  to  be  afforded 
an  opportunity  to-morrow  of  discussing 
the  whole  question,  I  think,  under  all 
the  circumstances  pf  the  case,  we  may 
allow  the  Motion  to  be  negatived,  and 
proceed  to  discuss  the  clauses  of  the 
BiU. 

Me,  call  an  :  The  Government 
have  not  acceded  to  the  course  which  we 
have  suggested,  and  I  cannot  but  think 
that  the  silence  of  the  Government  shows 
some  kind  of  complicity  on  their  part 
in  this  objectionable  course  of  procedure. 
There  are  rumours  afloat  as  to  the  use 
which  has  already  been  made  of  the 
notes  taken  up  to  this  time.  It  is 
rumoured — and  I  wish  to  give  public 
notice  of  the  rumour,  in  order  that,  if 
not  true,  it  may  to-morrow  receive  a  full 
and  ample  contradiction  —  that  the 
superior  authorities  of  this  House,  other 
than  Mr.  Speaker,  have  met  and  con- 
sidered, and  that  a  form  of  indictment 
has  been  drafted  recording:  the  number 
of  times  certain  hon.  Members  have 
spoken,  and  stating  that  their  conduct 
amounted  to  obstruction  of  the  Business 
of  the  House — a  course  which  is  in  con- 
travention of  the  ruling  of  Mr.  Speaker 
two  years  ago.  It  is  also  rumoured— I 
villnot  say  Mr.  Speaker,  butthat  the  high 
officials  of  this  House  have  made  use  of 
these  notes — I  will  not  say  that  they 
conspired,  but  they  have  met  together 
uid  oonBalted  as  to  how  they  can  best 


utilize  the  information  which  they  have 
obtained  from  the  livSts  that  have  been 
made,  and  that  the  form  of  the  indict- 
ment has  been  already  drawn  up  for  the 
purpose  of  being  utilized,  if  occasion 
shall  arise.  There  is  also  a  rumour  that 
the  Government  have  complicity  in  these 
proceedings,  and  also  that  the  superior 
officialsof  the  House  have  already  utilized 
the  information  for  the  purpose  of  entrap- 
ping Irish  Members  into  some  breach  of 
Order.  Unless  contradicted  to-morrow, 
I  think  these  rumours  may  be  taken  as 
facts. 

Major  NOLAN  :  As  this  practice 
will  probably  go  on  until  Mr.  Speaker 
takes  the  Chair  to-morrow,  I  should  like 
the  Committee  to  know  what  is  really 
being  done.  I  have  made  it  my  busi- 
ness for  the  last  half-hour — being  at 
liberty  to  go  to  what  part  of  the  House 
I  like — to  sit  next  the  official  who  is 
engaged  in  taking  notes,  and  to  observe 
the  manner  in  which  he  takes  them.  It 
seemed  to  me  that  his  proceeding  was  an 
entirely  novel  one.  I  saw  it  stated  in 
the  Press  the  other  dav  that  certain 
Members  had  spoken  so  many  times,  and 
I  certainly  was  surprised  to  find  that  I 
was  credited  with  having  spoken  18 
times;  but  now  I  have  seen  how  the 
notes  are  taken  I  can  understand  the 
matter.  If,  for  example,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Moath  got  up  to  address  the 
Committee  he  was  credited  with  speaking 
once.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo 
got  up  to  interrupt  him  for  a  moment 
and  he  got  up  again,  being  still  in  pos- 
session of  the  Committee,  this  was 
marked  down  as  a  second  speech.  You 
fc5ir,  will  perhaps  then  call  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  to  Order,  and  the  hon. 
Member  explains.  This  is  put  down  for 
a  third  speech,  and  so  it  goes  on.  I 
think  it  necessary  to  point  this  out ;  be- 
cause, when  we  are  discussing  this  matter 
to-morrow,  it  is  well  that  we  should  know 
the  system  upon  which  these  notes  have 
been  taken  for  some  time.  I  do  not 
consider  that  the  system  upon  which  they 
are  taken  is  a  candid  one.  It  is  not  a 
nice  thing  to  have  to  go  and  sit  next  an 
official  of  the  House  to  observe  what  he 
is  doing.  I  have  not  the  slightest  fault 
to  find  with  the  official  who  was  taking 
the  notes,  and  who  was,  no  doubt,  strictly 
obeying  orders ;  but  the  whole  circum- 
stances are  unpleasant.  I  have,  to  the 
best  of  my  ability,  informed  the  Com- 
mittee of  what  I  believe  is  being  done. 
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It  is,  however,  a  very  miserable  tiling 
for  U8  to  have  to  go  into. 

Mr.  gray  :  I  do  not  wish  to  occupy 
the  time  of  the  Committee  unnecessarily, 
and  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  just  to 
take  a  Division  upon  my  Motion  unless 
the  Committee  should  desire  it.  If  my 
Motion  is  put  and  negatived  by  the 
Committee  it  will  go  upon  the  records  of 
the  House,  and  I  shall  be  quite  content. 
I  do  not  wish  to  trouble  the  Committee 
unnecessarily;  I  only  wish  to  place  a 
protest  on  this  matter  permanently  on 
the  records  of  the  House. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  I  am  much  obliged 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal- 
way  for  the  information  which  he  has 
given  us  as  to  the  manner  in  which  these 
notes  are  being  taken.  After  what  we  have 
heard  from  him,  the  Committee  must 
not  feel  surprised  if  my  speeches  should 
be  considerably  longer  while  this  person 
remains  in  the  Gallery  than  they  have 
been  up  to  the  present  time.  Hitherto, 
I  have  been  in  the  habit  of  endeavouring 
to  compress  my  observations  as  much  as 
possible.  But  the  habit  of  compressing 
observations  is,  unfortunately,  attended 
with  this  disadvantage — that  you  are 
liable  to  omit  some  things  that  you  re- 
quire to  say,  and  which  you  are  obliged 
to  say  afterwards,  in  answer  to  some  false 
argument  brought  forward  by  the  other 
side.  Henceforward,  I  shall  answer  all 
arguments  that  may  be  advanced  against 
my  contention,  so  that  there  shall  be  no 
reason  for  my  speaking  a  second  time, 
and  making  myself  liable  to  a  charge 
which,  I  suppose,  will  be  brought 
against  me  in  what  I  must  call  a  most 
un-English  fashion. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  To-morrow  we  shall 
discuss  this  matter  as  a  question  of 
Privilege.  I  hope  that  these  notes  will 
not  be  used  to-morrow,  but  that  they 
will  be  left  with  the  Librarian  for  our 
inspection.  We  ask  for  an  inspection 
of  the  notes  taken  officially  by  one  of 
our  paid  officials  for  the  use  of  the 
House.  Are  we  to  have  the  Star  Chamber 
back  again  ?  Are  Irish  Members  to  be 
prevented  from  seeing  the  official  notes 
taken  by  the  direction  of  the  Speaker — by 
the  paid  officials  of  the  House  ?  But  I 
will  not  further  discuss  the  question  now. 
for  I  am  quite  certain  that  my  sugges- 
tion will  be  sufficient  to  cause  these 
things,  like  the  cat-o'-nine-tails — and 
these  things  are  a  moral  cat-o'-nine- 
tails— to    be    produced.      The    cat-o'- 
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nine-tails  were  left  with  the  Sergeant- 
at-Arms  for  our  inspection,  and  I  ask 
that  this  moral  cat  also  shall  be  left 
with  the  officers  of  the  House  for  our 
inspection. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN :  I  have  listened 
with  pain  to  the  statement  made  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal  way 
(Major  Nolan) ;  and  I  can  only  say  that 
if  such  a  statement  had  been  made  in 
the  House  of  Commons  in  the  days  of 
Pym  and  Hampden,  I  know  who  would 
be  in  the  Tower  on  the  morrow  morning. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present, 

Ma.  DILLWYN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain) had  asked  a  question  with 
regard  to  a  matter  upon  which  it  would 
be  satisfactory  that  the  Government 
should  give  an  assurance.  He  asked 
whether,  in  case  the  Indian  Articles  of 
War  should  be  foimd  more  stringent 
than  this  Bill,  the  Government  would 
use  its  influence  with  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment in  order  to  modify  them  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY  could  not  answer 
the  question  at  the  present  moment. 
At  the  same  time,  he  had  no  doubt  that 
after  his  right  hon.  Friend  had  inquired 
into  the  matter  he  would  give  such 
directions 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  he  had  the 
authority  of  the  hon.  Member  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Mr.  PAENELL  remarked,  that  this 
question  had  been  before  the  House  on 
a  previous  occasion,  and  the  hope  was 
held  out  that  the  Government  would 
place  the  Indian  Mutiny  Act  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House,  so  that  they  might 
really  know  what  it  was. 

Colonel  STANLEY:  It  is  in  the 
Library. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  it  had  not  been 
distributed  to  hon.  Members.  It  was 
only  right  that  the  Act  should  be  laid 
on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Amendment  {Mr,  Chamberlain),  by 
leave,  withdrawn. 

Colonel  STANLEY,  in  the  absence 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford,  begged  to  move  the  Amendment 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice — namely, 
in  page  92,  line  32,  at  end,  to  add — 
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"(8.)  Any  person,  not  otherwise  subject  to 
military  law,  accompanying  a  force  on  active 
flervioe,  who  »haU  hold  from  the  commanding 
officer  of  snch  force  a  pass  revocable  at  the 
pleasure  of  such  commanding  officer  entitling 
each  person  to  be  treated  on  the  footing  of  an 
officer." 

Mr.  PABNELL  hoped  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  would  haye  the 
Idndness  to  inform  the  Committee  who 
the  persons  were  to  whom  the  clause 
would  apply,  and  what  the  exact  posi- 
tion was  which  it  was  intended  they 
should  occupy  ? 

CoLoxEL   STANLEY  said,  he  could 
not  tell  the  hon.  Gentleman  exactly  who 
all  the  persons  might  be  to  whom  the 
dause  would  be  applicable.     The  ques- 
tion was  one  which  had,  on  a  recent 
occasion,  been  the  subject  of  discussion 
for  several  hours,  and  the  Amendment 
▼hich   he  proposed  was  the  result  of 
that  discussion.     The  clause  would  cover 
such  cases  as  those  of  newspaper  corre- 
spondents or  photographers  accompany- 
ing the  Army.     Persons  of  a  superior 
class  would  be  treated  on  the  same  foot- 
ing as  officers,  while  others  would  be 
placed  on  the  footing  of  private  soldiers. 
Mr.   PAENELL    said,   he    did    not 
think  the  explanation  of  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  was  at  all  satis- 
factory.    It  was  now  proposed  to  make 
a  change  in  the  law  which,  in  his  opi- 
nion, it  was  by  no  means  advisable  to 
introduce.      Newspaper  correspondents 
were  not  placed  under  the  operation  of 
martial  law  either  by  the  provisions  of 
the  old  Mutiny  Act  or  the  Articles  of 
War,  and  he  objected  to  the  alteration 
as  aflfecting  them  to   which  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  asked  the 
Committee   to   assent.      He  should  be 
glad  to  see  the  position  of  newspaper 
correspondents  with  the  Army  improved; 
but  he  did  not  think  the  Amendment 
would  effect  that  object,  and  he  should 
deem  it  to  be  his  duty  to  take  a  Division 
upon  it.     He  should  like  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  whe- 
ther newspaper   correspondents  accom- 
panying the  Army  in  the  field  were  now 
subject  to  military  law  ? 

CoLoiTEL  STANLEY  replied,  that  they 
did  not  come  under  the  operation  of  the 
Mutiny  Act,  but  that  they  were  liable  to 
be  governed  by  the  law  of  the  camp. 
All,  he  might  add,  that  it  was  sought  to 
do  by  the  Amendment  was  to  place  them 
Wider  the  protection  of  military  law, 
^  to  give  them  a  recognized  position. 


Sir  AETHUE  HAYTEE  pointed 
out  that  the  Amendment  would  not  only 
give  those  to  whom  it  related  a  recog- 
nized position,  but  that  it  would  enable 
them  to  draw  rations  and  forage  as  offi- 
cers. Under  these  circumstances,  news- 
paper correspondents  ought  to  be  placed 
under  the  operation  of  military  law. 
He  should  like,  however,  to  ask  whe- 
ther the  case  of  newspaper  correspon- 
dents accompanying  the  Army  did  not 
come  within  the  scope  of  sub -section  11 
in  the  next  clause  ? 

Mr.  PAENELL,  having  referred  to 
the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  that  newspaper  correspondents 
were  now  liable  to  be  governed  by  the 
law  of  the  camp,  expressed  a  wish  to 
know  what  that  law  was  ?  Were  they 
under  the  jurisdiction  of  the  provost 
marshal  ?  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  seemed  to  say  so ;  but  he 
would  submit  to  the  Committee  that 
neither  under  the  Mutiny  Act  nor  any 
other  Act  was  a  newspaper  correspon- 
dent with  the  Army  subject  to  the  provost 
marshal.  When  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  spoke  of  the  law  of  the 
camp,  did  he  mean  that  newspaper  cor- 
respondents might  be  tried  by  the 
provost  marshal?  If  so,  he  could  only 
say  that  he  doubted  the  accuracy  of  such 
a  statement  exceedingly.  It  had  no 
foundation  in  either  the  Articles  of  War 
or  the  Mutiny  Act.  It  appeared  to  him 
to  be  simply  an  invention  of  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order!  The 
hon.  Member  is  not  entitled  to  speak 
of  a  statement  made  by  any  other 
Member  of  the  HoUvse  as  an  invention. 
I  must  call  upon  the  hon.  Member  to 
withdraw  that  expression. 

Mr.  PAENELL  :  Certainly.  His 
object  was  merely  to  direct  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  to  the  ingenuity  of 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
and  he  did  not  intend  to  use  the  word 
'*  invention  "  in  any  offensive  sense.  He 
was  under  the  impression  that  it  was  a 
very  harmless  phrase ;  and  he  would 
point  out  that  there  had  been  a  recent 
ruling  from  the  Chair  which,  in  his 
opinion,  would,  if  strictly  acted  upon, 
very  much  limit  the  freedom  of  discus- 
sion. 

The  CHAIEMAN:  Order,  order! 
The  expression  which  I  called  upon  the 
hon.  Member  to  withdraw  was  one  in 
which  he   attributed  invention  to   the 
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right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  as  applied 
to  a  statement  made  by  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  in  this  House. 
The  hon.  Member,  in  using  such  an 
expression,  appeared  to  me  to  be  cast- 
ing an  imputation  on  the  good  faith 
and  honour  of  another  Member  of 
this  House,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War.  [Mr.  Parnell  :  Absurd.]  The 
hon.  Member  then  proceeded  to  com- 
ment on  the  ruling  of  the  Chair,  and  to 
put  upon  the  words  which  he  used  some 
exceedingly  remote  and  far-fetched 
interpretation.  I  must  say  that  the  hon. 
Member  seems  to  me  to  be  trifling  with 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  PARNELL:  I  altogether  deny 
that  you  are  entitled  to  put  such  a  con- 
struction on  anything  that  I  have  said. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  rose  to 
Order.  He  wished  to  ask  the  Chairman 
whether,  if  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
disputed  the  correctness  of  his  ruling,  it 
would  not  be  necessary,  if  the  matter 
was  to  be  discussed,  to  have  the  Speaker 
in  the  Chair. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  expression 
used  by  the  hon.  Member  to  which  I 
called  his  attention  was  not  in  Order, 
and  he  has  no  right  to  dispute  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair  in  the  matter.  He 
is  out  of  Order  in  doing  so. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  had  done 
nothing  of  the  kind,  and  contended  that 
the  noble  Lord  the  Postmaster  General 
had  not  the  slightest  ground  for  stating 
that  he  had  disputed  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair;  for  the  moment  the  Chairman 
called  upon  him  to  withdraw  the  word 
to  which  he  objected  he  did  so.  Really, 
before  a  Member  raised  a  preposterous 
point  of  Order  he  ought  to  oe  sure  that 
he  was  acquainted  with  the  facts  of  the 
case,  and  ought  to  be  able  to  substan- 
tiate the  charge  which  he  made.  He 
(Mr.  Parnell)  had  cast  no  imputation 
whatever  on  the  good  faith  or  honour  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  ;  and,  at 
the  request  of  the  Chairman,  he  had  at 
once  withdrawn  the  allegation  with  re- 
spect to  invention  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  be- 
cause the  Chairman  was  of  opinion  that 
the  word  which  was  used  was  un-Parlia- 
mentary.  He  altogether  denied,  how- 
ever, that  the  phrase  was  intended  to  be 
of  an  oflPensive  character.  Certainly  not. 
He  should  be  very  sorry  to  use  any  ex- 
pression of  that  kind  with  regard  to  the 
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right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.  He 
had  been  a  witness,  a  constant  witness — 
a  more  constant  witness,  at  all  events, 
than,  perhaps,  any  other  Member  of  the 
House  during  the  last  two  months — of 
the  courtesy,  kindness,  and  forbearance 
of  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and 
he  should  very  much  regret  making  any 
imputation  against  him.  But  he  felt  he 
must  say  he  was  excessively  indignant 
that  one  of  the  Colleagues  who  sat  by  the 
side  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman, who  was  so  rarely  in  the  House 
as  not  to  be  in  a  position  to  form  a  just 
opinion  on  the  bearing  of  any  of  its 
Members,  and  who  had  no  knowledge 
whatever  of  the  Bill  under  discussion, 
should  obtrude  himself,  as  the  noble 
Lord  had  done,  on  a  point  of  Order 
which  he  had  no  justification  for  raising. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
must  again  rise  to  Order.  The  point  to 
which  he  had  called  attention  had  been 
ruled  by  the  Chairman  against  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath;  and  he  wished  to 
ask  the  Chairman  whether,  in  his 
opinion,  the  hon.  Member  was  justified 
in  contesting  that  ruling?  The  hon. 
Member,  he  submitted,  was  out  of  Order 
in  doing  so. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  had  not 
contested  the  ruling  of  the  Chair.  He 
begged  distinctly  to  deny  that  he  had 
done  anything  of  the  kind. 

Mr.  J.  BROWN  rose  to  Order.  He 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  was 
out  of  Order  in  making  any  further  re- 
marks on  the  point.  He  might  add  that 
he  had  distinctly  heard  the  hon.  Member 
use  the  word  ** absurd''  while  the  Chair- 
man was  giving  his  decision. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Does  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  wish  again  to  address 
the  Committee  ? 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  would  not 
trifle  with  the  time  of  the  Committee  by 
continuing  so  absurd  a  discussion. 

The  CHAIRMAN :  I  have  to  state, 
in  answer  to  the  noble  Lord  the  Post- 
master General,  who  addressed  a  ques- 
tion to  me  on  a  point  of  Order,  that  it 
appears  to  me  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  was  certainly  out  of  Order  in  con- 
testing the  decision  of  the  Chair,  and 
denying  the  justice  of  its  ruling  as  to  the 
un-Parliamentary  character  of  the  expres- 
sion which  he  used. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  he  desired  to  make 
a  few  remarks  on  the  Amendment,  as  he 
supposed  the  point  of  Order  which  had 
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been  raised  might  now  be  regarded  as 
having  been  disposed  of.  He  could  not 
help  thinking  that  it  was  very  undesir- 
able that  persons  who  accompanied  the 
Army  as  representatives  of  the  Press, 
for  the  purpose  of  giving  what  they  be- 
lieTed  to  be  a  fair  and  correct  report  of 
what  they  saw,  should  be  subject  to  the 
operation  of  military  law.  It  was  per- 
fectly reason  able,  of  course,  that  such 
persons  should  be  required  to  conform, 
as  far  as  possible,  to  the  conduct  which 
▼asexpected  from  officers  and  gentlemen, 
and  that  the  commanding  officer  should 
have  the  power  of  removing  them  from 
the  camp  if  they  were  guilty  of  any 
transgression  which  rendered  such  a 
course  expedient.  That  was  the  course 
which  had  recently  been  taken  by  Gene- 
ral Boberts  in  ^ghanistan  in  the  case 
of  a  correspondent  for  pursuing  a  line  of 
eonduct  to  which  he  objected.  For  his 
own  part,  he  thought  there  was  consider- 
able inconvenience  in  allowing  irrespon- 
sible persons  to  be  with  the  Army  at 
all;  and  the  justice  of  that  view  was 
bome  out  by  what  had  occurred  in  the  in- 
stance of  the  Prince  Imperial.  But  it 
was  absurd  that  the  agent  of  a  London, 
or  any  other  newspaper,  should  be  sub- 
jected to  military  law  in  the  way  in  which 
was  proposed. 

Ma.  rARNELL  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  Committee  that  the  Amendment, 
if  agreed  to,  would  make  a  decided  altera- 
tion in  the  existing  law.  Newspaper 
correspondents  accompanying  the  Army 
had  never  hitherto  been  put  under  any 
description  of  military  law.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  talked  about  the 
role  of  the  camp  ;  but  he  must  be  aware 
that  it  was  a  rule  which  was  never  en- 
forced, in  the  way  that  it  could  be, 
against  the  correspondents  of  the  news- 
papers. The  Amendment,  in  fact,  was 
nothing  more  or  less  than  an  attempt 
to  place  a  bit  in  the  mouth  of  news- 
paper correspondents,  and  to  keep  them 
under  the  control  of  the  military  autho- 
rities, 80  that  they  might  send  home  no 
intelligence  of  which  the  General  in 
command  did  not  approve,  and  which 
was  not  subjected  to  his  criticism  and 
alterations.  The  justice  of  that  view 
▼as  bome  out  by  what  had  been  done 
^  Afghanistan,  where  a  newspaper 
correspondent — ^who  refused  to  do  some- 
^ing,  for  not  doing  which  the  Com- 
mittee was  now   asked  to  subject  an 


offender  to  military  law — was  turned 
out  of  the  camp.  Well,  let  a  corre- 
spondent be  treated  in  that  way,  by  all 
means,  if  his  acts  were  of  such  a  kind 
as  to  prejudice  or  imperil  the  operations 
of  the  Army;  but  let  him  not  be  sub- 
jected to  a  code  of  law  which  it  was 
never  intended  should  be  applied  to  a 
person  occupying  his  position.  He 
should  like,  lor  a  moment,  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Committee  to  some  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  which  they 
were  asked  to  extend  to  the  case  of 
newspaper  correspondents,  under  the 
operation  of  military  law.  It  was  pro- 
vided, for  instance,  that  any  person 
subject  to  military  law  who  **  gives 
intelligence  to  the  enemy"  should  be 
liable,  on  conviction  by  a  court  martial, 
to  the  punishment  of  death  ;  that  was 
to  say,  that  if  a  newspaper  correspon- 
dent, in  the  discharge  of  his  duty, 
unwittingly  wrote  anything  which  was 
afterwards  published,  and  which,  in  the 
opinion  of  a  commanding  officer,  came 
within  the  definition  of  '^  intelligence 
to  the  enemy,''  the  correspondent  might 
have  sentence  of  death  pronounced 
upon  him.  Now,  that  he  could  not  help 
regarding  as  a  monstrous  proposal.  If 
it  were  deemed  to  be  necessary  that  a 
correspondent's  letters  should  be  in- 
spected before  they  left  the  camp,  there 
was  ample  power  to  exercise  that  super- 
vision over  them ;  but  that  a  corre- 
spondent should  be  made  liable  to  have 
the  penalty  of  death  inflicted  on  him, 
merely  because  he  happened  to  have 
written  something  in  one  of  his  letters 
which  might  be  held  by  a  court  martial 
to  be  in  the  nature  of  *' intelligence  to 
the  enemy,"  was  a  proposal  which  was 
perfectly  preposterous.  Again,  the  pro- 
vision of  the  Bill  that  any  person  subject 
to  military  law  who  '* knowingly"  did 
anything  calculated  **to  imperil  the 
success  of  Her  Majesty's  Forces,  or  any 
part  thereof,"  was  liable  to  be  put  to 
death,  would  also  apply  to  the  case  of 
newspaper  correspondents  if  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  Committee  were  agreed 
to;  and  the  question,  whether  the  Act 
complained  of  was  or  was  not  of  the 
nature  set  forth  in  the  Bill,  would  have 
to  be  determined  by  a  court  martial, 
who  would  have  the  power  of  deciding 
whether  the  letters  of  the  correspondent 
of  a  London  newspaper,  written  under 
circumstances  of  great  difficulty,  came 
under  the  operation  of  the  sub-section 
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whicli  contained  the  words  whicli  he 
had  just  quoted.  He  could  very  well 
imagine  that  a  court  martial  in  the 
field  might,  owing,  perhaps,  to  some 
spite  entertained  by  its  members  against 
a  particular  correspondent,  give  a  ver- 
dict in  such  a  case  of  which  they  might 
afterwards  have  cause  to  regret.  Clause 
4  of  the  Bill  also  provided  that  every 
person  subject  to  military  law, 

**  Who  treacherously  holds  correspondence 
with  or  gives  intelligence  to  the  enemy,  or 
treacherously  or  through  cowardice  sends  a  flag 
of  truce  to  the  enemy," 

should,  on  conviction  by  a  court  mar- 
tial, be  liable  to  suffer  penal  servitude. 
Now,  what,  he  would  ask,  was  the  voca- 
tion   of    a  newspaper    correspondent  ? 
His   vocation    was    to  furnish    intelli- 
gence to  the  public,  and  the  necessary 
consequence  of  the  publication  of  that 
intelligence  was  that  it  must  come  to  the 
knowledge  of  the  enemy.     In  these  days 
of  newspaper  enterprize,  anything  which 
appeared  in  a  newspaper,  or  anything 
which  was  sent  through  the  telegraph 
wires  by  a  correspondent,   must,  from 
the  very  nature  of  the  case,  be  intelli- 
gence  to  the   enemy ;    and  there   was 
nothing  said  in  the  Bill  as  to  the  mean- 
ing   which    was    to    be     attached    to 
the  word  *' intelligence.*'     It  was   ab- 
surd, on  the  face  of  it,  he  contended,  to 
subject  the  correspondents  of  newspapers, 
under   such  circumstances,   on   convic- 
tion, it  might  be  at  a  moment's  notice, 
to   the  punishment  of   death  or  penal 
servitude.     Even  Cetewayo,  he  had  seen 
it  stated,  had  all  the  Cape  newspapers 
at  his  camp,  or   kraal,  containing  the 
most  minute  intelligence  as  to  the  move- 
ments of  his  opponents.     Yet  the   in- 
telligence thus  supplied  might  be  twisted 
by   a    court  martial    into    intelligence 
given   to   the   enemy,    and    the    corre- 
spondent who  had  supplied  it  to  the 
newspaper  of  which  he  was  the  repre- 
sentative might  be  condemned  to  death 
for  an  act  which  he  had  done  in  the 
ordinary  discharge  of  his  duty.     Now, 
that  was  a  proposal  so  monstrous  that 
he    hoped    the    Committee  would  not 
tolerate  it  for  a  single  moment.     It  was 
sought    to    put    down,   in    black    and 
white,  a  provision  in  the  Bill  which 
would,  he  repeated,   make  a  complete 
change  in  the  law  as  it  now  stood,  and 
which  was  open  to  the  greatest  objec- 
tion.    The  right  hon.  and  gallant  6en- 

Mr.  Pamell 


tleraan  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
said  that  newspaper  correspondents 
accompanying  the  Army  were  at  pre- 
sent subject  to  the  ordinary  law  of  the 
camp  ;  but  nobody  knew  what  that  law 
was.  It  had  never  been  embodied  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  rarely  or 
never  been  enforced  against  any  of  those 
persons.  Of  course,  the  officer  in  com- 
mand had  the  power  of  turning  a  corre- 
spondent out  of  the  camp  ii  he  con- 
sidered that  he  had  done  something 
which  was  prejudicial  to  the  interests  of 
the  Army ;  but  no  correspondent  had 
ever  been  put  to  death  because  it  was 
supposed  he  had  furnished  intelligence 
to  the  enemy ;  and  there  was  nothing,  he 
might  add,  to  show  that  the  intelligence 
supplied  must  be  of  a  harmful  character, 
in  order  to  render  the  correspondent 
liable  to  be  so  punished.  It  was,  fur- 
ther, provided  in  Clause  5  of  the  BUI 
that  every  person  subject  to  military  law, 

"Who,  by  word  of  mouth  or  in  writing, 
spreads  reports  calculated  to  create  unnecessary 
alarm  or  despondency,'* 

should,  on  conviction  by  a  court  martial, 
be  liable  to  penal  servitude.     But  how 
often,    he    would  ask,   had  not  corre- 
spondents sent  reports  to  the  journals  in 
London,   or  elsewhere  throughout   the 
country,  which  were  calculated  to  create 
alarm  and  despondency  with  respect  to 
the  position  of  the  Army  ?     Did  it  not 
happen  that  letters  of  that  kind  were 
brought  by   almost  every  mail   which 
arrived  from    the    Cape  ?      Were  the 
authors  of  such  letters,  he  should  like 
to  know,  to  be  muzzled  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, and  to  be  placed  at  the  mercy 
of  a  court  martial  in  the  field?      The 
clause  was  not  limited  in  regard  to  time. 
Any  man  who,  six  months  previously, 
had  used    words   calculated   to   create 
alarm  or   despondency,  might  be  sen- 
tenced to  death.     There  were  a  variety 
of  other  offences  mentioned  in  the  clause, 
none  of  which  ought  to  entail  a  punish- 
ment of  this  kind.     The  Government, 
instead  of  seeking  by  this  section  to 
implicate     newspaper     correspondents, 
ought  to  bring  in  a  separate  Bill  relating 
to    newspaper   correspondents    in    the 
field  ;  and  they  should  take  council  with 
those  officers  who  had  had  experience  of 
these  gentlemen.     No  doubt,  there  were 
plenty  of  officers  who  were  capable  of 
giving  advice  to  the  Government  on  a 
matter  of  this  kind,   and  who  would 
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assist  them  in  drawing  up  a  Code  of 
Bales  for  the  regulation  by  Ooyemment 
of  newspaper  correspondents  during 
war.  In  the  absence  of  a  satisfactory 
explanation  from  the  GK>vemment,  he 
should  feel  it  his  duty  to  divide  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  £.  JENKINS  hoped  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  would  re-consider 
this  clause;  because,  although  he  was 
not  prepared  to  go  so  far  as  thehon. 
If  ember  who  had  just  spoken,  yet  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  pity  to  introduce 
into  this  Act  a  clause  about  newspaper 
correspondents.  The  166th  and  167th 
sections  appeared  to  him  to  give  ample 
powers  for  dealing  with  all  persons  who 
accompanied  an  Army  in  the  field.  At 
present,  it  was  admitted  that,  supposing 
a  newspaper  correspondent  indiscreetly 
conveyed  information  to  the  enemy,  it 
was  in  the  power  of  the  commanding 
officer  to  order  him  out  of  the  camp. 
Then  came  the  question,  was  it  advisable 
or  politic,  in  view  of  the  relations  exist- 
ing between  the  Press  and  the  public  in 
this  country — there  being  no  doubt  that 
the  Press  had  done  great  service  in  ex- 
posing the  weakness  of  military  com- 
mandB  and  operations  in  the  field — to 
put  a  clause  into  an  Act  of  Parliament 
which  seemed  to  recognize  the  right  of 
a  commanding  officer  to  bring  these 
gentlemen  before  a  military  tribunal  and 
sabject  them  to  the  penalties  of  military 
law  ?  He  did  notthink  this  was  a  politic 
thing  to  do  ;  and  it  would  be  far  better 
to  leave  the  matter  in  the  general  terms 
in  which  it  at  present  stood  in  the  BUI. 
These  general  powers  were  amply  suffi- 
cient to  deal  with  the  cases  which  might 
arise. 

Colonel  STANLEY :  I  wish,  in  the 
first  place,  to  say,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  not  in  the  House  when  I  explained 
why,  in  the   absence  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William 
Haroourt),   I  moved  his    Amendment. 
Having  accepted  it  in  principle  the  other 
night,  I  was   bound  to  carry  out  the 
nndertaking  I  had  made  with  him.   The 
question  originally  arose  in  this  way. 
The  Select  Committee  on  this  Bill  re- 
commended that  all  camp-followers,  and 
&11  persons  accompanying  the  Forces, 
should  be  brought  under  military  law  ; 
where  the  ofPences  and  procedure  would 
bespecified.and  the  punishments  limited. 
They  would,  in  fact,  be  brought  under  a 
regular  CSode ;  and  it  appeared  to  the 


hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
and  the  other  Members  of  the  Commit- 
tee— ^for  I  believe  they  were  unanimous 
on  the  point — that  this  would  be  a  pro- 
tection to  them.  It  was,  however,  sug- 
gested that  a  distinction  should  be  made, 
and  that  these  persons  should  be  placed 
rather  on  the  footing  of  officers  than 
that  of  common  soldiers,  and  in  that  I 
agreed.  These  persons  must  be  under 
some  law,  or  no  law ;  and  if  they  are 
brought  under  military  law  it  is  a  dis- 
tinct protection  to  them,  and  it  is  not 
unreasonable  that  they  should  be  treated 
as  officers.  That  is.  the  reason  why  I 
accepted  the  words  proposed  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford. 

Me.  HOP  WOOD  said,  it  was  quite 
true,  in  all  respects,  what  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  just  stated. 
The  discussion  originally  arose  on 
Clause  36 ;  and  it  was  promised  that, 
at  a  later  stage  of  the  Bill,  some  words 
should  be  proposed  to  meet  the  case  of 
these  newspaper  correspondents. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked,  whether 
they  desired  to  *  put  newspaper  corre- 
spondents in  the  English  Army  on  a 
worse  footing  than  they  would  be  if 
they  were  accompanying  the  Bussian 
Army?  There  was  no  doubt  no  Rus- 
sian General  would  think  of  shooting 
an  English  newspaper  correspondent. 
They  idl  knew  perfectly  well  that  a 
number  of  correspondents  accompanied 
the  Bussian  Army  during  the  late 
war,  and  that  the  Grand  Duke,  who 
was  in  command,  felt  aggrieved  at  much 
of  the  information  conveyed  to  the  pub- 
lic; but  he  did  not  put  these  gentle- 
men under  military  law.  He  hoped  the 
Committee  would  forgive  him  for  press- 
ing this  matter.  It  was  one  of  policy 
and  good-feeling,  rather  than  one  of 
mere  technical  rigidity.  A  newspaper 
correspondent,  to  a  certain  extent,  ought 
to  be  a  privileged  person  ;  but  all  they 
proposed  to  do  in  that  direction  was  to 
place  him  on  the  footing  of  an  officer, 
the  result  of  which  must  be  that  he 
would  write  with  a  sort  of  cord  round 
his  neck.  He  was  certainly  not  to  be 
liable  to  be  flogged :  but  he  was  to  be 
liable  to  be  sentenced  to  penal  servitude 
if  he  committed  an  error.  At  present, 
if  a  newspaper  correspondent  committed 
an  improper  act,  he  should  be  treated  as 
General  Boberts  treated  the  correspon- 
dent of  The  Standard^  and  ordered  out  of 
camp.  If  General  Boberts  had  had  such 
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a  clause  before  him  as  that  now  proposed 
he  would  have  felt  oblipred  to  treat  the 
correspondent  under  military  law,  and 
subject  him  to  military  discipline.  Now, 
would  it  be  advisable  to  do  such  a  thing 
as  that?  Would  it  not  be  far  bettor 
to  leave  the  matter  as  it  at  present 
stood  ? 

Sir  henry  JAMES  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  this  Amendment  was 
not  intended  in  any  way  to  restrict  the 
powers  of  military  correspondents.  It 
was  rather  intended  to  protect  them,  and 
give  them  a  status  which  they  had  not 
hitherto  enjoyed.  If  such  a  clause  was 
not  passed,  these  correspondents  would 
be  liable  to  be  dismissed  from  the  camp 
by  any  commanding  officer  who  felt 
annoyed  at  them.  No  doubt,  it  was 
proposed  that  they  should  be  subject  to 
the  punishment  of  officers;  but  they 
would  also  receive  the  protection  of  offi- 
cers, and  no  commanding  officer  would 
bring  them  arbitrarily  before  a  court 
martial.  All  who  had  the  interests  of 
these  correspondents  at  heart  would  vote 
for  this  clause,  because*  it  was  clearly  a 
distinct  protection  which  was  about  to 
be  given  to  them. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  suggested 
that  they  should  postpone  coming  to  a 
final  decision  on  the  matter  until  the 
Government  had  communicated  with  the 
parties  likely  to  be  concerned,  and  ascer- 
tained what  their  view  of  the  matter 
was. 

Colonel  STANLEY  could  not  consent 
to  a  postponement,  and  could  not  with- 
draw the  Amendment,  because  it  was 
part  of  the  understanding  that  he  should 
move  it  in  the  absence  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford. 

Sir  HENRY  HAVELOCK  said,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
had  taken  this  Amendment  from  some 
words  which  he  himself  had  suggested 
in  the  course  of  one  of  the  previous  dis- 
cussions; and  he  suggested  those  words 
distinctly  in  the  interests  of  the  news- 
paper correspondents,  and  that  was  the 
direction  in  which  he  believed  the  clause 
would  work. 

Mr.  PLIMSOLL  said,  if  the  Com- 
mittee  divided,  as  at  present  advised,  he 
should  not  know  how  to  vote.  He  was 
extremely  anxious  that  newspaper  corre- 
spondents should  receive  the  fullest 
protection  whilst  abroad,  or  anywhere 
else ;  but  he  thought  the  insertion  of 
this  olause  would  tend  to  give  an  officer 
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an  undue  control  over  them,  and  they 
might  incur  very  disagreeable  conse- 
quences by  speaking  out  fully.  No 
doubt,  it  was  said  the  clause  was  in- 
tended for  the  advantage  of  these  gen- 
tlemen, and  if  that  was  really  so  he 
should  be  glad  to  support  it ;  but,  under 
all  the  circumstances,  he  thought  it 
would  be  advisable  to  postpone  the 
matter  until  they  could  get  the  opinion 
of  those  who  were  best  able  to  judge 
whether  the  adoption  of  the  clause 
would  be  to  their  advantage  or  not. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  thought  it 
would  be  a  most  unusual  thing  to  post- 
pone the  decision  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons until  they  had  ascertained  what 
the  opinion  of  certain  newspaper  corre- 
spondents was.  From  an  occasional 
reading  of  the  newspapers,  he  must  say 
he  was  not  very  much  enlightened  as  to 
what  was  the  way  in  which  he  ought  to 
conduct  himself.  Therefore,  instead  of 
referring  their  differences  to  the  news- 
papers,  they  had  better  settle  them 
amongst  themselves;  because  if  they 
were  to  shape  their  conduct  according  to 
the  opinion  of  the  newspapers,  they 
would  often  find  themselves  in  a  posi- 
tion of  great  difficulty.  In  the  in- 
terests of  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  he 
protested  against  any  postponement. 
The  simple  question  for  them  to  de- 
cide was,  whether  it  was  to  the  ad- 
vantage or  not  of  newspaper  corre- 
spondents to  be  brought  under  the 
operation  of  military  law?  As  things 
at  present  stood,  a  commanding  officer 
might  expel  a  correspondent  from  the 
camp ;  while,  under  the  proposed  new 
clause,  it  was  proposed  there  should  be 
power  to  place  him  under  military  law, 
and  elevate  him  to  the  status  of  an 
officer.  Now,  for  his  part,  he  thought 
it  would  be  better  to  let  matters  stand  as 
they  were  now.  It  would  be  far  better 
for  a  man  to  be  expelled  the  camp,  if  he 
did  anything  wrong,  than  to  be  con- 
tinually writing  under  restrictions  which 
must  afi'ect  his  liberty  of  thought  and 
action.  Under  the  new  law,  the  corre- 
spondent would  be  in  a  worse  position 
than  he  had  ever  occupied  before.  He 
was  not  in  favour  of  civilians  criticizing 
the  operations  of  commanders  in  the 
field,  and  he  did  not  sympathize  with 
fireside  criticisms;  but  he  did  approve 
of  any  machinery  whereby  newspaper 
correspondents,  or  anybody  else,  would 
be    enabled    to    give    an    independent 
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review  of  military  operations  of  which 
thej  might  have  no  other  report  than 
that  of  the  officers  themselves.  If  they 
put  these  correspondents  under  military 
law,  they  would  be  entirely  at  the 
mercy  of  the  officers. 

Sir  ALEXAN  DER  GORDON  pointed 

out  that  this  matter  had  already  been 

ODce  postponed.     On  a  former  occasion, 

he  had  pointed   out  that,  as  the  Bill 

then  stood,  a  correspondent  was  liable  to 

be  tried  and  flogged  just  the  same  as  a 

private  soldier,  and  he  said  he  thought 

that  an  improper  power  to  give  to  the 

military    authorities.      The    hon.     and 

learned  Member  for  Oxford  agreed  in 

that,  and  supported  the  suggestion  that 

newspaper    correspondents    should    be 

omitted     from     the    class    of    private 

soldiers;   and   he  promised  at  a  later 

stage  to  propose  words  placing  them  on 

the  footing  of  officers,  and  that  was  the 

Amendment  now  before  them,  and  he 

thought  it  would  fully  meet  the  case. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  such 
a  thing  as  a  newspaper  correspondent 
was  unknown  during  the  Peninsular 
War,  and  their  presence  with  an  Army 
was  of  quite  a  modern  date.  The  ques- 
tion they  had  to  consider,  therefore, 
was,  how  were  military  operations  pro- 
moted by  their  presence  ?  and  he  re- 
peated that  he  thought  the  best  thing 
to  do  would  be  to  postpone  tho  decision 
onthe  matter  until  the  opinion  of  the  gen- 
tlemen themselves  had  been  obtained. 

Lord  ELOHO  understood  that  if  this 
Amendment  were  carried  General  Ro- 
berts would  not  have  been  able  to  act  to- 
wards the  correspondent  of  Hie  Standard 
in  Afghanistan  as  he  did,  and  to  tell  him 
he  should  not  be  with  him  in  the  Army 
an  J  longer.  If  that  was  so,  he  should 
he  disposed  to  vote  against  it,  more 
especially  with  reference  to  what  took 
place  in  the  War  in  the  Peninsular.  It 
was  evident  that  a  General  must  have 
absolute  control  to  decide  whether  corre- 
spondents should  or  should  not  remain 
^ith  his  Army;  and  he  hoped  they  were 
liot  going  to  do  anything  which  would 
take  away  or  minimize  that  power. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  there  must 
he  a  certain  amount  of  give  and  take ; 
and  if  a  newspaper  correspondent  made 
his  position  one  such  as  was  not  con- 
ttstent  with  the  public  welfare,  a  General 
in  command  would  naturally  feel  it  his 
dttty  to  request  him  to  leave  the  Army. 
Of  oQurse,  the  Public  Service  must  come 


first ;  but,  subject  to  that,  they  were 
now  going  to  put  these  persons  clearly 
in  a  better  position  than  they  occupied 
before.  He  might  be  biassed,  but  he 
did  not  think  correspondents  could  be 
better  ofif  than  when  occupying  the 
position  of  a  British  officer. 

Mr.  BIGGAH  said,  the  Public  Service 
got  very  great  benefit  from  the  indepen- 
dent comments  of  the  newspaper  corre- 
spondents. Our  commissariat  and  tran- 
sport service  was  in  the  most  wretched* 
state  in  the  Crimea,  and,  but  for  the 
reports  of  the  newspaper  correspondents, 
would  have  continued  so.  They  wanted 
independent  reports  by  gentlemen  who 
wrote  of  what  they  saw ;  and,  for  that 
reason,  he  thought  it  was  very  undesir- 
able that  correspondents  should  be  liable 
to  be  tried  by  courts  martial.  If  that 
were  done,  each  man  would  always  be 
writing  with  a  rope  round  his  neck, 
liable  to  be  called  before  a  court  martial 
and  subjected  to  personal  inconvenience 
that  must  interfere  with  his  independence 
as  a  writer. 

Major  O'BEIRNE  should  certainly 
vote  for  the  Amendment.  It  was  a  power 
that  must  be  given,  and  nothing  more. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  could  not  advise 
his  hon.  Friend  to  go  to  a  Division,  as 
on  this  point  he  did  not  see  his  way  to 
vote  with  him. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  there  was  no- 
thing in  the  Amendment  to  prevent  a 
correspondent  from  being  ejected  from 
a  camp.  His  proposal  would  not  have 
that  efiect.  It  left  to  the  commanding 
officer  all  the  power  which  he  originally 
had  of  ejecting  a  newspaper  corre- 
spondent, from  the  camp  if  necessary; 
and,  at  the  same  time,  gave  him,  or  any 
field  officer,  the  power  which  he  did  not 
now  possess  of  bringing  the  newspaper 
correspondent  before  a  court  martial  on 
any  of  the  charges  which  were  breaches 
of  this  Army  Discipline  and  Regulation 
Act.  He  wished  to  point  out  to  hon. 
Members,  who  supposed  they  were  doinji!^ 
newspaper  correspondents  a  benefit,  that 
they  were  giving  additional  powers  to 
the  commanding  officer,  and  taking  away 
none  which  already  belonged  to  him. 
They  were  making  these  persons  subject 
to  military  law  ;  and  unless  they  passed 
this  clause,  or  passed  new  clauses,  they 
would  not  be  subject  to  military  law. 
Therefore,  no  case  whatever  had  been 
made  out  by  the  Government,  or  its 
supporters;  for  their  contention  that  they 
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were  putting  correspondents  in  a  better 
position  than  thej  occupied  before.  If 
they  wished  to  extend  the  powers  of 
officers  in  this  respect,  they  should  do 
it,  not  by  a  few  words  extending  the 
provisions  of  the  whole  Act  to  newspaper 
correspondents,  but  by  special  clauses 
dealing  particularly  with  them,  and  then 
they  would  know  what  they  were  about. 
This  sub-section  would  have  been 
smuggled  through,  and  nobody  would 
have  known  anything  about  it,  but  for 
his  question.  Hon.  Gentlemen  must  re- 
member how  wide  were  these  powers. 
If  this  section  were  passed,  they  could 
try  a  correspondent  for  conduct  unbe- 
coming an  officer  and  a  gentleman. 
["  No,  no  !  "]  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Uentleman  the  Member  for  Sunderland 
(Sir  Henry  Havelock)  appeared  to  be 
going  into  hysterics  over  that  statement ; 
but  it  was  nevertheless  the  fact.  [**  Oh ! 
oh !  "]  They  could  also  try  him  under 
the  Devil's  Clause.  That  seemed  to  him 
absurd.  He  knew  the  Committee  would 
be  against  him  ;  but,  so  far  as  logic  and 
argument  went,  they  had  proved  this 
sub-section  to  be  a  monstrous  absurdity, 
which  ought  to  be  rejected  by  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  sub-section  in- 
aerted  accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  167  (Persons subject  to  military 
law  as  soldiers). 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  wished 
to  amend  the  clause  by  inserting  the 
following  sub-section : — 

**  (12.)  All  civil  officers  who  may  be  employed 
by  or  act  under  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
at  any  of  Her  Majesty's  establishments  in  the 
islands  of  Jersey,  Guernsey,  Aldertiey,  Sark,  and 
Man,  and  the  Islands  thereto  belonging,  or  at 
foreign  stations.'* 

He  did  not  see  why  these  officers  should 
not  be  on  the  same  footing  that  they 
were  on  in  the  existing  Mutiny  Act.  He 
had  had  occasion  to  state,  more  than 
once,  that  a  variety  of  persons  were  in 
this  Bill  to  be  tried  under  the  operation 
of  the  Mutiny  Act,  who  had  not  liithorto 
been  brought  under  the  operation  of 
that  law.  The  tendency  of  this  Act  was 
to  draw  more  persons  under  military 
discipline  than  formerly.  Hero  they 
found,  however,  with  regard  to  civil 
officers,  a  contrary  course  had  been 
adopted.  Those  officers  had  had  the 
very  good  sense  to  take  themselves  out 
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of  the  Act.  The  effect  was,  that  civil 
officers  in  charge  of  stations  could  not 
be  tried  by  court  martial,  and  could  only 
be  disposed  of  by  the  civil  law. 

Colonel  STANLEY  replied,  that 
though,  technically,  these  civil  officers 
had  been  subject  to  military  law,  that 
had  never  been  enforced,  and  they  had 
always  been  tried  by  the  civil  power. 
He,  therefore,  thought  it  better  to  put 
them  on  the  footing  on  which  they  were 
to  be  treated. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON 
thought  he  could  find  cases  where  civilian 
officers  could  be  tried  by  court  martial. 
He  rather  thought  he  had  tried  one 
himself. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  would 
not  put  his  experience  against  that  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman ;  and 
if  he  said  there  had  been  cases  he 
was  bound  to  take  that  as  a  statement 
of  fact ;  but  he  was  sure  it  was  not  gene- 
rally the  case. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  observed,  that 
there  was,  undoubtedly,  a  strong  feeling 
in  the  Army  that  the  clerks  at  the  War 
Office  should  be  brought  under  the 
discipline  of  the  Military  Act ;  but,  of 
course,  it  would  not  do  to  propose  that 
just  now. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  moved,  in 
page  92,  line  36,  sub-section  1,  after 
**  all,"  insert  ** non-commissioned  officers 
and."  He  did  not  wish  to  raise  this 
question  again  ;  but  he  might  point  out 
that  in  the  very  next  sub-section  they 
had  the  words  **all  non-commissioned 
officers  and  men."  The  omission  here 
seemed  to  make  the  clause  read  very 
badly. 

Colonel  STANLEY  did  not  think 
these  words  were  wanted,  as,  in  the  in- 
terpretation, the  word  *'  soldier"  would 
include  non-commissioned  officers.  It  was 
rather  a  matter  of  drafting ;  but  if  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would  leave  the 
matter,  they  would  deal  with  it  in  the 
Interpretation  Clause. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mr.  DILLWYN,  in  sub-section  3, 
proceeded  to  move  an  Amendment  deal- 
ing with  the  cases  when  British  and 
Colonial  Forces  were  serving  together. 
He  thought  it  was  very  unreasonable 
that  the  British  soldiers  should  be  placed 
in  an  inferior  position  to  the  Colonial 
soldiers  when  they  were  serving  together. 
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Ths  CHATRMAN  :  It  is  questionable 
whether  this  Amendment  can  be  moTed 
at  this  point.  This  clause  only  contains 
definitions  of  the  meaning  of  different 
persons. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  if  that  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Chairman,  he  would  ask 
when  it  would  be  proper  ? 

The  chairman  said,  it  had  better 
be  moved  as  a  new  clause. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  would  move 
it  as  a  new  clause. 

Ms.  £.  JENKINS  asked  to  be  allowed 
to  saj  that  he  did  not  quite  see  why  this 
Amendment  should  not  be  moved,  and 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  take  it 
at  once. 

Colonel  STANLEY  rose  to  Order. 
The  Chairman  had  ruled  that  this  Amend- 
ment was  not  admissible,  and  he  sub- 
mitted that  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Dundee  was  not  in  Order  in 
rising. 

Mb.  E.  JENBIINS  was  only  respect- 
fully submitting  a  point,  and  did  not 
intend  to  challenge  the  decision  of  the 
Chairman. 

,    Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  CAMPBELL  .  BANIfEEMAN 
moved,  in  page  93,  line  20,  to  leave  out 
"or  their  corps." 

Amendment  agr$$d  to. 

Major  O'BEIENE  moved,  in  page  93, 
Bub-section  7,  to  leave  out  lines  26  to 
31.  The  effect  of  that  was,  he  said,  to 
place  all  non-commissioned  officers  and 
men  of  the  Yeomanry  Force  under  mili- 
tary law.  He  hardly  thought  it  was 
necessary,  in  time  of  peace,  to  place  this 
Force  under  this  regulation.  He  was 
afraid  it  would  cause  unpleasantness, 
and  he  did  not  think  there  was  any  ne- 
cessity for  it,  as  the  men  in  that  Force 
were  usually  of  a  superior  class. 

CoLoiTEL  STANLEY  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  assent  to  the  Amend- 
ment. It  was  necessary,  if  these  Forces 
were  called  out,  that  they  should  be 
^der  discipline  ;  and  he  could  not  con- 
ceive why  the  Committee  should  wish 
them  to  be  treated  in  a  different  manner 
to  all  other  Forces.  He  did  not  think, 
the  Committee  would  wish  him  to  go 
bto  any  arguments  on  the  subject,  for 
he  thought  it  was  self-evidently  import- 
ant that  these  men  should  be  placed 
^der  military  discipline. 


Me.  hop  wood  could  not  agree  that 
this  was  a  matter  to  be  settled  off-hand 
and  at  once.  Why  were  these  thoroughly 
voluntary  Forces  placed  under  this 
stringent  Act  of  Parliament?  Govern- 
ment ought  to  be  content  with  the  con- 
cluding part  of  this  clause,  which  placed 
every  corps  under  the  Act  when  it  was 
on  actual  military  service.  That,  he 
thought,  was  highly  necessary ;  and  that 
also,  of  course,  would  only  be  in  a  time 
of  public  need,  which  would  make  every 
man  a  soldier. 

Mr.  EVANS,  as  a  Yeomanry  officer 
of  long  experience,  hoped  this  sub-sec- 
tion would  not  be  omitted.  He  believed 
he  could  say  that  both  officers  and  men, 
of  all  things  in  the  world,  woukl  dislike 
nothing  more  than  this  proposal.  It 
would  be  very  injurious  to  the  corps,  for 
it  would  place  them  in  an  unpleasant 
comparison  with  the  Militia.  Speaking 
from  a  good  deal  of  experience,  he  should 
be  exceedingly  sorry  to  see  the  Amend- 
ment carried. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  an  Amendment  which  would 
have  the  effect  of  rendering  members  of 
the  Yeomanry  Service  subject  to  military 
law  as  long  as  they  were  serving  in  aid 
of  the  civil  power  of  the  country. 

Mk.  E.  JENKINS  said,  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  was  quite  new,  and  must 
not  pass  unchallenged.  No  explanation 
had  been  given  of  the  matter,  which 
was  not  in  the  Mutiny  Acts  as  thoy 
existed 

Colonel  LOYD  LINDSAY  said,^  he 
should  like  to  observe  that  the  Yeo- 
manry, when  they  came  out,  were  under 
the  Mutiny  Act. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  must  object 
to  the  insertion  of  the  words,  because  he 
thought  that  the  Yeomanry  was  not  a 
body  that  ought  to  be  brought  in  to  the 
aid  of  the  civil  power.  They  were  not 
trained  men,  and  were  not  fitted  to  deal 
with  a  turbulent  mob.  They  were  liable 
to  lose  their  patience ;  and  he  could  not 
imagine  circumstances  arising  when  men 
in  their  senses  would  bring  in  the  Yeo- 
manry to  aid  the  civil  power.  They 
knew  that  trained  and  disciplined  soldiers, 
when  called  upon  to  suppress  riots,  were 
with  the  greatest  difficulty  able  to  keep 
their  temper  and  restrain  their  action. 
Under  no  circumstances  whatever  should 
the  Yeomanry  be  brought  in  to  cope 
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with  civil  disturbances.  He  objected  to 
the  words  sought  to  be  inserted,  not  so 
much  because  they  gave  power  to  bring 
in  the  Yeomanry,  but  because  they  indi- 
cated that  Yeomanry  might  be  brought 
in.  They  had  evil  recollections  in  Ire- 
land in  connection  with  the  Yeomanry  of 
1798.  Nearly  all  the  atrocities  of  1798 
were  committed  by  Yeomanry.  The 
Regular  soldiers  were  distinguished  for 
their  quiet  and  forbearing  demeanour  ; 
but  the  Yeomanry  behaved  in  the  most 
scandalous  fashion,  their  atrocities  being 
handed  down  as  tradition.  He  objected, 
in  consequence,  to  any  sub-section  bring- 
ing in  such  an  objectionable  body  to  the 
aid  of  the  civil  power. 

Colonel  STANLEY  thought  the  hon. 
Gentleman  misapprehended  the  point. 
It  was  now  under  the  Act  to  call  out  the 
Yeomanry.  That  was  the  law;  and 
now  it  was  proposed,  when  they  were 
called  out,  to  put  them  under  the  Mutiny 
Act. 

i  Mr.  HOPWOOD  rose,  and  was  re- 
ceived with  a  groan  of  disapprobation 
from  a  Member  opposite.  He  asked, 
whether  the  sound  which  came  from  the 
hon.  Member  opposite  was  to  be  tole- 
rated to  repress  his  expression  of  the 
views  he  entertained  on  this  question  ? 

The  chairman  called  for  Order, 
and  said  he  had,  as  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  must  have  hoard,  called  Order 
to  reprove  the  noise  referred  to. 

Mr.  HOPWOOD  said,  he  was  met, 
on  rising,  by  a  noise  which  disturbed 
Order,  and  he  protested  against  that 
gross  breach  of  Order.  He  would  now 
proceed.  This  was  a  most  unfortunate 
Amendment.  This  sub-section  was  put 
in  as  a  reminder  to  the  military  autho- 
rities that  this  was  a  power  which  not 
only  might  be  called  into  force,  but 
which  it  would  be  laudable  and  de- 
sirable to  call  into  operation.  He 
thought  it  undesirable;  and  he  should 
take  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
on  the  point.  He  objected  in  toto  to 
the  calling  in  of  the  Yeomanry  to  the 
aid  of  the  civil  power.  It  was  said — 
**  Oh !  we  want  to  put  them  under  the 
Mutiny  Act  when  they  are  called  out ;  " 
but  why  call  them  out  at  all  to  aid  the 
civil  power  ?  There  was  no  doubt  this 
was  a  scheme  for  giving  direct  sanction 
for  using  the  Yeomanry  in  aid  of  the 
civil  power.  Let  him  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  this  was  one  of  the  Volunteer 
Services ;  but  they  would  not  venture  to 
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call  out  the  Volunteers  in  case  of  civil 
strife ;  and  there  was  nothing  in  this 
Bill  which  referred  to  the  Volunteers 
in  the  same  sense.  Yet  there  was  this 
attempt  to  include  the  Yeomanry.  So 
far  from  this  being  a  well-considered 
proposal,  it  was  clear  that  it  had  only 
been  thought  of  at  the  last  moment. 
He  challenged  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  to  deny  this  statement. 

Mr.  EVANS  said,  the  Yeomanry  was 
not  a  Volunteer  Force  in  the  strict  sense 
of  the  term.  Since  he  had  been  a  Yeo- 
manry officer,  it  had  been  found  neces- 
sary to  call  out  the  Force ;  and  he  was 
old  enough  to  remember,  in  his  own 
county,  three  several  occasions  on  which 
the  Yeomanry  were  called  out,  and 
rendered  verv  efficient  service,  and  that 
at  a  time  when  the  police  was  entirely 
inadequate.  He  could  not  admit  what 
had  been  said  of  the  Yeomanry  was 
altogether  justified.  It  was  not  justified 
so  far  as  England  was  concerned — he 
said  nothing  about  Ireland.  He  wa8 
speaking  of  his  own  personal  know- 
ledge. 

Mr.   MACDONALD,   who  was    met 
with  cries  of  '*  Oh !  *'  and  other  sounds,  • 
said,  it  struck    him  that  some   of  the 
Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  Benches  were 
unwell,  and  he  might  have  to  take  the 
opportunity  of  asking  that  Progress  be 
reported  in  order  that  they  might  have 
time  to  look  to  the  state  of  their  health. 
If  allowed  to  proceed,  he  would  state 
his  strong  objection  to  bringing  in  the 
Yeomanry  to  the  aid  of  the  civil  power. 
The  hon.  Member  above  the  Gangway 
who  had  just  spoken  said  these  Yeomen 
had  rendered  useful  service.     W^ell,  in 
his  (Mr.  Macdonald's)  time,  he  had  seen 
the  Yeomanry  out   in    the   County  of 
Lanark  something  like  a  dozen  times. 
It  was  said  it  was  to  aid  the  civil  power ; 
but  the  fact  was,  they  were  set  to  watch 
potato  fields.     Now,  it  was  notorious 
that  more  potatoes  were  stolen  when  the 
Yeomanry  were   out   than   when   they 
were  not  out.    That  was  their  efficiency. 
He  had  seen  them  out  in  the  County  of 
Ayr,  and  he  did  not  think  they  were  in 
the  slightest  degree  better  than  in  the 
County  of  Lanark.     So  far  as  his  ex- 
perience went,  the  Yeomanry  coi*ps  was 
not  an  efficient  corps,  and  ought  never 
to  be  brought  out  to  aid  the  civil  power. 
The  military  was  trusted  and  respected ; 
but  the  Yeomanry  was  despised,   dis- 
trustedj  and  condemned. 
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Mb.  PARNELL  said,  in  the  absence 
of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  he 
wished  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Judge  Adrocate  General  —  the  only 
learned  person  present  on  the  Minis- 
terial Bench — a  question  on  a  point  of 
law.  He  wished  to  know  whether  the 
power  of  calling  out  the  Yeomanry  was 
a  power  that  was  given  by  Common  Law 
or  Statute?  [An  hon.  Mehbeb:  Statute.] 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  :  By 
Statute. 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  Perhaps  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  would  add 
to  his  kindness  by  informing  me  what 
Statute  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY :  The  Statute  of 
1804. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  he  could 
not   think  that  the    Government    had 
Bufficiently  considered    this  portion  of 
the  Bill,  which,   if    passed  into    law, 
would  have  a  very  bad  effect  on  the 
euHstment  of  Volunteers.    That  Force 
had  been  admirably  successful  up  to  the 
present  time.     It  was  continually  in- 
creasing in  numbers;   and  he  did  not 
think    the    Volunteers   would    submit 
themselves  to  the  considerable  penalties 
and  risks  involved  in  the  clause  as  it 
vas  now   drawn.     When   **  on  active 
xniHtary  service,"   it  seemed    to    him, 
there  ought  to  be  no  distinction.     But 
it  was  customary  for  crack  regiments  of 
Volunteers  to  train  at  certain  periods 
with  the  Regular  Forces;   and,  under 
these  circumstances,  they  would  at  once 
be  brought  under  military  discipline  as 
defined  in  this  Bill.    He  was,  at  first, 
afraid  that  the  Volunteers  might  subject 
themselves  to  corporal  punishment ;  but, 
clearly,  that  was  not  the  case,  for  cor- 
poral punishment  was  only  to  be  in- 
flicted when  the  troops  were  on  active 
service.    That,   of   course,    would    not 
cover  the  mere  calling  out  of  the  Volun- 
teers for  training  with  the  Begulars. 
But  they  subjected  themselves  to  very 
penal  clauses,  indeed.      For  instance, 
take  drunkenness.     The   offender  was 
sabjected,  for  drunkenness,  to  imprison- 
ment, with  or  without  hard  labour,  for 
a  period  not  exceeding  two  years.  Now, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  ordinary  artizan 
in  our  towns  would  ever  join  the  Volun- 
teer Force  if  he  was  aware  that  for 
yielding  to  temptation  when  off  duty  on 
one  of  these  training  occasions  he  would 
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render  himself  liable  to  imprisonment 
for  two  years.  In  the  same  way,  he 
was  liable  to  imprisonment,  with  or 
without  hard  labour,  at  the  discretion  of 
the  court,  if  he  ''disobeys  any  garrison, 
general,  or  other  orders."  This  was  a 
very  wide  phrase,  indeed ;  and  he  could 
conceive  that  some  Volunteers  might 
easily  commit  some  slight  breach  of 
discipline,  might  break  some  order, 
which  would  at  once  bring  them  under 
the  purview  of  this  clause.  All  offences 
against  general  discipline  in  Clause  40 
subjected  the  soldiers  of  the  Beggar 
Farces  to  imprisonment  for  two  years, 
and  the  same  offences  would,  under  this 
clause,  subject  the  Volunteers  to  the 
same  imprisonment.  This  appeared  to 
him  to  be  a  matter  which  had  not  been 
sufEciently  considered  by  the  Govern- 
ment. He  could  conceive  of  lengthened 
terms  of  imprisonment  being  given  for, 
apparently,  very  trivial  offences  in  the 
case  of  the  Begular  soldier ;  but  he  could 
not  conceive  that  it  was  desirable  to  ex- 
tend such  power  to  the  case  of  a  Volun- 
teer who  had  offended.  Anything  that 
would  in  the  slightest  degree  discourage 
the  Volunteer  Force  would  be  a  very 
serious  mistake.  He  begged  to  move 
that  sub-sections  a  and  h  be  omitted. 

Colonel  STANLEY  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  not  assent  to  leave  out 
these  words,  because  they  would,  prac- 
tically, by  so  doing,  repeal  the  Army 
Eegulation  Act,  1871.  He  did  not  think 
the  hon.  Gentleman  appeared  to  know 
what  the  provisions  of  the  Army  Begu- 
lation  Act  of  Lord  Cardwell  were.  Sec- 
tion 9  of  that  Act  provided — 

"  That  any  part  of  the  Volunteer  Force  train- 
ing and  exercising  with  the  Militia  or  Hegular 
Forces,  the  Articles  of  War  shall  apply  to  them 
in  the  same  manner  as  to  the  Regular  Forces." 

Carrying  out  the  spirit  of  that  Act,  he 
understood  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
the  Stirling  Burghs  (Mr.  Campbell- 
Bannerman)  intended  to  move  that  when 
men  were  brought  under  this  provision 
they  would  be  given  clearly  to  under- 
stand that  they  would  not  be  brought 
under  it  without  their  previous  consent. 
No  harm,  therefore,  could  possibly  en- 
sue ;  for,  if  a  Volunteer  did  not  wish  it, 
he  was  not  obliged  to  come  under  the 
operation  of  the  Act.  The  Volunteer 
could  not  be  placed  under  military  disci- 
pline against  his  will.  Well,  as  to  the 
other  point,  when  they  came  up  for 
training  with  the  Regular  Forces,  were 
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they  not  to  be  brought  under  military 
discipline?  Were  they  to  place  men 
side  by  side,  under  different  regulations? 
He  did  not  believe,  for  a  moment,  that 
the  Volunteers  wished  to  escape  from 
military  liability.  So  far  as  he  had  the 
opportunity  of  consulting  men,  he  had 
found,  so  far  £rom  any  indisposition  to 
resent  coming  imder  this  clause,  the 
Volunteers,  on  the  contrary,  had  a  strong 
feeling  to  be  placed  under  the  same  law 
as  the  Eeg^ars.  The  hon.  Member  for 
the  Stirling  Burghs  seemed  to  clear 
up  the  only  point  of  difficulty — ^namely, 
that  the  men  should  know  beforehand 
that  they  were  placing  themselves  under 
the  Mutiny  Act.  He  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Committee  further.  He  wished  to  point 
out  that  these  sections  carried  out  the 
Act  of  1871,  and  that  they  were  in  ac- 
cordance with  it. 

Me.  whit  well  said,  he  could  only 
state,  from  some  little  experience,  that 
he  had  not  heard  a  man  or  non-com- 
missioned officer  state  the  slightest  ob- 
jection to  come  under  the  Act  under  the 
circumstances. 

Me.  hop  wood  said,  that  the  objec- 
tion to  this  provision  was  very  strong, 
because  it  seriously  endangered  the 
Volunteer  movement.  There  really  was 
no  necessity  whatever  for  such  a  power 
as  was  asked  for  being  given.  Suppose  an 
artizan  in  Lancashire  joined  the  Volun- 
teer Force,  and  left  his  home  expecting 
to  have,  say,  three  days'  outing  in  camp 
with  the  Eegulars,  and,  through  intem- 
perance, or  irritation  by  arbitrary  con- 
duct, was  tempted  to  use  language 
not,  perhaps,  quite  consistent  with 
military  discipline.  That  man,  not 
like  the  Beguiar  soldier,  trained  and 
drilled  to  the  control  of  his  feelings, 
would  tlien  be  tried  by  court  martial ; 
and  though  by  the  law  under  which 
he  was  enrolled  he  might  get  rid  of 
his  services  in  14  days,  he  would  be 
liable  to  be  sentenced  to  imprisonment 
for  three  or  six  months.  He  thought 
that  that  was  an  absurdity.  It  ceased 
to  be  a  Volunteer  Force  the  moment 
they  coupled  it  with  this  military  enact- 
ment. It  was  their  duty  to  encourage, 
not  to  discourage,  the  Volunteer  Force 
to  train  with  the  Bogulars  ;  and  he  was 
sure  it  was  not  the  wish  of  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  weaken 
the  inclination  of  the  Volunteers  to  do 
so.     But  that  would  1)e  the  effect  if  this 
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proposal  became  law.  It  would  damp 
the  ardour  of  the  Volunteers  to  act 
along  with  the  Kegular  Forces.  He 
thought  the  precaution  was  quite  un- 
necessary. 

SiE  ALEXANDER  GORDON  would 
like  to  know  exactly  how  this  clause  would 
be  interpreted  ?  Would  a  Volunteer,  each 
time  he  was  called  out  for  training  with 
the  Regular  Army,  have  to  give  his 
consent,  or  would  it  be  understood  that 
on  his  entering  the  Volunteer  Service 
there  would  be  occasions  when  he  would 
come  under  this  law  ? 

Me.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
said,  the  meaning  of  the  Amendment 
which  he  intended  to  move  was  that  it 
should  be  imperative  that  any  Volim- 
teer,  non-commissioned  officer  or  man, 
should  know  what  he  was  doing  when 
he  went  out  to  join  his  corps  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Regular  Forces.  It  was 
not  a  question  of  the  ordinary  training 
or  drill ;  but  it  was  a  question  as  to 
whether,  when  they  joinedt  he  Regular 
Forces,  these  Volunteers  were  to  he 
under  an  entirely  different  system  to 
that  of  the  others  ?  His  own  impression 
was,  that  they  would  not  like  to  be  placed 
under  different  regulations.  They  could 
not  make  Volunteers  go  to  Aldershot 
unless  they  chose  to  do  so ;  and  it  was 
only  right,  when  the  man  engaged  to  go 
and  serve  in  conjunction  with  the 
Regular  Forces,  that  he  should  know 
exactly  what  he  was  doing,  and  not  be 
allowed  to  say  afterwards  that  he  had 
been  led  into  a  trap.  It  was  with  a 
view  of  preventing  anything  of  that 
kind  that  he  had  placed. his  Amendment 
on  the  Paper. 

LoED  ELCHO  apprehended  that  this 
would  not  affect  the  position  of  the 
Volunteers  under  the  Act  of  1871. 
Previous  to  1871  the  Volunteers  only 
came  under  the  Mutiny  Act  when  they 
were  called  out  for  active  service.  Be- 
fore that  time  they  had  been  brigaded 
with  the  Regular  Forces,  and  there  had 
been  no  difficulty  in  maintaining  dis- 
cipline. In  1871,  however,  the  feeling 
appeared  to  be  that  when  they  were 
brigaded  with  the  Regular  troops  or 
Militia,  they  should,  as  far  as  it  was 
possible,  be  placed  under  the  same  law. 
They  could  not  be  placed  under  the  same 
law  entirely,  because  the  Army  and 
Militia  were  in  receipt  of  pay,  while  the 
Volunteers  were  not.  In  the  old  Mutiny 
Act  there  were  fines  and  punishments 
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which  could  only  possibly  be  made 
applicable  to  Forces  in  receipt  of  pay, 
and  which  were  utterly  inapplicable  to 
theYolunteers.  The  Volunteers,  however, 
accepted  the  change  which  was  proposed 
in  1871 ;  and  he  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  be  very  careful  in  making 
any  further  alteration  in  that  direction, 
beeanse  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that 
Yolonteer  officers  held  in  their  hands  a 
power  which  no  Qeneral  commanding 
either  the  Regular  Army  or  the  Militia 
had,  and  that  was  the  power  to  dismiss 
a  man  who  might  misbehave.  While 
on  the  subject  of  the  Yolunteers,  he 
should  like  to  touch  upon  another  im- 
portant point,  and  that  was  how  were 
the  Yolunteers  to  be  tried  ?  Was  the 
court,  constituted  for  the  trial  of  a  Yo- 
lunteer,  to  be  composed  of  officers  of  the 
Begular  Army  or  of  the  Militia,  or  were 
Yolunteer  officers  to  be  included  in  the 
judges  of  the  court?  To  restrict  the  court 
to  officers  of  the  Begular  Army  might  be 
a  very  serious  matter ;  because,  he  was 
sorry  to  say,  there  were  some  military 
men  who  did  not  look  with  the  greatest 
possible  favour  on  the  Yolunteers. 
oherefore,  he  hoped  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  would  be  very  careful  as 
to  making  any  such  change;  and  that 
he  would  look  to  the  constitution  of 
these  courts  as  being  such  that  there 
would  be  some  security  that  when  the 
Volunteers  had  to  be  tried  some  Volun- 
teer officers  would  form  the  court  mar- 
tial This  was  essential  in  the  interest 
of  the  Volunteer  Force  itself. 

Ma.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  if  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  about 
to  accept  the  Amendment  to  be  moved 
hy  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Stirling 
Borghs  (Mr.  Campbell-Bannerman),  of 
coarse  the  objection  which  he  had 
u^ed  would  be  removed. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.    CAMPBELL-BANNERMAN 

said,  he  did  not  intend  to  move  the 
exact  words  which  he  had  placed  on  the 
Paper,  but  other  words  to  the  same 
effect.  What  he  proposed  was  this — 
•fter  "  service,"  in  line  42,  to  insert — 

''I^Tided,  That  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 
conminding  officer  of  any  yolunteer  force, 
txoept  when  on  actual  military  aeryice,  to  ob- 
tain the  consent  of  every  non-commissioned 
officer  and  man  belonging  to  such  force  before 
*Qch  non-commissioned  officer  or  man  shall 
enter  on  any  service  in  which  ho  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  miUtaiy  hiw." 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  93,  line  42,  after  the  word  "  service," 
to  insert  the  words  "  Provided,  That  it  shall  be 
the  duty  of  the  commanding  officer  of  any 
volunteer  force,  except  when  on  actual  mili- 
tary service,  to  obtain  the  consent  of  every 
non-commissioned  officer  and  man  belonging  to 
such  Force,  before  such  non-commissioned  offi- 
cer or  man  shall  enter  on  an^  service  in  which 
he  shall  be  subject  to  military  law." — (Jfr. 
Campbell-Bannerman,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mr.  PABNELL  moved  that  the  con- 
sent of  the  Volunteer  should  be  in 
writing,  or  else  it  might  be  of  a  very 
informal  character. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  proposed 
Amendment,  after  the  word  ''  consent," 
to  insert  the  words  "in  writing." — {Mr. 
ParnelL) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'in  writing'  be  inserted  in  the  pro- 
posed Amendment." 

SieALEXANDER  GORDON  thought 
it  might  save  many  unpleasant  ques- 
tions before  the  court  martial,  if  the  con- 
sent of  the  man  was  produced  in  writing. 

Colonel  STANLEY  had  no  objection 
to  the  insertion  of  the  words  "in  writ- 
ing." If  the  roll  was  called,  and  the 
man  signed  it,  it  might  be  useful  evi- 
dence before  a  court  martial. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  66; 
Noes  206:  Majority  140.— (Div.  List, 
No.  167.) 

Major  NOLAN  was  afraid  he  had 
led  some  of  his  Friends  wrong.  He  had 
told  them  to  support  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemmenty  because  he  understood  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  accept  the 
words  "  in  writing ; "  but  he  found  he 
had  gone  into  the  opposite  Lobby,  and 
had  voted  against  the  adoption  of  those 
words. 

Mb.  PARNELL  also  wished  to  ex- 
press his  regret  at  having  put  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  trouble  of  dividing,  be- 
cause he  did  so  imder  the  impression  that 
the  Government  would  support  the  pro- 
posal which  hehad  made.  Had  he  known 
in  time  that  they  were  not  going  to  vote 
for  it,  he  would  not  have  troubled  the 
Committee  with  a  Division.  Certainly, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  said 
*  *  Aye ; ' '  yet  when  the  Division  took  place 
he  voted  "No." 
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8m  AIjEXAKDER  QOEDON  said, 
he,  too,  had  told  hia  Friends,  under  a 
mieapprebeneion,  that  they  could  not  do 
better  than  follow  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War. 

Me.  SXTLIiTVAN  had  thought  be  was 
about  to  enjoy  the  rare  luxury  of  sup- 
porting Her  Majeaty'a  Government, 
when  he  waa  told  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  accepted  the  Amendment, 
which  it  now  appeared  he  had  voted 
against.       

SiE  AETHUE  HATTEE  considered 
they  were  discussing  a  mere  bagatelle. 
The  consent  of  the  Volunteer  would  have 
to  be  formally  obtained,  which  was, 
practically,  the  same  thing  as  obtaining 
it  in  writing. 

1&R.  CALLANBaid,hewaBnotpreBent 
in  the  House  during  the  discussion; 
and  upon  asking,  not  how  he  should 
Tote,  but  what  was  the  question  ?  he  was 
told  the  Secreffuy  (of  State  for  War 
had  accepted  this  Amendment.  Now 
the  question  was,  did  he  accept  that 
Amendment  or  not?  If  he  had,  why 
should  his  decision  be  oyerriden  by 
the  after-dinner  audience  below  the 
Gangway  ? 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Me.  PABNELL  moved,  in  page  94, 
to  leave  out  sub-section  10,  stating  that 
the  sub-section  would  have  the  effect  of 
extending  military  law  to  a  class  of  per- 
sons who  had  not  hitherto  come  within 
its  operation,  and  who  ought  not,  in  the 
opinion  of  many  competent  authorities, 
to  be  so  included.  For  instance,  if  the 
sub-seetionwas  agreed  to,  wagon-drivers, 
whether  in  military  service  or  not,  would 
be  under  military  law  if  employed  be- 
yond the  seas.  If  military  law  was  to 
be  made  so  stringent  as  was  now  pro- 
posed, it  would  not  be  possible  to  induce 
persons  to  take  service  in  such  capacities 
as  that  to  which  he  was  alluding.  Under 
existing  circumstances,  it  was  often  difB- 
eult  to  got  transport — and  this  had  re- 
cently been  the  case  in  South  Africa — 
but  if  all  persons  engaged  in  that  service 
were  to  be  put  under  military  law,  the 
difficulty  would  be  largely  increased. 
The  plan  which  had  been  pursued 
hitherto  bad  worked  very  successfully  ; 
and  he  was  not  able  to  see  any  reason 
why  it  should  be  altered,  no  evidence 
having  been  adduced  to  show  any  neces- 
sity of  the  kind. 
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CoLONEi,  STANLEY  said,  the  sub- 
section  had  been  introduced  for  the  pur- 
pose of  dealing  with  persons  who  were 
employed  in  connection  with  the  Army 
in  a  semi-civil  capacity — such  persons, 
for  instance,  as  storekeepers,  sutlers, 
and  ethers,  of  a  similar  kind.  Both 
this  and  the  next  sub-section  were  care- 
fully considered  by  the  Select  Committee 
which  inquired  into  the  whole  question, 
and  which  recommended  that  these  per- 
sons should  be  brought  under  military 
law. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  PAENELL  moved  the  omission 
of  sub-section  11.  He  said,  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Ottvemment  would  make  a 
very  estensive  alteration  in  the  class 
of  persons  who  were  iin  future  to  be 
subject  to  militaiT  law  ;  and,  therefore, 
he  thought  the  alteration  ought  not  to 
be  made  until  after  very  careful  and 
serious  consideration  of  eH  the  circum- 
stances. He  saw  no  reason  why  a 
special  set  of  rules  should  not  be  adopted 
in  relation  to  wagon-drivers,  camp-fol- 
lowers, and  persons  of  that  kind,  who 
ought  not  to  be  brought  under  strict 
military  law,  which  included  penal  ser- 
vitude, flogging,  and  shooting,  in  its  list 
of  punishments. 

Sm  HENKY  JAMES  thought  this 
was  an  important  question  ;  and,  on  the 
whole,  he  was  of  opinion  that  camp-fol- 
lowers should  not  bo  subject  to  martial 
law,  but  should  be  under  military  law, 
when  in  an  enemy's  country.  At  the 
present  time,  camp-followers  were  under 
the  sole  and  arbitrary  power  of  the 
commander  of  a  Force,  and  he  might 
that  power  humanely  and  well; 
the  contrary,  he  might  do  no 
such  thing ;  and  it  would,  therefore,  be 
wise,  in  his  opinion,  to  put  such  persons 
under  military  law  as  was  proposed  in 
the  Bill. 

Amendment  negatived. 

On  Question,  "  That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill  ?  " 

Mb-CHAMBEELAIN  said,he  hadin- 
tended  to  make  a  proposal  in  reference  to 
newspaper  correspondence  published  in 
Great  Britain  and  Ireland  ;  but  as  that 
question  had  been  discussed  on  a  previous 
clause  he  should  not  move  his  Motion, 
and  the  more  so,  because  he  thought 
such  nn  account  would  be  given  of  cor- 
poral punishment  as  would  have  the 
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effect  of  putting  an  end  to  it  altogether. 
Thete  was  one  point,  however,  on  which 
he  mast  make  an  observation.  Through- 
out the  Bill  it  was  provided  that  Native 
Indian    troops    should    remain    under 
Indian  military  law,  and  should  not  be 
induded  in  the  provisions  of  the  pre- 
sent Bill.     When,  on  a  previous  occa- 
flkm,  he  called  attention  to  this  fact, 
he  was  met  by  the  statement  of  the  hon. 
QenUeman  the  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  Gheorge   Campbell)    that  he  knew 
?erj  little  about  it.     That  was  perfectly 
true ;  but  it  was  also  true  that  the  hon. 
Gfentleman  was  wrong  in  his  notion  that 
the  Indian  military  law  was  more  lenient 
than  the  present  law  in  this  country. 
That  not  being  the  case,  he  thought  it 
important  that  the  Indian  military  law 
should  be  assimilated  to   that  of  this 
conntry. 

Colonel  STANLEY  explained,  that 
he  had  no  power  to  alter  the  Indian 
Articles  of  War ;  but  he  was  able  to 
say  that  any  representation  made  to  the 
Secretaiy  of  State  for  India  would  receive 
carefol  consideration. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL,  referring 
to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Binningham  (Mr.  Chamberlain),  said, 
he  had  not  described  the  Indian  military 
law  as  being  more  lenient  than  that  of 
this  country.  What  he  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  did  say  was  that  it  was  in 
adTance  of  the  English  law ;  and  in 
support  of  that  view  he  pointed  out 
that  corporal  punishment  in  time  of 
peace  was  abolished,  as  far  as  the  Indian 
troops,  including  the  Sepoys  in  the  can- 
tonments, were  concerned,  long  before 
British  soldiers  were  exempted  from 
this  degrading  punishment. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  should 
like  to  know,  in  regard  to  the  statement 
▼hich  had  just  been  made,  whether 
blowing  Sepoys  from  guns — which  had 
been  done  in  India^ — was  a  distinct  step 
in  the  direction  of  leniency  and  humanity 
in  the  treatment  of  soldiers  ? 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  said,  still  further 
security  had  been  afforded  by  the  fact 
that  when  the  constitution  of  the  Council 
of  India  and  the  powers  of  the  Governor 
General  in  Council  were  fixed,  a  limita- 
tion was  provided  to  the  effect  that  no  laws 
should  be  passed  in  India  which  were  sub- 
▼errife  of  the  Mutiny  Act  for  England. 
That  was  a  direct  precedent  for  bringing 
^  laws  of  the  two  countries  into  har- 
^^J't  and,  therefore,  it  might  be  fairly 
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assumed  that  the  authorities  would  in- 
sure the  realization  of  that  which  was 
asked. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  168  (Mutual  relations  of  Re- 
gular Forces  and  Auxiliary  Forces) 
agreed  to. 

Clause  169  (Modification  of  Act  with 
respect  to  Royal  Marines). 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  moved  the  in- 
sertion of  the  words — 

"  Unless  such  ofiicors  and  mon  arc  serving  as 
seamen  under  the  immediate  command  of  a 
naval  officer  on  shore." 

The  object  of  the  words  was  that  when 
officers  and  men  of  the  Royal  Marines 
were  serving  with  the  Land  Forces  they 
should  be  subject  to  the  Marine  Mutiny 
Act;  and  that  when  they  were  serving 
with  sailors  under  the  command  of  a 
naval  officer  they  should  be  subject  to 
the  Naval  Mutiny  Act. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  170  (Modification  of  Act  with 
respect  to  Her  Majesty's  Indian  Forces). 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  moved  the  omission 
of  all  the  words  after  **  India,"  inline  9,  to 
the  end  of  the  clause.  It  would  be  within 
the  recollection  of  the  Committee  that 
when  the  discussion  took  place  with  re- 
gard to  the  removal  of  the  Indian  troops 
to  Cyprus  the  question  was  asked,  under 
what  Act  the  troops  would  come,  the 
reply  being  the  Indian  Mutiny  Act. 
The  present  seemed  to  be  an  entirely 
new  clause ;  and  what  he  wished  to  in- 
quire was  this — seeing  that  Her  Maj  esty 's 
Government  had  introduced  a  new  policy, 
and  proposed  henceforth  to  assume  the 
right  to  employ  Indian  troops  outside 
India,  would  those  troops,  when  brigaded 
and  serving  with  English  troops,  come 
under  the  English  or  the  Indian  Mutiny 
Act  ?  It  appeared  to  him  that  they 
ought  to  be  brought  under  the  English 
Act,  especially  after  the  decision  which 
had  been  arrived  at  with  respect  to  the 
Colonial  Forces;  but  he  simply  raised 
the  question  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  make 
an  explanation. 

Colonel  STANLEY  was  not  perfectly 
conversant  with  the  Indian  Articles  of 
War;    but  understood,  from  the   best 
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information  he  had  been  able  to  obtain, 
that  this  clause  substantially  re-enacted 
the  present  law.  He  had  no  power  to 
make  any  change  in  the  Articles  of  War 
relating  to  India. 

SiE  HENRY  JAMES  pointed  out  that 
if  the  Amendment  were  agreed  to,  it 
would  utterly  break  the  contract  of  every 
soldier  in  the  Indian  Army. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  admitted 
that,  at  first  sight,  it  seemed  an  anomaly 
that  Indian  soldiers  serving  Her  Majesty 
out  of  their  own  country  should  be  sub- 
ject to  a  different  law  than  was  appli- 
cable to  English  soldiers.  On  further 
consideration,  however,  it  would  be  felt 
that  the  thing  was  right,  inasmuch  as 
Indian  soldiers  had  manners  and  customs 
peculiarly  their  own;  and  it  would  be 
inexpedieut,  if  not  dangerous,  to  put 
them  under  the  same  laws  as  applied  to 
soldiers  whose  manners  and  customs 
were  entirely  different. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  regretted  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  lately  in- 
troduced the  policy  of  employing  In- 
dian troops  on  service  outside  India. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
assured  the  Committee  that  there  was 
nothing  in  the  terms  of  the  clause  which 
interfered  with  the  existing  law.  But 
the  existing  Mutiny  Act  had  never  con- 
templated the  use  of  Indian  troops  out- 
side India;  and  the  question  was, 
whether,  if  those  troops  were  employed, 
say  for  the  purpose  of  suppressing  a 
rebellion  in  Canada,  or  quieting  dis- 
turbances at  the  Cape,  they  would  remain 
under  the  Indian  Mutiny  Act,  or  come 
under  the  cognizance  of  the  English 
Act  ?  The  question  was  an  important 
one ;  because,  if  the  Indian  differed  from 
the  English  Act,  there  would  be  an  un- 
fairness with  reference  to  the  Colonial 
Forces  who,  when  acting  with  English 
troops,  came  under  the  EngHsh  Act, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  remained  under 
the  Colonial  Act. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  the  Indian 
troops  would  remain  under  their  own 
Articles  of  War.  This  subject  was  not 
in  any  way  affected  by  questions  of 
policy.  The  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  went  to  the  very 
root  of  the  matter,  when  he  said  that 
the  Indian  Articles  of  War  differed 
from  the  English,  because  they  ap- 
plied to  persons  whose  manners  and 
customs  were  entirely  different  from  our 
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Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jen- 
kins) was  quite  mistaken  in  supposing 
that  it  was  an  entirely  new  thing  for 
Indian  troops  to  be  employed  out  of 
their  own  country.  Sixty  or  70  years 
ago,  for  instance,  they  served  in  E^^t. 
The  Colonial  troops  were  in  a  different 
position.  As  most  of  the  Colonies  had 
independent  Legislatures,  there  was  no 
guarantee  that  they  would  provide  an 
efEcient  Mutiny  Act;  but  in  the  case 
of  India,  England  could  control  legis- 
lation, and  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment 
wotdd  take  care  that  the  law  was  as  it 
should  be. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Major  NOLAN  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  to  the  4th  paragraph  of  the  present 
clause,  and  the  end  of  (3lause  42.  Con- 
trasting the  two,  it  would  be  perceived 
that  they  ran  on  parallel  lines,  and  as 
one  had  been  left  out  the  other  ought  to 
be.  The  only  variation  in  the  two  cases 
was  that  different  channels  were  pre- 
scribed for  the  making  of  complaints. 
He  moved  the  omission  of  the  parag^ph 
he  had  referred  to. 

Colonel  STANLEY  was  quite  ready 
to  deal  with  the  paragraph  in  the  man- 
ner suggested.  The  two  clauses  ran  on 
the  same  lines.  He  had  overlooked  the 
retention  of  this  paragraph,  and  he  would 
see  to  the  matter  before  Report. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  171  (Modification  of  Act  with 
respect  to  Auxiliary  Forces). 

Me.  a.  H.  BROWN  suggested  that 
if  a  court  martial  should  be  held  on  a 
Volunteer,  when  the  Volunteers  were 
brigaded  with  the  Regulars,  the  court 
should  be  composed  of  a  certain  propor- 
tion of  Volunteer  officers.  Under  the 
Bill,  as  at  present  framed,  it  was  possible 
for  the  court  to  consist  entirely  of  mili- 
tary officers.  He  would  be  satisfied  if 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  would 
undertake  to  consider  the  matter  before 
Report. 

(JoLOiTEL  ST  ANLEY  w  as  bound  to  admit 
that  the  subject  was  fairly  one  for  con- 
sideration, though  he  could  not  pledge 
himself  to  deal  with  it  in  the  BiU. 
Where  it  was  found  practicable,  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  might 
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be  acted  upon ;  but  it  would  be  unwise 
to  lay  down  any  hard-and-fast  line,  as  a 
prisoner  might  then  sometimes  be  sub- 
jected to  a  long  period  of  detention  be- 
fore trial.  It  was  desired  to  raise  the 
statoBof  the  Volunteers,  and  to  put  Volun- 
teer officers  on  the  same  footing  as  the 
Begdars  when  serving  with  them ;  and, 
prorided  they  were  properly  qualified, 
there  was  no  reason  why  they  should 
not  take  part  in  the  ordinary  duties  of 
Begnlars.  But,  of  course,  if  this  rule 
were  applied  one  way  it  ought  to  be  ap- 
plied the  other,  the  officers  being  made 
interchangeable. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  172  (Special  provisions  as  to 
warrant  officers). 

Majob  NOLAN  moved  the  omission, 
from  line  34,  of  the  words  **  to  be  re- 
duced to  the  ranks  or."  This  clause  gave 
power  to  a  court  martial,  among  or 
punishments,  to  reduce  a  warrant  officer  to 
the  ranks.  The  power  would  be  injurious 
to  warrant  officers,  who  held  a  very  im- 
portant position.  There  were  not  a  large 
number  of  such  officers  in  the  Service, 
though  in  the  Artillery  there  were  many 
who  held  somewhat  similar  positions. 
They  often  had  stores  under  their  charge, 
and  were  jointly  responsible  with  the 
commanding  officer.  It  would  be  utterly 
ridiculous  to  make  such  men  liable  to  be 
reduced  to  the  ranks.  They  might  be 
reduced  to  the  ranks  nominally,  but  not 
for  the  purpose  of  serving  there.  He 
would  have  no  objection  to  the  clause  if 
it  were  so  framed  that  warrant  officers 
might  be  reduced  to  the  ranks  only  for 
the  purpose  of  being  dismissed  the  Ser- 
vice or  imprisoned. 

CoLOKEL  STANLEY  could  not  speak 
with  positive  certainty ;  but  his  impres- 
sion was  that,  practically,  a  warrant 
officer  was  discharged  if  reduced  to  the 
ranks.  He  would  inquire  into  the 
point. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  if  the  right  hon. 
snd  gallant  Qentleman  would  consent  to 
put  in  the  words  on  the  Beport  he  would 
withdraw  his  Amendment. 

OoLOKEL  STANLEY  said,  he  would 
consider  the  matter,  and  make  a  state- 
ment on  the  Beport.  He  could  not  under- 
take to  put  in  the  words  now. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 


Clause  173  (Special  provisions  as  to 
non-commissioned  officer). 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  he  had 
proposed  two  Amendments  in  the  clause, 
which  he  thought  practically  met  the 
views  of  many  Members  of  the  Commit- 
tee, and  especially  of  several  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen behind  him.  He  proposed,  in 
page  101,  line  14,  to  leave  out  **  in  the  • 
case  of,"  and  insert — 

*^  His  commanding  officer  shall  not  reduce  a 
non-commissioned  officer  more  than  one  grade, 
and  that  in  the  case  of  suoh ; " 

and  in  line  16,  before  **  court  martial," 
insert  "district."  The  effect  of  that 
would  be  that  a  non-commissioned  officer 
could  not  be  punished  except  by  reduc- 
tion of  one  grade.  He  proposed  to  leave 
power  in  the  hands  of  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,  and  of  the  Commander-in-Chief 
in  Lidia,  to  reduce  at  once  to  the  ranks; 
but  the  reduction  of  a  non-commissioned 
officer  by  a  commanding  officer  would 
not  be  as  it  now  stood  in  the  clause.  It 
would  simply  be  by  one  g^ade.  [Colonel 
Alexandeb  :  That  is  from  sergeant  to 
corporal.]  That  was  so.  He  had  known 
cases  where  it  was  very  hard  to  try  non- 
commissioned officers  by  court  martial, 
and  yet  where  an  officer  could  not  pass 
over  everything.  He  would  accept  the 
Amendment,  giving  an  appeal  in  every 
case  to  a  district  court  martial,  and  not 
to  a  regimental  court  martial. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  was  very 
sorry  that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  could  not  accept  the  proposal  of  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.  He 
proposed  to  keep  the  law  as  it  now  stood, 
and  to  prevent  an  arbitrary  exercise  of 
power  by  a  commanding  officer.  He  had 
referred  back,  curiously  enough,  to  the 
year  1750,  and  found  a  debate  then  arose 
on  the  Mutiny  Bill,  and  that  Colonel 
George  Townsend  then  proceeded  to  add 
a  clause  to  prevent  any  non-commissioned 
officer  being  broke,  or  reduced  to  the 
ranks,  except  by  sentence  of  court  mar- 
tial. They  were  told  that  certain  persons 
attended  on  that  occasion  at  the  House 
of  Commons  who  had  been  broke  with- 
out trial,  or  without  any  cause  assigned, 
and  that  he  expatiated  not  only  on  the 
iniquity  of  such  proceedings,  but  on  the 
danger  of  leaving  such  arbitrary  power 
in  the  hands  of  one  individual.  It  did 
seem  a  curious  thing  that  in  the  year 
1750  a  strong  protest  was  made  against 
such  arbitrary  power  being  committed  to 
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one  person,  and  thafc  now,  in  the  year 
1879,  it  was  proposed  to  confer  that 
power  upon  commanding  officers.  He 
could  not  only  quote  this  old  authority, 
but  also  a  much  more  recent  authority 
against  the  proposal — and  no  less  an 
authority  than  His  Eoyal  Highness  the 
Commander-in-Chief,  who  was  examined 
before  the  Committee  which  sat  last  year 
to  consider  this  subject.  He  was  asked 
by  the  Financial  Secretary  to  the  War 
Office — his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Berkshire  (Colonel  Loyd 
Lindsay) — 

"  "Wotild  your  Royal  Highness  think  that  the 
power  given  a  commanding  officei  should  be  as 
much  as  that  P  " 

That  is  to  say,  the  power  of  reducing 
non-commissioned  officers  to  the  ranks. 
His  Royal  Highness  replied — 

*'  I  think  it  should  not  be  so  much  as  that.  I 
am  of  opinion  that  you  ought  not  to  give  a 
summary  power  to  a  commanding  officer  to 
break  a  non-commissioned  officer.  It  shoiild  be 
done  by  a  regimental  court  martial,  because, 
otherwise,  you  might  have  very  arbitrary  acts. 
I  do  not  say  it  would  be  so.  It  is  quite  pos- 
sible a  commanding  officer  might  take  a  dislike 
to  a  non-commissioned  officer  for  some  small 
matter,  and  if  ho  had  power  to  break  him  off- 
hand Uie  result  might  be  serious.  If  he  was  a 
non-commissioned  officer,  and  particularly  if  he 
was  a  sergeant,  I  think  he  ought  to  be  broken 
by  a  regimental  court  martial,  and  not  by  the 
authority  of  a  commanding  officer.*' 

In  face  of  that  evidence,  given  by  no 
less  a  personage  than  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,  he  contended  that  the  Committee 
were  entitled  to  know  who  were  the  un- 
known individuals  who  had  recommended 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to 
take  this  step  ?  If  there  were  any  com- 
manding officers  of  opinion  that  they 
should  be  intrusted  with  this  power,  why 
were  they  not  called  before  the  Com- 
mittee of  last  year  ?  The  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  did  certainly  propose 
to  make  one  concession,  by  allowing  a 
commanding  officer  to  reduce  a  non- 
commissioned officer  only  one  step. 
He  thought  the  concession  really  was 
not  a  concession  at  all.  What  the 
non-commissioned  officer  required  was 
security  in  his  position  ;  and  without 
that  security  the  position  lost  more  than 
half  its  value.  Further,  he  wished  to 
remind  the  Committee  of  what  a  non- 
commissioned officer  would  be  liable  to 
lose ;  that  not  only  would  the  non-com- 
missioned officer  be  liable  to  lose  his 
position  at  the  pleasure  or  caprice  t)f  his 
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commanding  officer,  but  also  of  an  a 
ing  commanding  officer.  When  t 
commanding  officer  went  away  on  lea 
his  representative  at  once  acquired 
the  powers  of  a  commanding  officer ; 
that  when  a  colonel  went  away,  and 
major  was  left  in  command,  or  perhe 
even  a  captain,  they  would  have  t 
power  of  summarily  reducing  a  n< 
commissioned  officer  from  the  rank 
sergeant  to  the  rank  of  corporal,  or  fr 
corporal  to  the  ranks.  That  was 
power  he  did  not  think  ought  to  be  gii 
to  commanding  officers.  It  had  be 
stated  that  some  non  -  commission 
officers  turned  out  failures.  But  wh( 
fault  was  that  ?  In  most  cases  the  fa^ 
of  the  commanding  officer  himself  ;  I 
cause  non-commissioned  officers  w( 
always  appointed,  in  the  £rst  instani 
on  approbation  to  acting  rank — su 
as  lance-sergeant,  and  lance-corpor 
While  they  were  so  acting,  it  was  t 
duty  of  the  commanding  officer  to  fi: 
out  if  they  were  fit  to  be  promoted 
either  of  these  grades.  In  his  opinio 
if  this  power  were  given,  it  would  on 
encourage  carelessness  on  the  part  of  tl 
commanding  officer.  A  noble  Friend 
his  near  him  said  that  the  power  whi 
made  should  be  able  to  unmake.  Sure! 
that  proposition,  if  carried  out,  won 
be  a  great  blow  at  the  irremovability 
Judges.  The  Crown  could  make  thei 
but  it  could  not  unmake  them.  They  hi 
the  greatest  difficulty,  even  now,  ingettii 
good  non-commissioned  officers ;  and 
this  power  were  conceded  they  wou 
have  ten  times  more  difficulty.  Ther 
fore,  unless  the  right  hon.  and  galla 
Gentleman  would  accept  his  Amendme 
he  must  divide  the  Committee  as  a  pr 
test  against  this  change.  Ho  might  a( 
that  ample  power  was  at  present  give 
in  the  event  of  necessity,  in  the  137 
Article  of  War.  The  commanding  offic 
of  a  regiment  might,  in  a  case  of  urge 
necessity,  or  of  proved  inefficiency,  app 
for  special  leave  for  the  purpose  to  tl 
Commander-in-Chief,  or  the  full  colon 
commanding  the  regiment,  and  so  redu< 
a  man.  That  power  had  worked  we 
up  to  the  present  time,  and  it  would  I 
much  better  to  leave  it  as  it  was. 

SiE  HENEY  HAVELOCK  said,  ( 
he  had  an  Amendment  of  precisely  tl 
same  character  to  that  which  had  ju 
been  proposed,  perhaps  ho  might  I 
allowed  to  add  one  or  two  words  to  wh( 
had  been  said.    The  position  of  a  nox 


lis      Army  Discipline  and  (Jxtly  10, 1879} 


JReguUttian  BiU,  114 


commissioned  officer  under  this  clause 
was  reij  nnsatisfactorj.    They  now  had 
greater  and  greater  difficulty  in  obtain- 
ing non-commissioned  officers,   among 
the  young  men  -who  were  now  serving, 
in  consequence  of  the  system  of  short 
serrioe ;  and  it  was  to  him  inconceivable 
that  this  should  be  proposed.    He  served 
as  a  Member  of  the  Committee  which  sat 
last  year ;  and  if  there  was  one  thing 
moTe  than  another  which  they  desired 
to  impress  upon  the  future  military  law, 
it  was  that  the  position  of  non-commis- 
eioned  officers  should  be  fenced  about  in 
every  possible  way,  and  be  made  so  secure 
that  they  might  be  certain  that  nothing 
could  reduce  them  except  the  sentence  of 
a  court  martial.     The  one  case  in  which 
exception  was  made  was  that  of  the 
137  th  Article  of  War,  which  was  intended 
to  apply  to  the  case  of  a  non-commis- 
sioned officer  who  had  been  promoted 
without  sufficient  inquiry  into  his  ca- 
pability, or  who  had  subsequently  been 
found  to  be  'totally    incompetent.     In 
such  cases,  generaUy  by  the  consent  and 
by  the  desire  of  the  individual  himself, 
he  was  allowed  to  retire  to  the  ranks. 
That,  however,  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  proposal  now  made;  and  he  must 
express  his  astonishment  that  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  should  sup- 
pose that  this  alteration  would,  in  any 
degree,  be  for  the  benefit  of  the  Army, 
or  tend  to  raise  the  position  of  the  non- 
commissioned officer.     To  his  mind,  it 
cut  at  the  very  root  of  that  position, 
and  rendered  the  rank  of  a  non-com- 
missioned  officer  insecure.    It    would, 
therefore,  add  to  the  difficulty,  now  al- 
ready experienced,  of  obtaining  proper 
men  for  non-commissioned  officers  ;  and, 
therefore,   he    trusted    the    Committee 
would  not  assent  to  it.    The  non-com- 
missioned  officer  should  be  in  such  a 
position  that,  when  accused  of  any  crime, 
he  should   have  a  guarantee  that  he 
should  only  be  tried  by  court  martial, 
and  only  punished  by  court  martial. 

CoLONSL  STANLEY  replied,  that  that 
was  the  case  now,  for  an  appeal  was 
given  to  a  district  court  martial,  and  the 
point  he  particularly  cared  about  was 
that  a  non-commissioned  officer  could 
not  be  reduced  to  the  ranks  altogether. 
He  felt  rather  strongly  upon  that  point. 
He  had  very  often  seen  cases  where  an 
offence  by  a  non-oommissioned  officer 
^  been  passed  by,  because  thepunish- 
lAent  of  reduction  to  the  ranks  was 


really  disproportionate  to  the  offence. 
They  ought  not  to  pass  offences  over; 
they  ought  to  be  deadt  with ;  and,  at  the 
same  time,  they  ought  not  to  be  punished 
too  severely. 

Colonel  MUBE  observed,  that  it  was 
quite  true  that  the  power  of  appeal  was 
given ;  but,  still,  the  clause  left  the  non- 
commissioned officer  in  the  power  of  his 
commanding  officer,  unless  he  appealed. 
He  was  a  Member  of  the  Committee 
which  considered  all  these  questions, 
and  he  knew  how  earnestly  they  desired 
to  raise  the  status  of  the  non-commis- 
sioned officer.  He  was,  therefore,  as- 
tonished to  find,  when  he  read  this  Bill, 
that  this  clause  had  been  put  in.  He 
should  really  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  on  whose  authority  he 
had  included  the  clause?  He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  if  an  appeal 
to  the  Army  were  made  the  clause  would 
be  condemned.  It  would  make  it  far 
more  difficult  even  than  it  was  now  to 
get  men  to  serve  as  non-commissioned 
officers,  and  he  should  certainly  support 
the  Amendment. 

Major  NOLAN  remarked,  that  this 
clause  turned  the  man  from  a  respect- 
able soldier  into  a  fiunkey ;  and  it  would 
be  hardly  safe  for  him  to  differ  from  his 
commanding  officer  in  religion,  smart- 
ness,  or  anything.  A  private  soldier 
was  protected  against  the  caprice  of  his 
commander,  because  he  was  protected 
by  court  martial  in  all  matters  of  pay 
and  clothing,  and  because  he  did  not  so 
much  rub  up  against  the  officer;  he 
rubbed  up  against  the  non-commissioned 
officer.  The  commanding  officer  de- 
pended very  much  on  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers  for  the  smartness  of  his 
regiment,  and  he  got  very  indignant  if 
they  did  not  follow  his  views.  No  doubt, 
those  views  were  generally  right;  but, 
still,  there  were  some  commanding 
officers  who  had  fads.  In  a  good  climate, 
where  all  enjoyed  good  health,  that  did 
not  matter  so  much ;  but  in  a  bad  climate, 
where  men  got  ill,  the  non-commissioned 
officers  would  lead  a  very  bad  life,  if 
they  did  not  become  entire  flunkies.  The 
appeal  to  a  court  martial  was  quite 
illusory.  It  might  be  satisfactory  in 
some  gross  cases ;  but  he  might  say  that 
he  had  known  some  thousands  of  private 
soldiers  receiving  punishment  for  which 
they  could  legally  appeal,  and  yet  he 
only  knew  of  one  case  in  which  a  man 
appealed,  and  there  thenon-commissioned 
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officer  was  going  mad.  If  tlie  com- 
manding officer,  however,  were  merely 
uomeiciful,  it  would  never  do  for  the 
man  to  appeal ;  for,  unless  ho  was  abso- 
lutely innocent,  the  court  martial  would 
feel  bound  to  support  the  commanding 
officer,  and  would,  probably,  g^ve  an  in- 
creaaed  puniahment.  The  men  did  not 
appeal,  because  they  knew  it  was  not 
then  a  question  of  getting  one,  two,  or 
three  days'  imprisonment,  but  that  the 
court  martial  would  give  them  21  days ; 
while  the  sergeant  would  never  appeal, 
because  he  knew  the  sentence  would  be 
total  reduction  to  the  ranks.  Besides, 
by  this  clause,  they  destroyed  the  public 
opinion  of  the  regiment.  At  present,  a 
man  did  not  like  to  send  a  bad  case  to  a 
court  martial,  and  was  ruled  in  that  way 
by  the  public  opinion  of  the  regiment. 
It  was  one  thing  to  do  an  act  on  his  own 
authority,  and  quite  another  to  eubmit 
his  action  to  four  or  five  other  people. 
Besides,  in  some  cases,  tho  officer  might 
decide  in  a  pet,  and  when  angry.  The 
appeals  then  would  be  very  few,  and 
would  givo  no  practical  control ;  while 
this  clause  would  have  the  very  unfortu- 
nate effect  of  taking  away  from  the  non- 
commissioned officer  the  idea  that  he 
had  a  fixed  position,  and  of  making  him 
think  he  must  Icady  his  commander,  or 
else  he  might  get  broken.  Even  if  he 
did  not  toady  his  commander,  the  idea 
would  get  abroad  that  somebody  else 
had  the  commander's  ear,  and  he  would 
toady  that  somebody  else.  If  a  man 
spent  10  or  12  years  in  climbing  to  the 
rank  of  sergeant,  why  should  he  be 
treated  differently  from  the  ensign  or 
lieutenant  just  appointed  F  He  might 
not  hold  quite  so  important  a  position ; 
but  he  ought  to  have  the  same  protec- 
tion. Itcouldnot  be  said  that  theclause 
was  necessary  to  deal  with  extreme  oases, 
becauBO  those  caeea  were  already  pro- 
vided for.  He  would  not  yield  to  any- 
body in  his  desire  to  keep  up  the  posi- 
tion of  the  non-commissioned  officer ; 
and  he,  therefore,  thought  they  would 
do  well  to  leave  out  the  words  "and 
also  any  officer  in  an;  case,"  He  also 
proposed  to  leave  out  sub-section  2. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he 
would  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  to  put  in  the  word 
"colonel." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that,  praoti- 
oally,  the  colonel  of  the  regiment  took 
action  upon  the  officer  in  command  of 
Jdajer  Ii«laa 
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I  the  regiment,  and  be  imagined  that 
'  that  would  amount  to  exaotly  the  same 
thing  oe  if  the  action  were  taken  throngh 
the  Commander-in-Chief.  Perhaps  that 
was  a  question  which  he  might  be 
allowed  to  reserve  for  the  Seport. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWEB  eaid.  that 
he  was  very  glad  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  bad  acceded  to  the 
proposal  of  tho  hon.  and  gallant  Mem* 
ber  opposite.  He,  however,  was  wait- 
ing for  the  discussion  to  terminate, 
in  order  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  when  he  intended  to  report 
Progress.  He  need  not  remind  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman 
of  the  arduous  labours  the  Committea 
bad  undergone  since  they  met  in  the 
afternoon  at  4  o'clock,  and  the  very  im- 
portant work  that  would  require  their 
presence  in  the  House  at  2  o'clock  the 
next  day. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Major  NOLAN  inquired  whether  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  made 
arrangements  as  to  taking  power  for  the 
convening  officer  to  remit  punishment  F 

Coi^NEL  STANLEY  replied  that  that 
would  be  done. 

On  Motion  of  Colonel  Staklet,  the 
words  "corporal  punishment"  were 
omitted  lW>m  sub-section  4. 

On  Qnestion,  "That  the  Clause,  aa 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill  F  " 

Mr.  FABNELL  said,  he  rose  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  whether 
he  would  not  now  consent  to  report  Pro- 
Progress?  ["No,  no!"]  Inconse- 
quence of  that  expression  of  opinion,  he 
would  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— 
(Jfr.  ParneU.) 

Colonel  STANLEY  hoped  that  the 
Committee  would  consent  to  go  a  little 
further.  They  had  proceeded  very  fairl; 
up  till  then  ;  and,  so  far  aa  he  could  see, 
there  was  every  reason  to  believe  that 
the  Committee  was  disposed  to  discnsa 
the  remainder  of  the  Bill  in  a  fair  spirit. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  that  Members 
would  have  to  come  to  the  House  at 
2  o'clock  on  the  next  day ;  and  if  they 
were  to  go  on  for  another  hour,  the  Go- 
vemmeat  might  tell  them  just  the  same 


1 17     Armff  DiseipUn0  and 


(July  10,  18791 


Regulation  Bill  118 


thing  at  the  end  of  it.  He  wished  to 
know  how  far  the  Goyerament  proposed 
to  proceed?  One  hon.  Member  said — 
«'  Finish  the  BiU."  That  was  his  idea. 
It  was  not  his  (Mr.  Pamell's) ;  and  he 
thongfat  they  ought  to  understand  what 
the  Qovemment  wished  to  do,  how  far 
thej  wished  to  go,  and  at  what  time 
they  intended  to  stop. 

OoLONZL  STANLEY  said,  he  hoped 
that,  at  all  events,  they  would  be  allowed 
to  proceed  to  the  end  of  the  Bill.  He 
did  not  think  it  was  a  very  great  request 
to  make  to  the  Committee.  As  regarded 
the  postponed  clauses,  if  there  were  any 
that  were  not  substantially  opposed,  he 
thought  they  might  make  some  progress 
with  them.  At  any  rate,  they  were  now 
on  Clause  174,  and  he  did  not  think 
there  was  anything  that  would  lead  to 
prolonged  discussion  up  to  Clause  180. 

Mr.  O'CONNOE  POWER  said,  he 
thought  the  disposition  shown  by  hon. 
Members  opposite  was  really  not  a  very 
£air  disposition.    He  considered,  when 
a  temperate  appeal  was  made  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  that  hon. 
Mraibers  opposite  ought  not  to  shout  a 
speaker  down,  and  to  cry — "  The  Bill, 
the  whole  Bill,   and  nothing  but  the 
Bill."    He  apprehended  that  that  was 
not  the  spirit  in  which  the  Oovemment 
intended  to  deal  with  the  opposition.  He 
thought  the  statement  of  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  was  very  unsatisfactory. 
They  had  made  very  satisfactory  progress 
with  the  Bill ;  and  he  trusted  that  after 
they  had  disposed  of  the  very  important 
question  they  had  to  argpie  the  next  day 
—which  he  hoped  would  not  take  long 
—they  would  oe  able  to  proceed  with 
the  fiirther  consideration  of  the  BiU. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Oentleman 
had  not  only  suggested  that  they  should 
endeavour  to  get  through  the  remaining 
clauses  of  the  Bill,  but  also  had  hinted 
at  some  postponed  clauses.    If  that  was 
to  he  the  declaration  of  the  Government, 
he  did  not  see  how  they  could  answer  it 
in  any  other  way  except  by  dividing  on 
the  Motion  to  report  Plrogress.    He  was 
as  much  disposed  as  any  Member  of  the 
Committee  to  take  a  fair  and  impartial 
^ew  of  the  situation ;  but  he,  for  one, 
could  not  accept  that  proposal.    He  pre- 
sumed that  if  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee wanted  a  Division  they  would  g^ 
to  a  Division ;  and,  so  far  as  he  was 
concerned,  he  had  no  objection  to  one 
Division  or  20 ;  but  he  was  prepared  to 


go  on  so  long  as  there  was  a  prospect  of 
making  fair  and  intelligible  progress. 

Mr.  CHILDEBS  said,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  their  g^eat  object  should  be 
not  to  waste  time.  If  he  understood  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  aright,  he 
proposed  that  they  should  go  on  with 
the  Bill  till  they  came  to  the  postponed 
clauses,  and  then  take  some  of  the  least 
objected  to  of  these.  He  would  suggest 
that  they  should  not  proceed  with  those 
clauses,  because,  if  they  began  them, 
they  would  very  soon  arrive  at  contest- 
able matter.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Centleman  would  accept  the 
suggestion  now  held  out  to  him,  and 
only  go  through  the  clauses  to  the  Sche- 
dules, and  leave  the  postponed  dauses 
for  another  day. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  thought 
that  was  a  very  fair  proposal.  As  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemai^  had  pointed  out, 
the  mere  fact  that  the  clauses  had  beea 
postponed  showed  that  they  contained 
debatable  matter,  and,  therefore,  he 
would  not  press  them  at  that  time. 

Major  NOLAN  hoped  this  suggestion 
would  be  acceded  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath.  He  must  confess  that, 
during  its  progress,  his  mind  had  become 
very  much  changed  towards  the  Bill, 
and  he  now  considered  it  to  be  very 
much  better  than  the  old  Mutiny  Acts. 

Mr.  PABNELL  thought  that,  on  the 
whole,  they  might  agree  to  the  proposal. 
There  was  no  necessity  for  them  to  sit 
up  all  night  discussing  whether  they 
should  go  on  with  the  Bill  or  not.  The 
few  remaining  clauses  of  the  Bill  were 
not  very  important ;  and  as  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  now  conceded 
what  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  asked  him  to 
do,  and  had  said  how  far  he  wished  to 
go,  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  could  say  how  far 
he,  for  his  part,  was  prepared  to  go. 
He  supposed  that  the  right  non.  and  gal- 
lant Oentleman  would  himself  move  to 
report  Progress  when  the  180th  clause 
had  been  passed. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdraum. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  174  (Special  provisions  as  to 
application  of  Act  to  persons  not  belong- 
ing to  Her  Majesty's  Forces). 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  moved  to 
omit  certain  words,  of  which  the  effect 
would  be  to  place  civil  and  political 
functionaries,  such  as  special  Commis- 
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sioners  accompanying  bodies  of  troops, 
under  the  command  of  the  officer  com- 
manding the  troops.  He  said  it  would 
be  very  startling  to  find  that  a  high 
official  of  the  Diplomatic  Service  should, 
under  that  eection,  and  for  the  purposes 
of  that  Act,  be  under  the  command  of 
the  commanding  officer  of  the  party  to 
which  he  was  attached.  He  had  some 
knowledge  upon  the  point.  He  had 
himself  been  a  special  Commissioner, 
with  large  powers,  accompanying  troops; 
and,  as  he  had  thought  at  the  time,  iu 
a  higher  position  than  the  colonel  or 
major,  or  whatever  officer  it  was  in 
command  of  the  troops ;  and  he  should 
have  been  somewhat  surprised  to  learn 
that  he  vaa  ia  a  subordinate  position. 

CoLOSEL  STANLEY  said,  he  did  not 
quite  like  taking  the  words  out  of  the 
clause,  because,  under  the  section,  and 
for  the  purposes  of  discipline,  would 
come  Stair  clerks  and  other  officers  not 
borne  upon  the  regimental  pay  list.  He 
would,  however,  take  a  note  of  the  point" 
raised  by  the  hon.  Qentleman,  and  would 
see  whether  it  could  be  arranged  upon 
the  Beport. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  toilAdrawn.         \ 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  173  (Special  provisions  as  to 
reserve  man). 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  he  always 
looked  with  vei^  great  suspicion  on  any 
method  of  dealing  with  their  Reserves 
which  was  not  employed  by  Continental 
nations.  So  far  as  he  knew,  all  that 
they  did  was  to  pledge  the  Beserviet  to 
keep  the  authorities  informed  of  his 
address.  So  long  as  the  soldier  did 
that,  he  did  not  think  he  ought  to  be 
subject  to  punishment  for  not  coming  up 
to  receive  his  pay. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  quite 
granted  that  they  should  be  very  careful 
as  to  how  they  proceeded  with  those 
men ;  but  he  thought  there  was  nothing 
very  unnatural  in  saying  that  a  man 
should  assign  a  reasonable  cause  for 
absence.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  a  letter, 
or  other  communication,  would  be  suffi- 
cient to  assign  a  cause ;  and  he  was  glad 
to  find  that,  as  the  Beaerve  Begulationa 
were  becoming  better  known,  the  men 
were  dropping  more  into  the  regular 
system. 

dause  agrttd  to. 
iSir  George  OampitU 


Clause  176  (Special  provisions  as  to 
application  of  Act  to  Ireland)  i^rtti  i». 

Saving  Provuiont. 
Clause  177  (Saving  of  29  and  30  Viot. 
c.  109,  s.  66,  as  to  forces  when  onboard 
Her  Majesty's  ships)  agreed  to. 

Clause  178  (Saving  as  to  prerogadvs 
of  Her  Majesty). 

CoLosEL  STANLEY  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  the  clause,  as  it  was  proposed 
to  bring  up  another  in  exactly  the  uma 
terms  as  the  old  Act. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Definition. 

Clause  179  (Application  of  Act  t« 
Channel  Islands  and  Isle  of  Man} 
agrted  to. 

Clause  180  (Interpretation  of  terms). 
Me.  J.  BEOWN  moved,  in  pago  104, 

after  line  30,  to  insert — 

''The  exproasioQ  'in  the  eiecutioa  of  hit 
otllce,*  09  applied  to  an  officer  or  noii'Comnus- 
~i<ined  officer,  means  whenever  he  ia  iritli  bil 
ri'^ment,  or  withany  regiment  to  which  he  mir 
be  attached  for  duty,  or  with  auj'  part  thenra, 
rispcctivBly." 

He  said  that  his  object  in  moving  the 
Amendment  was  to  obtain  from  the 
.7  iidge  Advocate  General  an  opinion  npon 
the  subject  of  the  expression  of  "an 
otlicer  in  the  execution  of  his  duty." 

Ma  JOB  NOLAN  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
tliat  an  officer  would  always  be  in  the 
G-^ecution  of  bi4  office  if  this  Amendment 
tv:is  put  into  the  Bill,  and  it  would  be  acw- 
t;iin  protection  to  the  non-commissioned 
ollicerasagainst  the  private  soldier;  but 
it  would,  at  the  same  time,  be  somewhat 
iii  a  hardship  upon  the  non-commis- 
:-ioned  officer,  who  would  be  liable  to 
I'liQviction  for  offences  which  would  be 
nn  offence  whatever,  if  he  happened  to 
liiild  a  comrnisaioii,  or  to  bo  iu  tbe  posi- 
lion  of  a  privtity  BolJior.  In  saying  this, 
tio  did  nol,  for  a  moment,  deny  that 
tiiare  ought  to  be  a  difference  in  the 
punishment  for  offences  committed  by 
suldiers  wlioTi  on  and  off  duty. 

Me.  CAYENIiISII  BENTINCK  said, 
the  paragraph  in  the  clause  to  whioil 
objection  waa  taken  seemed  to  be  a  relic 
of  an  order  introduced  by  th"  late  Ihika 
of  WelliuL'tou,  iu  reference  to  the  time 
ut,  and  during  which,  a  noD-commi*-'] 
eioned  officer  was  to  be  conaiiitred  to-' 
be  on  dut;  witli  bin  regiment.    H«  omU 


not  sea  that  tlie  AmeDdment  proposed 
Tonid  advantage  the  a  on- commissioned 
officer,  inaemuch  as  it  was  necessary 
to  pronde  that  when  in  uoiforca  he  must 
be  considered  to  bo  on  duty  with  bis 
regiment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

CoLoyEL  STANLEY  moved,  in  page 
104,  liae  32,  to  leave  out  the  definition 
of  a  Boldier,  and  insert — 

"TTw  erpTMaion  'aoMier'  does  not  includa 
n  (iffitvr  as  defined  by  this  Acl,  bat,  with  the 
DxlideUiana  id  this  Act  contained  in  rolution 
lovimnt  officers  and  noa-coiQiniasioDed  offi- 
(m,  does  iocludo  a  warrant  officer  not  having 
1  hnnonuy  commisaion  and  n  aan-commiBsioned 
officer,  and  erery  person  gobjeotto  military  law 
dinn^the  time  that  he  is  so  Eubject." 


Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  moved  to 
tmend  the  clause  by  the  insertion  of 
TTOids  to  except  the  Island  of  CypruH  in 
time  of  peace,  in  order  to  protect  the 
■oldiera  serving  there,  Cyprus  being, 
lechnically,    a  military   and  a.  foreign 

CODDtiy. 

GoLojTEL  STANLEY  said,  the  Am. 
ment  waa  not  necessary,  because  the 
piorisions  as  to  military  occupation  did 
not  apply  to  the  circumstances  of  Cypms, 

Mr.  CHILDEES  asked,  if  this  wae 
■0,  whether  Cyprus  would  be  considered 
ia  the  lig^ht  of  a  Colony  ? 

CoLosEL  STANLEY  replied  in  th( 
negative,  and  added  that  though  there 
were  a  few  British  troops  on  the  Island 
it  did  not  follow  that  they  were  even, 
technically,  "  on  active  service." 

Hk.  H.  SAMUELSON  insisted  that 
wme  words  should  be  inserted  to  pro- 
ride  for  possible  contingencies  in  Cyprus. 
They  had  it  on  the  authority  of  the 
Prime  Minister  that  it  was  ''a  place  of 
inns,"  for  which  this  country  paid  a 
rent,  and  lo  the  fee  simple  of  which  they 
had  no  more  right  than  he  had  to  a 
hDiUB  which  he  hired  in  town  for  the 
•euon. 

Cou>:rzL  AfUBE  thought  the  question 
WW  one  which  required  clearing  up,  and 
raggmted  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Wstthat  be  should  re-consider  it,  and 
e  proposal  on  the  Report. 
.  AS8HET0N   CROSS  remarked, 
is  right  hoii.  and  gallant  Friend 
crelary    of    State    fer  War  had 
'  s  question    bad  already  been 
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however,  undertake  that  the  Law  Officers 

of  the  Crown  should  be  consulted  on  the 

matter  between  now  and  the  Beport, 

sary,  words  ooi ' ' 

Amendment,  by  leave,  wiihdrawn. 

SiK  DAVID  WEDDEItBUEN 
moved,  in  page  108,line  7,atler  "court," 
to  insGit— 

"Or  nny  magistrate  or  mapstrate*  to  whom 
jurisdicliiin  is  given  by  ''JTie  Summary  Pto- 
coduru  (Scotland)  Act,  1864. '  " 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mii.  J.  BROWN  moved,  in  page  108, 
at  the  end  of  the  clause,  to  add — 

"  For  the  puipoae  r>!  deducting  pay  a  part  o£ 
day  ahFill  not  be  reckoned  as  a  da;  unlesa  it 
oneiat  of  six  hours  or  upwards." 

Amendment  agreed  lo. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Houso  returned. 

Committee  report  ProgresB ;  to  sit 
again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

METROPOLITAN     pOARD    OF    WORKS 

(WATER  EXPENSES)  BILL,— [Bill  204.] 

{Sir  James  M'Garil-Uogg,  Sir  Charla  IF.  Dilti, 

Mr.  Rodaell.) 

BECOKS  BEADING. 

Order  For  Second  Reading  read. 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG :  I 
cannot  expect,  at  the  time  of  night  wo 
have  now  arrived  at,  to  enter  into  a  full 
explanation  of  this  Bill;  and  I  think  the 
best  thing  for  me  to  do  is  to  move  the 
second  reading,  and  very  briefly  to  stale 
what  I  know  the  Board  wish  to  do. 
With  regard  to  my  hon.  Frieud  the 
Member  for  Midhuret  (Sir  Henry  Hol- 
land\  who  has  removed  his  Notice  from 
tiie  Fnper,  I  may  say  that,  as  long  as  I 
huve  the  honour  of  holding  the  position 
I  do,  I  n  ill  never  again  put  down  my 
name  m  any  Bill  without  some  consulta- 
tion with  the  Government.  With  regard 
to  my  lioQ.  Friend  opposite  the  Membur 
for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk),  I  know  ho 
bjects  to  the  expenses  ;  but  I  will  tuko 
are  to  put  in  a  Schedule  in  the  Bill  in 
Coramitiue  eiplaiuing'  the  whole  matter, 

il  I  nuiy  tellmyhou.  Friend  the  Meui- 

r  fur  Gloucester  that  a  large  question 
like  this,  of  the  supply  of  fresh  water  for 
the  whole  of  the  Metro|>olie,  was  very  ex- 
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pensive,  &nd  we  found  it  necesBar;  to  con- 
sult the  beat  engineers  and  the  best  chemi- 
cal analysts  to  test  the  various  qualities  of 
water.  When  we  went  into  the  question 
it  appeared  desirable  to  provide  a  double 
source  of  supply ;  and,  after  a  long  con- 
sultation, we  found  that  a  saving  of  up- 
wards of  £130,000  a-year  would  result 
Irom  the  adoption  of  a  double  supply,  as 
compared  with  the  cost  of  the  necessary 
alterations  in  the  existing  supply.  My 
hon.  Friend  wishes  to  make  a  statement, 
and  I  think  I  shall  beet  consult  the  con- 
venience of  the  House  by  reserving  any 
observations  I  may  have  to  make  for  my 
reply,  although  I  am  prepared  to  go  into 
the  whole  question.  I  beg,  therefore,  to 
move  the  second  reading. 

Ifotioa  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (5*"r  Jamet  M'GarelSogg.) 

Mb.  monk  :  The  Amendment  that  I 
have  had  on  the  Paper  for  the  last  fort- 
night, or  more,  I  removed  at  the  request 
of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  who  un- 
dertook to  make  a  statement  in  defence 
of  the  action  of  the  Board  of  Works 
in  promoting  the  Water  Bills  of  lost 
Session.  I  am  a  little  nurprised  that 
my  hon  and  gallant  Friend  has  made  bo 
brief  a  statomont,  and  one  not  in  any 
way  eiplaining  the  merits  of  tlie  cast) ; 
but  as  ho  has  said  h^  will  reserve  his  do- 
fence,  I  will,  as  briefly  as  I  can,  state 
the  allegations  I  have  to  make  against 
this  Bilf;  and  I  shall  conclude  by  mov- 
ing the  Resolution  that  has  been  stand- 


pTomotiou  of  thu  two  Hillslorwhichthcy  aakan 
udemnity  from  Farlianieut." 
It  will  be  in  the  recollection  of  the  House 
that  last  year  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber introduced  two  measures  into  Parlia- 
ment— one  was  introduced  as  a  Public 
Bill,  and  the  other,  Ibelieve,  as  a  Private 
Bill ;  but  I  am  not  quito  certain  about 
thot.  f  Sir  Jaues  M'Garel-Hooo  r  It 
was  so.  J  In  the  case  of  the  public  Bill 
the  expenses  ought  not  to  have  been  very 
great ;  because  the  promoters  were 
spared  the  Parliamentary  fees  and  costs 
that  any  otlier  town  or  Corporation  in 
the  Kingdom  would  have  had  to  bear  ; 
inasmncli  as  thoy  irould  have  to  bring 
in  their  Bill  as  a  Private  Bill ;  but  that 
Sir  Jamei  if'  Ganl-Mogg 


is  a  small  part  of  the  objection  I  luiTe 
to  this  proposal  of  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend.  The  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  having  brought  in  these  Bill* 
they  were,  as  a  matter  of  course,  read  > 
first  time,  and  subsequently  a  discussion 
took  place  on  the  second  reading ;  but  I 
am  sorry  to  say  those  hon.  Members 
who  took  part  in  the  disoUGsioii  on 
the  Water  Supply  last  year  are  nov' 
conspicuous  by  their  absence.  I  do  not 
know  why  that  is  the  case;  but,  pro- 
bably, they  were  not  aware  a  Bill  of 
this  importance  would  be  brought  on  at 
2  o'clock  in  the  morning.  I  have  no 
doubt  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Woiki 
were  actuated  by  the  best  motives  in 
seeking  to  provide  a  pure  supply  of  water 
for  the  Metropolis ;  but  whether  th^ 
were  the  proper  body  to  undertake  that 
duty  is  a  very  different  question,  and  one 
upon  which,  I  think,  it  was  obligatory  on 
the  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  to  have  consulted  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  But  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  did  not  take  that  course. 
He  introduced  these  Bills,  and  has  been 
good  enough  to  place  in  my  hands  the 
Schedule  which  I  believe  he  intends  to 
move  inCommittee,ehowingin  what  way 
thosecoBtswereincurred.  Amongstthem 
very  large  item  for  couneel'B  fees. 
I  cannot  but  think  if  my  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  had  expended  a  small  port  of 
that  sum  in  taking  the  opinion  of  coud- 
LS  to  the  legality  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  Metropohtan  Board  of  Works, 
it  would  have  been  a  wiser  course 
than  that  adopted;  but  I  presume  he 
did  not  do  so,  for  if  he  had,  he  would 
have  found  out  that  the  course  the  BoaHl 
had  adopted  was  certainly  illegal.  I 
am  astonished  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  has  not  alluded  to  the  Acta  of 
Parliament  under  which  the  Metropoli* 
tan   Board  oi  Works  were  called  into 

itence,  and  in  which  all  their  duties 
and  all  their  powers  are  carefully  ac- 
curately defined;  but  in  this  case,  I 
think,  he  has  been  found  wanting.    If 

had  looked  at  the  Acta  that  regu- 
late the  proceedings  of  the  Metropo- 
litan Board  of  Works,  he  would  have 
seen  they  had  no  power  to  acquire 
Water  Works,  buy  Has  Works,  ond 
initiate  important  schemes  of  that  nature. 
In  this  Bill  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  take  credit  far  having  incurred 
those  expenses  in  good  faith,  and  be- 
heving  they  were, 
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fiilk,  making  application  to  Parliament 
for  foither  powers  for  the  public  benefit 
of  the   inhabitants  of  the  Metropolis. 
Why  has  not  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
given  ns  some  reason  for  not  having 
consulted  the  counsel  who  are  usually 
consulted  by  the  Board  ?    Why  did  the 
Board  incur  those  enormous  expenses  ? 
¥or,  although    my    hon.   and    gallant 
Fnend  has  not  stated  what  the  amount 
18)  in  the  account  he  has  placed  in  my 
liands  I  find  the  amount  to  be  between 
£15,000  and  £16,000,  and  I  shall  pre- 
sently have  to  call  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  some  of  those  items.    In  the 
first  place,  the  amount  which  is  paid 
to  counsel  is  £1,045.     Then,  there  are 
two  distinct  accounts;  but  one  is  of  the 
amount    paid  in  1878,    and  the  other 
which  is  paid,  or  payable,  in  the  year 
1879.    That  which  was  paid  last  year 
has  been  disallowed  by  the  auditor,  and, 
^erefore,  that  payment  is  illegal ;  yet, 
notwithstanding  that,  I  find  in  the  Bill 
before  us  it  is  stated  that  questions  have 
been  raised,  and  are  still  pending,  as  to 
the  legality  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  defraying  those  expenses.     I 
aak  the  House,  if  such  questions  are 
atiU  pending,  is  it  not  premature  to  in- 
troduce a  Bill  of  this  nature  ?    I  should 
be  glad  to  know  whether  this  question 
is  8tUl  pending.     Is  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  prepared  to  admit  that  tho  act 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  have 
committed  is  illegal ;  or  is  he  prepared 
to  submit  to  a  court  of  competent  juris- 
diction the  question  whether  they  were 
justified  in  incurring  these  expenses  or 
not  ?     If  he  is  prepared  to  abide   by 
the  latter  course,  I  say  at  once  the  Pre- 
amble of  this  Bill  is  not  proved,  and 
we  ought  not  to  proceed  further  with 
the  Bui,    at    all  events   this  evening, 
until  the  question    has    been   decided. 
Now,  the  items  are   remarkable.     We 
have,    first,    the  amount  paid    to    en- 
gineers,   which    is    very    small — 100 
gnineas ;  but  I  find  there  is  another  for 
chemists  of  £1,438,  and  for  Parliament- 
ary Agents  of  £1,378.    I  have  stated 
that  engineers    have  been     paid    100 
guineas;  but  an  item  is  still  owing  to 
fiiem  re  new   works   and  purchase   of 
existing    works,      and     as    witnesses, 
vnoonting  to  £6,320  7«.  %d.    I  should 
^  glad  to  know  what  are  those  new 
'forks  which  have  been  executed  by  the 
engineers  without  the  sanction  of  Par- 
lui^ent?     Let   me   remind  the  House 


that  the  Bills  were  read  a  first  time. 
[Sir  James  M*Gabel-Hooo:  One  was 
read  a  second  time.]  One  was,  but 
the  other  was  not;  and  it  is  reaUy 
trifling  with  the  House  for  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  to  make  that  remark, 
inasmuch  as  he  dropped  both  the  Bills 
at  an  early  stage.  Yet  I  find  that 
£6,320  was  spent  upon  works,  and 
my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  is  not 
justified  in  coming  to  this  House  and 
asking  it  to  indemnify  the  Board  for 
an  expense  of  that  nature.  Now,  Sir,  I 
want  an  answer  to  this  question.  The 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  I  under- 
stand, were  divided  on  the  question  as 
to  the  propriety  of  bringing  in  theso 
Bills  in  1877.  I  do  not  know — for  I 
have  not  inquired — as  to  the  number  of 
members  of  the  Board  of  Works  who 
opposed  the  proposal — but  I  believe 
there  was,  at  all  events,  a  considerable 
dissentient  minority.  The  Board  of 
Works  were  warned,  over  and  over 
again,  that  their  proceedings  were  illegal 
before  they  brought  in  those  Bills,  and 
yet  they  persevered  with  them ;  conse- 
quently they  do  not  come  with  a  good 
grace,  when  they  seek  to  saddle  the 
ratepayers  of  the  Metropolis  with  the 
expense.  I  speak  on  this  as  a  public 
question ;  and  I  say  it  is  not  fair  to  seek 
to  saddle  the  ratepayers  with  £15,000 
or  £16,000  in  respect  of  schemes  which 
they  were  not  justified  in  bringing  for- 
ward. Well,  Sir,  having  done  with 
the  engineers,  I  find  an  item  which  has 
already  been  paid  for  costs — £1,438 
for  analysis ;  district  surveyors,  £270  ; 
Parliamentary  costs,  £1,378 — a  con- 
siderable item  ;  maps  and  plans,  £400 ; 
and  advertisements,  £1,100.  What  on 
earth  were  those  advertisements  for? 
I  must  ask  the  question,  for  I  have  some 
doubts  on  the  subject.  AVere  they  in 
respect  of  the  purchase  of  land  for  tho 
erection  of  works,  or  were  they  con- 
nected with  tho  Parliamentary  re- 
quirements in  reference  to  the  Pri- 
vate Bill?  Well,  Sir,  the  whole  of 
those  costs  amounts  to  £15,146.  Of 
course,  it  would  be  a  great  hardship, 
and  I  do  not  for  a  moment  say  that  it 
ought  to  fall  on  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  or  on  his  Colleagues  individually ; 
but,  collectively,  I  think  they  arc  liable 
to  blame  for  what  they  have  done  ;  and 
I  think  there  should  be  some  guarantee 
on  their  part  that  such  steps  shall  not 
bo  taken  by  them    in  future — at   all 
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events,  they  will  now  have  received  fair 
warning,  if  they  go  beyond  the  letter  or 
spirit  of  their  Acts,  that  such  expenses 
will  fall  upon  them.  This  is  not  the 
first  time  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  have  exceeded  their  powers. 
Some  few  years  ago  they  expended  ille- 
gally some  £4,000  on  the  erection  of 
a  pavilion  and  seats  in  Hyde  Park  on 
the  occasion  of  a  National  Thanksgiving ; 
that  oflPence  Parliament  condoned;  con- 
sequently, it  is  not  with  the  best  grace 
possible  that  they  come  again  before 
Parliament  to  ask  for  another  indem- 
nity— at  all  events,  it  is  a  great  hard- 
ship on  the  ratepayers  of  the  Metro- 
polis. The  first  objection  I  have  to  the 
Bill  itself  is  that  no  sum  is  named  in 
it.  The  2nd  clause  provides  that  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  may  de- 
fray the  expenses  incurred  by  their 
order  in  the  promotion  of  the  said  Bills, 
and  preliminary  and  incidental  thereto. 
I  object  to  the  wording  of  that  clause  ; 
and  I  do  so  because  it  asks  Pariamont  to 
affirm  the  legality  of  that  which  is  illegal 
ab  initio.  You  cannot  make  whathas  been 
done  illegally  a  legal  act.  You  may  con- 
done the  offence  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board  of  Works  and  defray  those  ex- 
penses, and  override  the  decision  of  the 
Auditors ;  but  you  cannot,  even  by  an 
Act  of  Parliament,  say  what  is  done 
illegally  is  legally  done.  The  costs  or 
expenses  preliminary  to.  and  incidental 
to,  the  preparation  of  this  Bill  are  to  be 
paid  by  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works.  I  ask,  what  are  the  expenses 
of  preparing  a  Bill  of  this  nature? 
Would  five  guineas  be  the  total  ex- 
pense ?  Let  us  know  what  the  amount 
is.  I  object  to  such  a  clause  being  in- 
serted in  a  Public  Act,  even  though  it 
is  promoted  by  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  monk  resumed :  I  shall  not  detain 
the  House  much  longer.  I  wish  to  draw 
attention  to  the  fact  that  no  amount  is 
mentioned;  but  I  understand  that  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  undertakes  to 
insert  in  the  Bill  a  Schedule,  giving  the 
items  of  expenditure  in  detail.  He  has 
given  that  promise  to  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Ander- 
son), who  asked  for  the  statement.    If, 

Mr,  Monk 


however,  there  is  a  question  pending 
with  regard  to  the  legality  of  thoee 
expenses,  I  think  that  shoiild  be  fint 
decided.  The  words  are,  ''questioDB 
have  been  raised  and  are  pending."  I 
will  not  press  the  matter  f  urther,  if,  as 
I  understand,  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  move  to  expunge  thote 
words  in  Committee.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  the  functions  of  the  Board  of  Works 
are  most  important — they  are  most  use- 
ful— and  have  been  carried  out  wiA 
general  approval.  They  are  a  very  im- 
portant body—  at  the  same  time  a  very 
costly  body,  in  some  respects  an  ex- 
travagant body — and  I  believe  that  is 
the  general  opinion  of  the  ratepayers  of 
the  Metropolis.  I  am  very  sorry  to  see 
there  are  so  few  of  the  Metropolitan 
Members  present ;  but  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
is  present;  his  name  I  see  is  on  the 
back  of  this  Bill,  and,  no  doubt,  he  will 
speak  on  behalf  of  the  ratepayers ;  in- 
deed I  hope  he  will  urge — as  I  have 
endeavoured  to  do — that  the  Board  will 
be  more  careful  in  the  future  in  taking 
steps  of  a  similar  nature.  Petitions 
have  been  presented,  and  meetings  have 
been  held  in  the  Metropolis  in  regard  to 
this  Bill,  and  resolutions  have  been 
passed  by  the  Livery  of  the  City  againrt 
the  conduct  of  the  Board  of  Works; 
but  I  do  not  consider  it  necessary  to 
take  up  the  time  of  the  House  by  read- 
ing them.  I  have  raised  this  question 
as  a  public  question,  one  which,  1  think, 
is  well  worthy  the  consideration  of  the 
House.  I  will  not  further  detain  the 
House,  but  beg  to  move  the  ^Resolution 
I  have  placed  in  your  hands. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  tiw 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordf 
*'  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no  justification 
is  shown  in  this  Bill  for  the  large  expenaei 
incurred  by  the  Metropolitan  Boanl  of  Worki 
in  the  preparation  and  in  the  abortive  promo- 
tion of  the  two  Bills  for  which  they  ask  an 
indemnity  from  Parliament," — (Mr,  Monk,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  henry  HOLLAND:  I  wiU  not 
detain  the  House  for  more  than  two 
minutes ;  but  as  I  had  my  name  down 
for  a  short  time  as  opposing  the  second 
reading,  I  wish  to  point  out  that  I  was 
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fuUj  JTistified  in  withdrawing  it,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  full  statement  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  that  he  will 
undertake  not  to  put  his  name  to  any 
Bills  like  those  of  last  Session  in  the 
future  without  the  consent  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  These  Bills  have 
cost  the  ratepayers  some  £16,000.  They 
cost  the  Water  Oompanies — although 
they  combined  with  a  view  of  reducing 
the  expenses  of  opposition  —  some 
£11,000;  and  that  money,  therefore,  has 
been  simpdyand  entirely  wasted,  because 
of  those  Bills  haying  been  brought  in. 
The  second  Water  Supply  Bill  was  only 
brought  in  by  a  majority  of  3 — on  the 
Metropolitan  Board  the  numbers  being 
20  to  23— and  on  the  8th  of  December, 
when  the  draft  was  brought  before  the 
Board,  the  Preamble  was  only  carried 
by  5 — the  numbers  being  12  to  17,  I 
think  those  circumstances  fully  justified 
me  in  putting  down  the  Notice  of  oppo- 
sition to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
The  statement,  however,  of  my  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend,  that  he  would  not  apply 
again  in  this  way,  has  justified  me  in 
withdrawing  it. 

The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  I  think  it  would  be  desirable 
some  considerable  reduction  should  be 
made  in  the  recitement  of  the  Preamble, 
and  I  should  propose  to  strike  out  a  con- 
siderable portion  of  it.  I  should  also 
strike  out  *'  now  pending,"  and  add, 
at  the  end  of  Clause  2,  ''  that  such  ex- 
penses be  duly  audited."  I  give  Notice 
of  those  in  Committee,  and,  with  that 
qualification,  I  think  we  may  agree  to 
^e  second  reading  ;  but,  at  the  same 
time,  I  think  it  is  a  matter  in  which 
they  have  exceeded  their  powers. 

Mb.  LEEMAN:  When  the  BiU  is 
known  throughout  London — which  I 
expect  it  will  be  after  the  discussion  of 
to-night — there  will  be  a  strong  opinion 
against  it.  It  is  idle,  at  this  time  of 
day,  for  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  to  tell  the  people  of  London  that 
they  could  not  know  they  were  doing 
that  which  was  an  illegal  act.  Sir,  it 
happens  in  the  country,  when  public 
Bodies  like  Municipal  Corporations  take 
upon  themselves  to  exceed  their  powers, 
tiiey  are  visited  —  and  I  do  not  see 
why  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works 
should  be  placed  in  a  different  posi- 
tion —with  the  consequences,  and  could 
ft  no  bill  of  indemnity  such  as  this, 
ohject  to  this  Bill ;   and  I  am  quite 
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certain,  when  it  is  known  throughout 
London,  the  people  of  London  will  set 
their  faces  most  strongly  against  it.  I, 
for  one,  will  divide  the  House  on  this 
question,  and  will  not  allow  it  to  pass 
die  second  reading  without  a  protest. 

SiE  CHAJaLES  W.  DILKE:  I  am 
not  aware  why  the  hon.  Member  for 
York  should  speak  for  the  ratepayers  of 
London. 

Mb.  LEEMAN :  I  have  been  for  years 
a  ratepayer  of  London;  and  on  that 
groimd,  if  on  no  other,  I  am  entitled  to 
enter  my  protest  against  this  Bill. 

Sir  OHAELES  W.  DILKE :  As  a 
Bepresentative  of  a  London  constituency, 
I  have  a  right  to  support  this  Bill; 
and  if  the  House  think  well  to  go 
straight  to  the  question,  or  ask  why 
these  Bills  were  introduced  last  year,  I 
may  say  it  was  because  the  people  of 
London  are  poisoned  by  the  water  sup- 
plied by  the  Water  Companies,  and 
wronged  by  their  charges.  There  is  the 
strongest  feeling  against  the  treatment 
the  people  have  received  at  the  hands  of 
the  Water  Companies. 

Mb.  BAEING  :  I  wish  to  say  it  will 
be  a  very  wrong  thing  to  pass,  at  this 
hour  of  the  night,  a  Bill  for  the  allow- 
ance of  such  an  expenditure  by  so  im- 
gortant  a  public  body,  which  ought  to 
ave  availed  itself  of  the  means  it  had 
to  get  proper  legal  advice. 

Mb.  ONSLOW:  I  hope  the  House 
will  pass  this  Bill.  These  Bills  were 
brought  in — I  may  say  it  was  almost  the 
result  of  that  Committee  on  which  I 
have  had  the  honour  of  sitting — namely, 
that  on  the  Metropolitan  Fire  Brigade, 
for,  though  we  did  not  go  into  the  ques- 
tion of  the  supply  of  water  for  domestic 
purposes,  we  could  not  help  seeing  that 
the  water  supply  of  the  Metropolis  was 
in  a  very  bad  state.  It  should  also  be 
remembered  by  the  House  that  the  ex- 
penses for  consulting  the  most  expe- 
rienced engineers  are  very  heavy,  and 
that  the  Metropolitcm  Board  of  Works 
have  to  find  the  best  help  they  can 
among  the  civil  engineers,  and,  as  we 
aU  know,  they  charge  a  very  high  price 
indeed  for  their  professional  services. 
I  am  not  interested  in  any  gas  or  water 
shares,  and,  at  the  present  time,  I  am 
not  a  ratepayer;  so  that  I  can  speak 
perfectly  independently  from  the  facts 
brought  before  me  when  I  sat  upon  that 
Committee,  and  I  hope  that  the  water 
supply  of  London,  by  some  plan  or  other, 
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may  be  improved.  I  hope  the  House 
will  agree  to  the  passing  of  this  Bill,  as 
I  think  it  is  perfectly  necessary. 

Sin  JAMES  M*GAEEL-HOGG;  I 
think  I  may  appeal  to  the  sympathy  of 
the  House  in  the  course  I  have  taken  in 
bringing  my  case  before  them.  I  was 
perfectly  prepared  to  enter  fully  on  the 
whole  question ;  but  I  refrained  from 
doing  so  at  so  late  a  hour.  As  to  the 
legality  which  has  been  questioned, 
allow  me  to  ask  the  House  to  have 
patience,  and  hear  the  144th  Section  of 
the  Metropolis  Management  Act,  which 
is  as  follows : — 

**  The  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  shall 
have  power  to  make,  widen,  or  improve  any 
streets,  roads,  or  ways,  for  facilitatuig  the  pas- 
sage and  traffic  between  different  psuts  of  the 
Metropolis,  or  to  contribute  and  join  with  any 
persons  in  any  such  improvements  as  aforesaid, 
and  to  take  by  agreement  or  by  gift  any  land, 
rights  in  land,  or  property,  for  the  purposes 
aforesaid  (or  otherwise)  for  the  improvement  of 
the  Metropolis,  on  such  terms  and  conditions  as 
they  may  think  fit ;  and  such  Board  where  it 
appears  to  them  that  further  powers  are  required 
for  the  purpose  of  any  work  for  the  improve- 
ment of  the  Metropolis  or  public  benefit  of  the 
inhabitants  thereof,  may  make  applications  to 
Parliament  for  that  purpose,  and  the  expenses  of 
such  application  may  be  defrayed  as  other  ex- 
penses of  the  said  Board." 

We  have  been  for  the  last  23  years  doing 
our  best  for  the  good  of  the  Metropolis ; 
we  have,  by  our  action  with  regard  to 
gas  legislation,  been  the  means  of  im- 
proving the  quality  and  reducing  the 
price  of  gas  ;  we  have  done,  year  by 
year,  all  we  could  to  improve  the  general 
condition  of  the  Metropolis,  and  the 
auditor  has  passed  the  accounts.  There 
has  never  been  a  single  question  raised 
as  regards  the  power  of  the  Board  to 
promote  Bills,  until  the  present  occasion ; 
and  it  is  by  no  means  clear  that  the 
decision  of  the  auditor  is  right.  We 
have  had  counsel's  opinion,  and  there  is 
great  variance  in  the  views  expressed  on 
the  subject;  but,  in  order  to  set  the 
matter  at  rest,  we  thought  it  right  to 
come  to  Parliament  for  an  Act  of  In- 
demnity ;  and  I  hope,  next  Session,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  introduce  a 
Bill  for  the  purpose  of  letting  us  know 
what  our  powers  really  are. 

Mr.  booed  :  I  wish  to  explain  the 
reason  for  my  vote.  I  shall  vote  for  the 
Bill ;  and  I  shall  do  so  because  I  under- 
stood the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  has 
promised  that  such  a  thing  shall  not 
occur  again.     I  think  the  Metropolitan 
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Board  are  a  very  extravagant  body ;  and 
though  they  do  some  good,  they  do  that 
good  in  a  most  extravagant  and  costly 
manner. 

CoLOis^EL  MAKTNS :  I  wish  to  refer 
to  one  remark  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke).  He 
says  the  water  of  London  poisons  the 
persons  who  drink  it.  Whatever  else 
the  Water  Companies  have  done — whe- 
ther they  have  robbed  and  poisoned  the 
people  or  not — they  have  done  all  they 
could — they  have  carried  out  their  bond; 
and  I  think  it  is  a  strong  way  of  putting 
things,  when  they  have  done  all  they 
could,  that  they  should  be  accused  of 
robbery  and  murder. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  37 ;  Noes 
12  :  Majority  25.— (Div.  List,  No.  168.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

Mb.  monk  :  I  wish  to  ask  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  if,  before  Monday, 
he  will  place  on  the  Paper  the  Schedule 
which  was  asked  for  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr.  Anderson)  ? 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG:  The 
Schedule  will  be  put  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  monk  :  Unless  the  Schedule  is 
placed  on  the  Notice  Paper,  I  beg  to 
give  Notice  that  I  shall  move  that  the 
Bill  be  committed  on  that  day  three 
months.  I  do  that  because  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  gave  a  distinct  pledge 
that  he  would  place  the  Schedule  in  the 
Bill. 

Sib  JAMES  M^GAEEL-HOGG :  I 
said  I  would  have  it  put  in  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MONK:  Then  I  withdraw  my 
Notice. 

House  adjouzned  at  Three  o'clock. 
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THE  CATHEDRAM  COMMISSIOK— CON- 
STITUTION OP  THE  COMMISSION. 
QUESTION. 

Thb  Abchbishop  of  YOEK  asked  Her 
Majesty's  Gk>Temment,  Whether  there  is 
any  objection  to  amend  the  Boyal  Com- 
mifision  on  Cathedrals,  so  as  to  include 
in  the  number  of  the  Commissioners  the 
Visitor  of  each  Cathedral  in  turn  as  well 
as  the  Dean  and  one  of  the  Canons,  when 
the  statutes  of  the  Cathedral  are  under 
consideration  ? 

Thb  Eakl  op  BEACONSFIELD  said, 
he  had  considered  the  proposal  of  the 
most  rev.  Prelate.  It  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Boyal  Commission  would 
be  perfectly  competent  to  deal  with  all 
the  circumstances  involyed  in  the  subject 
of  their  inquiry.  In  fact,  to  deal  with 
those  circumstances  was  the  principal 
reason  why  the  Boyal  Commission  had 
been  recommended.  He  might  say, 
generally,  that  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  Ecclesiastical  and  Cathedral  interests 
were  sufficiently  represented ;  and,  there- 
fore, though  with  regret,  he  must  decline 
to  recommend  any  modification  of  the 
Hoyal  Commission. 

ELECTION    OF    REPRESENTATIVE 
PEERS    FOR    SCOTLAND— THE   EARL- 
DOM OF  MAR. 

QtTESTIONS.      OBSEBVATIOirS. 

Thb  Mabqtoss  of  HUNTLY  (Lord 
Mbidbttm)  :    My  Lords,  I  rise  to  caU 
attention  to  the  recent  election  of  Bepre- 
sentative  Peers  for  Scotland  at  Holy- 
rood,  and  to  ask  Questions  relative  to 
the  Earldom  of  Mar  Peerage.    At  the 
outset,  I  must  say  that  the  recent  election 
at  Holyrood  was  contrary  to  the  spirit 
and  the  letter  of  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords  which  has 
been  before  your  Lordships.    The  Earl- 
dom of   Mar,  as  your    Lordships   are 
aware,  is  involved  in  great  my8ter3^     I 
am  not  going  back  to  the  Dark  Ages, 
vhich   some    historians    say   the  title 
springs  from,  but  will  only  refer  to  the 
present  generation,  and  I  hope  I  shall 
be  able  to  make  myself  perfectly  clear. 
Before  describing  the  election  proceed- 
ings, I  will  shortly  call  to  mind  how  the 
question  is  raised,  and  how  it  has  stood 
since  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  of 
1877.    The  late  Earl  of  Mar,  who  was 
also  the  Earl  of  Kellie,  died  in  1866, 
and  Mr.  Qoodeve  Erskine,  who  had  al- 


ways   been    recognized    as   the    heir 
through  the  female  line,  became  Earl  of 
Mar ;  whilst  Colonel  Erskine  succeeded 
to  the  Kellie  title  through  the  male  line 
— and  it  was  in  this  manner  that  the 
two  titles  became  separated.     Lord  Mar 
voted  repeatedly  at  Holyrood,  and  this 
was  protested  against  on  one  or  two 
occasions.  A  very  curious  thing  occurred 
in  the  General  Election  of  1 868,  when 
there  was  a  double  return.     The  noble 
Lord's    father    and    Lord  Bollo   were 
elected,  and  neither  of  them  could  take 
their   seats  in  this  House,  because,  if 
this  had  been  done,  there  would  have 
been  17  instead  of  16  Bepresentative 
Peers.    In  1869,  the  late  Lord  Kellie 
petitioned  the   House  to  amend  Lord 
Mar's  vote ;  but  instead  of  proceeding 
with  the  Petition  he  withdrew  it.  After 
Lord  KelHe's  death,  the  present  noble 
Lord  presented  a  Petition  to  Parliament 
claiming  the  title  of  Mar.    The  present 
Lord  Mar    opposed    the    claim.     The 
matter    came    before    your  Lordships' 
House ;  and,  after  a  considerable  time, 
the  Committee  of  Privileges  decided,  on 
the    25th    February,    1875,   that  Lord 
Kellie  had  made  out  his  claim  to  an 
Earldom  of  Mar  dated  1565.     On  the 
following  day  there  was  an  Order  trans- 
mitted to  the  Lord  Clerk  Begister,  which 
had  an  important  bearing  on  the  case  ; 
and  at  the  next  election  of  Bepresenta- 
tive Peers  there  was  considerable  disturb- 
ance, there  being  two  Earls  of  Mar  pre- 
sent, and  so  unseemly  were  the  proceed- 
ings that  they  ended  in  a  great  deal  of 
rather  undignified  conversation.      The 
Lord  Clerk  Begister  would  not  hear  the 
Earl  of  Mar ;  but  no  one  protested  against 
him.    After  a  few  months  had  elapsed, 
the  noble  Duke  opposite  (the  Duke  of 
Buccleuch)  brought  forward  a  Besolution 
on  the  subject,  to  the  effect  that  at  the 
meeting  of  the  Peers  of  Scotland,  as- 
sembled by  Boyal  Proclamation  for  the 
election  of  Peers,  the  Lord  Clerk  Be- 
gister or  the  Clerk  of  Session  should  call 
the  title  of  Mar  on   the  roll  of  Peers 
according  to  the  Besolution  of  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges  on  the  26th  Feb- 
ruary, 1875.    The  noble  Duke  moved 
that ;  and  I  moved  the  Previous  Ques- 
tion, maintaining  that  it  was  impossible 
to  alter  the  Union  Boll,  where  the  date 
of  a  Peerage  had  been  fixed  by  the  Act 
of  Union  and  the  Decreet  of  Banking. 
The  question  was  referred  to  a  Com- 
mittee, and  I  think  it  was  the  opinion  of 
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the  majority  of  the  Members — and  I  can 
safely  assert  that  it  is  the  almost  unani- 
mous opinion  of  the  majority  of  Scotch- 
men— that  you  cannot  have  tampering 
and  tinkering  with  the  deed  Roll  of 
Peers.  The  Committee  declared  that 
the  ancient  Earldom  was  on  the  Union 
Boll,  and  that  Lord  Kellie  had  not  got 
it,  but  a  Peerage  dated  1565,  which 
was  not  on  the  Boll,  and  which  was  given 
him  by  the  Committee  of  Privileges. 
They  did  not  recommend  any  Order  on 
Lord  Kellie's  Petition,  but  left  the 
Statute  of  10  &  11  Vict  c.  52,  to  pro- 
vide for  any  future  claim.  I  have  now 
g^ven  a  brief  remmi  of  the  history  of 
these  two  Peerages.  And  now  I  will 
come  to  what  occurred  the  other  day  at 
Holjrrood.  The  Roll  of  Peers  of  Scot- 
land was  called,  and  the  moment  the 
Earldom  of  Mar  was  called,  the  Earl 
of  Kellie  answered  to  the  title  which  was 
called  out  as  it  stands  on  the  Roll.  His 
vote  was  protested  against  by  two  noble 
Jjords  present  this  evening,  and  by 
about  nine  or  ten  Peers  by  proxy  ;  but 
his  vote  was,  as  far  as  I  can  learn,  re- 
ceived and  accounted  for.  What,  under 
the  circumstances,  has  the  Clerk  Register 
done  ?  Has  a  certified  copy  of  the  whole 
proceedings  been  submitted  to  the  Clerk 
of  the  Parliaments?  Under  the  3rd 
section  of  this  Statute  it  was  enacted  that 
if  at  a  meeting  for  the  election  of  Re- 
presentative Peers  a  protest  against  a 
vote  be  made  by  two  or  more  Peers 
present,  the  Lord  Clerk  Register  shall 
forthwith  transmit  to  the  Clerk  of  the 
Parliaments  a  certified  copy  of  the  whole 
proceedings ;  and  I  want  to  know  whe- 
ther such  a  certified  copy  was  made,  and 
what  it  is  the  intention  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  do  in  the  matter  ?  If  the  pro- 
ceedings have  been  submitted  to  the 
Clerk  of  the  Parliaments,  this  House 
may  order  the  claimant  to  come  forward 
and  establish  his  claim.  On  this  ques- 
tion we  are  in  a  painful  and  peculiar 
dilemma.  In  the  first  place,  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges  have  decided  that 
Lord  Kellie  does  not  hold  the  Peerage 
which  stands  on  the  Roll,  but  has  got  a 
Peerage  dated  1565  ;  he  tenders  his 
vote,  and  it  is  recorded.  So  the  Lord 
Clerk  Register  is  in  this  predicament- 
he  has  either  accepted  a  vote  from  a 
Peer  holding  a  Peerage  which  is  not  on 
the  Union  Roll,  or  he  has  allowed  a 
Peer  to  vote  for  a  Peerage  under  protest 
of  two   Peers  present,  without   trans- 
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mitting  a  Report  of  the  proceedings  to 
this  House,  and  in  defiance  of  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Committee  of  Privileges 
affirming  that  the  Peer  in  question  has 
not  made  good  his  claim  to  that  Peerage. 
That  is  an  awkward  predicament,  and 
it  is  an  important  question  for  the  Peers 
assembled  at  Holyrood  to  know  whether 
a  vote  should  be  recorded  or  whether 
the  Union  Roll  should  be  altered  or  not. 
But  the  Lord  Clerk  Register  has  done 
even  worse  than  this.  He  has  actually 
received  the  vote  of  a  Peer  who  is  under 
attaint  at  the  present  time.  I  must  go 
back  again  slightly  to  prove  this  to  your 
Lordships.  When  Mr.  John  Francis 
Erskine,  in  1824,  appealed  to  the  Crown 
to  be  restored  to  the  titles  of  honour  of 
his  grandfather,  who  died  in  1715,  that 
Petition  was  referred  to  Sir  John  Copley. 
The  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  inquired 
into  the  matter,  and  reported  upon  it. 
Mr.  Erskine  was  the  grandson  of  Lord 
Mar,  who  used  the  tiUe  in  1716.  His 
mother.  Lady  Frances  Erskine,  was  the 
only  child  of  the  attainted  Earl  who 
had  issue,  and  she  married  her  cousin, 
who  afterwards  became  heir  male  of  the 
family.  But  this  is  the  most  important 
point  in  the  whole  discussion.  When  it 
was  referred  to  Lord  Lindsay  to  decide 
whether  Mr.  Erskine  had  provod  his 
right  to  the  title  of  Earl  of  Mar,  he  dis- 
tinctly reported  in  favour  of  Mr.  Erskine, 
ignored  Mr.  Erskine's  father,  and  as 
for  the  male  heirship,  only  mentioned 
him  as  the  legal  husband  of  Lady  Frances 
Erskine.  The  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown 
also  reported  that  the  grandson  of  the 
attainted  Earl  had  made  out  his  title 
and  proved  his  pedigree  solely  through 
his  mother.  Therefore,  he  was  restored, 
and  placed  on  the  Union  Roll  above  the 
Earl  of  Rothes.  It  was  clear  that  any 
other  Earldom  of  Mar,  except  the  one 
restored  through  the  female  succession, 
could  not  have  been  excluded  from  the 
attaint.  The  Peer  holding  that  title, 
dated  1565,  is  still  under  the  ''ban;" 
but  he  votes  as  the  old  Earl  of  Mar  on 
the  Roll,  and  holds  a  Peerage  by  a  Reso- 
lution of  the  Committee  of  Privileges, 
which  was  not  included  in  the  dignities 
restored  by  the  Crown  under  the  Report 
of  the  Law  Officers  in  1824.  What  I 
want  to  know  is  this.  Can  the  Lord 
Clerk  Register  call  the  new  Earldom  of 
Mar,  dated  15G5,  in  any  place  on  the 
Roll,  when  the  Report  of  our  Committee 
says  that  order  of  precedence  on  the  Boll 
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haa  neyer  been  altered  ?    We  distinctly 
preyed  before  the  Committee  that  there 
was  no  precedent  for  any  alteration. 
Yon  can  put  a  Peerage  up ;  but  there  is  I 
no  precedent   for  bringing  a  Peerage 
down.    Ought  not  Lord  Eellie  to  be 
prevented  from  voting  for  a  Peerage 
which  the  Committee  of  Privileges  have 
decided  against  him ;  and  from  tender- 
ing his  vote  for  a  Peerage  not  on  the 
Union  Boll,  and  which  is  under  attaint, 
if  it  eidsts  at  all  ?    I  bring  the  subject 
forward  without  any  wish  to  open  up 
sores  which  I  hoped  long  ere  this  had 
been  healed.     A  General  Election  may, 
I  believe,  take  place  soon;   and  what 
will  be  the  result  then  ?    There  will  be 
strong  protests  against  the  Boll  being 
received.     I  appeal  to  the  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  get  us  out  of  this  muddle.  I  have 
no  desire  to  disturb  the  harmony  usually 
existing  at  the  election  of  Scottish  Peers ; 
but  there  is  clearly  a  flagrant  violation 
here  which  should  be  put  right,  and  I 
shall  continue  my  protests  against  any 
Peerage  which  does  not  exist  being  on 
the  Boll. 

The  LOBD    CHAliTOELLOB :   The 
noble  Lord  communicated  to  me  two 
Qaestions  which  he  proposed  to  put  to 
me,  and  I  will  answer  them  to  the  best 
of  my  ability.  I  have  no  intention  what- 
ever of  following  the  noble  Lord  in  the 
range  of  discussion  upon  which  he  has 
entered.  I  cannot  imagine  what  possible 
object  the  discussion  can  have  in  this 
House,  after  the  decision  at  which  the 
House  has  arrived.    I  will  state  the 
two  Questions  which  the  noble  Lord  put 
to  me,  in  order  to  make  the  matter  in- 
telligible. The  first  Question,  as  I  under- 
etand  it,  was,  Whether  the  Lord  Clerk 
Bister  was  right  and  justified  at  the 
recent  election  at  Edinburgh,  when  the 
Mar  Peerage  was  called  in  the  course 
of  calling  over  the  Boll — was  he  justified 
in  receiving  the  answer  to  this  E^eerage 
from  the  noble  Lord  the  Earl  of  Mar 
and  Eellie  ?    All  that  I  have  to  say 
upon  that  subject  is  this — that  the  Peer- 
age on  the  Boll  which  is  called  the  Mar 
Peerage  is  not  the  Peerage  which  has 
been  attached  in  this  House  to  the  Earl 
of  Mar  and  £ellie ;  and,  therefore,  the 
Earl  of  Mar  and  £ellie  should  not  be 
allowed  to  answer  in  this  call.     Now,  as 
to  tbe  Besolutions  of  your  Lordships' 
House,  I  have  no  right  to  interpret 
them ;  but  I  will  state  what  I  understand 
they  mean.    In  1875,  the  Committee  of 
Privileges  made  a  Beport  to  the  House 


on  the  Peerage  to  the  effect  that  the 
petitioner,  Walter  Henry  Earl  of  Mar 
in  the  Peerage  of  Scotland,  had  made 
out  his  claim  to  the  Earldom  of  Mar 
created  in   1565,    and   ordered  that   at 
future  meetings  of  the  Peers  of  Scotland 
assembled    under    Boyal  Proclamation 
for  the  election  of  a  Peer  the  Lord  Clerk 
Begister  do  call  out  the  Earl  of  Mar  ac- 
cording to  his  place  on  the  Boll,  and 
that  the  Peer  called  at  such  election 
should  receive  for  the  county  the  vote  of 
the  Earl  of  Mar  claiming  the  vote,  and 
permit  him  to  take  part  m  the  proceed- 
mgs  of  such  election.    Now,  the  Boll  of 
the  Peers  of  Scotland  is  a  public  docu- 
ment, and  in  that  Boll  there  is  only  one 
entry  of  the  Earl  of  Mar.     It  may  be  in 
its  right  or  wrong  place — ^I  cannot  say 
anything  about  that — it  is  there,  and  it 
is  to  that  that  this    Besolution  must 
have  necessarily  referred,  and  there  is 
nothing  else  for  the  Lord  Clerk  Begister 
except  to  call,  and  when  he  is  called, 
he  is  told  he  is  to  receive  the  county 
vote.     I  do  not  see  how  any  question 
can  arise  as  to  the  duty  of  the  Lord  Clerk 
Begister.     The  Order  of  your  Lordships 
pre-supposes  that  he  is  to  call  the  title  of 
the  Earl  of  Mar.   The  second  Question  is 
this.    Protests  were  entered,  as  I  under- 
stand, at  a  recent  election  against  what 
was  done,    against  Lord  Kellie  being 
allowed  to  answer  to  the  call  of  this  Peer- 
age ;  and  the  noble  Lord  asks.  Whether 
the  Lord  Clerk  Begister  ought  not  to 
have  referred  the  whole  proceeding  to 
the  House  of  Lords,  in  pursuance  of  the 
Statute  10  &  11  of  the  Queen?     This 
is  rendered  plain  by  the  words  of  the 
Statute.    The  Statute  says — 

"  That  if  at  a  meeting  for  the  election  of  a 
Representative  Peer  any  person  shall  appear 
and  vote,  or  claim  to  vote,  in  respect  of  any  title 
or  peerage  on  the  Roll,  and  if  any  protest  is 
maae  by  two  Peers  present,  the  Lord  Clerk 
Register  is  to  transmit  to  the  Clerk  of  the  Par- 
liaments a  certified  copy  of  the  whole  proceed- 
ings, and  the  House  of  Lords  may  order  the 
person,  whose  vote  or  claim  has  been  protested 
against,  to  establish  the  same  before  the  House ; 
but  if  he  does  not  appear,  or  fails  to  establish 
his  claim,  the  House  will  order  that  his  vote 
shall  not  be  received  or  counted  at  any  future 
election." 

The  Earl  of  Mar  should  have  been  called 
upon  to  establish  his  title  here ;  but  he 
has  never  done  so.  If  there  is  to  be  a 
protest  entered  against  any  person  who 
has  not  established  his  title,  that  protest 
is  to  be  set  forth,  and  the  House  of  Lords 
j  may  call  upon  that  person  to  establish 
I  his  title.    These  are  the  answers  which 
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I  should  respectfully  oflter,  and  I  do  not 
desire  to  take  any  further  part  in  the 
discussion. 

Lord  BLANTYEE:  My  Lords,  on 
the  death  of  Alexander  Earl  of  Mar,  in 
1435,  Sir  Eobert  Erskine  claimed  the 
Earldom  through  his  wife,  and  assumed 
the  title.  His  successor,  Thomas,  first 
Lord  Erskine  and  second  Earl  of  Mar, 
was  dispossessed  of  the  Earldom  in  1457 
by  the  Assize  of  Error.  The  succeeding 
Lords  Erskine  never  ceased  to  claim  the 
Earldom ;  but  it  was  retained  and  en- 
joyed by  members  of  the  Boyal  Family 
of  Scotland.  In  1565,  John,  fifth  Lord 
Erskine,  and  properly  sixth  Earl  of  Mar, 
obtained  a  re-hearing  of  the  case,  when 
he  clearly  proved  his  rights  and  was 
reponed  by  Queen  Mary  in  the  Earldom, 
restituit  per  modeam  justitice.  The  com- 
mon sense  view  of  these  facts  is,  that 
the  Queen  restored  to  the  Erskine  family 
— who  had  possessed  the  Earldom  for 
22  years,  1435-57,  were  then  deprived 
of  it,  but  on  a  new  trial  in  1565  estab- 
lished their  right  to  it  by  female  succes- 
sion— that  which  they  claimed,  and  did 
not  create  instead  a  new  Earldom  con- 
fined to  heirs  male  only.  On  these 
grounds,  I  hold  that  the  decision  of  the 
House  in  favour  of  there  having  been  a 
new  Earldom  created  in  1565  was  erro- 
neous; that  there  had  been  all  along 
one  Earldom,  which  should  have  been 
awarded,  not  to  the  Earl  of  Kellie,  but 
to  Mr.  Goodeve  Erskine,  the  heir  by 
female  descent. 

The  Earl  of  EEDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  :  It  appears  to  me 
an  extraordinary  thing  to  attempt  to 
resist  the  decision  of  this  House  upon  a 
point  which  no  other  body  but  the  House 
can  decide.  By  the  Union  with  Scotland 
the  Peers  of  Scotland  are  placed  in  pre- 
cisely the  same  position  as  the  Peers  of 
England,  and  there  is  nothing  which 
the  Peers  of  this  country  can  hold  more 
dear  to  them  or  more  important  than 
that  this  House  shall  be  the  sole  judge 
as  to  whether  they  are  entitled  to  their 
honours  or  not.  The  question  of  this 
Peerage  was  gone  into  in  the  fullest 
possible  manner,  and  none  but  those 
who  have  gone  into  the  whole  case  and 
investigated  all  the  evidence  brought 
forward  are  really  competent  to  pro- 
nounce an  opinion  upon  it.  To  pick  up 
small  matters  from  other  authorities 
than  those  which  were  brought  before 
the  House  is  not  a  fair  way  of  discussing 
the  question.    The  place  of  the  Earldom 
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t  of  Mar  on  the  Union  Boll  is  that  given  to 
it  by  the  Decreet  of  Hanking  which  took 
place  in  the  time  of  James  YI.,  in  the  year 
1606.  That  Decreet  of  Banking  is  by  no 
means  perfect.  On  the  contrary,  it  has 
been  open  to  dispute  from  the  first  down 
to  the  present  time.  At  the  time  of  the 
Union  what  happened  in  this  matter? 
On  the  production  of  the  Boll  the  Earl 
of  Sutherland  took  notice  in  the  House 
that  there  was  pending  between  him  and 
the  Earl  of  Crawford  some  dispute  about 
precedency,  and  that  there  were  others 
of  a  like  nature;  and,  in  1707,  the  list 
of  Peers  was  laid  upon  the  Table,  and 
the  same  was  ordered  to  be  entered  on 
the  Boll  of  Peers  with  this  salvo — that 
whereas  there  were  several  Protests 
entered  on  the  Becords  of  the  Parlia- 
ment of  Scotland  in  relation  to  the  pre- 
cedency of  Peers,  such  Protests  should 
have  the  same  force  as  if  they  had  been 
entered  on  the  Boll  of  Peers,  or  in  the 
Journal  of  the  House — thereby  recog- 
nizing its  authority  over  these  disputes 
with  regard  to  precedency ;  but  the 
House  has  never  altered  any  of  the 
places  on  the  Boll,  although,  by  the 
clearest  evidence,  proved  to  be  wrong. 
Very  soon  after  the  Union  in  1707, 
the  Duke  of  Ormonde  claimed  the  Peer- 
age of  Dingwall,  which  was  not  on  the 
Boll.  He  claimed  to  be  placed  on  the 
Boll  immediately  after  Lord  Madderley, 
and  the  matter  was  referred  to  the  Com- 
mittee of  Privileges,  and  the  Committee 
of  Privileges  reported  that  he  ought  to 
be  taken  next  before  Lord  Cranstoun. 
The  difierence  was  that  that  gave  to  Lord 
Dingwall  higher  right  than  he  claimed. 
Therefore,  the  House  obviously  has  the 
power  of  determining  where  the  Peers 
should  be  placed  on  the  Union  EoU, 
when  not  already  upon  it.  With  regard 
to  the  question  of  what  is  called  the 
ancient  Earldom  of  Mar,  the  precedence 
which  was  given  by  the  Decreet  of  Bank- 
ing was  not  that  of  the  ancient  Earldom 
of  Mar ;  and  no  one  can  say  that  the 
ancient  Earldom  of  Mar  is  the  one 
placed  on  the  Union  Boll  by  the  Decreet 
of  Banking.  From  1377  down  to  the 
present  day  no  one  has  been  received  as 
representing  the  ancient  Earldom  of 
Mar,  either  in  the  Parliament  of  Scot- 
land or  in  the  Parliament  of  the  United 
Kingdom.  The  date  given  to  tlie  Earl 
of  Mar  by  the  Decreet  of  Banking  was 
that  of  1457,  and  he  was  placed  between 
Lord  Bothes,  created  1558,  and  the  Earl 
of  Enrol,  who  was  created  in  1452.    Bat, 
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in  the  Decreet  of  Banking,  no  dates  were 
giren;  the  Peers  were  merely  placed 
in  their  sereral  places  without  giving 
spedfio  dates.     But  it  is  most  import- 
ant to  note  that   the    place    he   was 
put  in  was  1457.    The  decision  of  the 
Decreet  of  Banking  turns  on  the  docu- 
ments laid  before  the  Oommissioners  by 
the  Peers  themselyes ;  and  of  these,  the 
most  important  documents  were  the  sur- 
render of  the  territorial  comitatus  of 
Mar  in  1404  by  Isabella,  who  was  the 
neioe  of  the  last  heir  male,  and  who  was, 
no  doubt,  his   heir  general;   and   re- 
toors  showing  that  the  Earl  of  Mar  was 
her  heir  general.    The  Oommissioners 
for  the  Decreet  of  Ranking  refused  to 
admit  that  the  comitatus  surrendered  by 
Isabella  had  a  peerage  Earldom  attached 
to  it,  and  they  did  not,  therefore,  give 
a  precedence  of  1404,  thereby  declaring 
that  that  surrender  and  re-grant  did  not 
contain  the  Earldom.   It  was  a  surrender 
of  the  territorial  comitatus  only,  and 
they  would  not  give  him  that  precedence. 
And  I  would  remark  on  this  that  in  the 
elaborate  protest  made  by  Lord  Craw- 
ford at  the   last  election,  he  declared 
that  the  precedence  that  was  allowed 
by  the  Decreet  of  Banking  was  a  pre- 
cedence of  1404.    Now,  my  Lords,  the 
precedence  was  not  given  of  1404,  but 
of  1457.      I  would  also  remark  that 
Lord  Mar  did  not  bring  before  the  Com- 
missioners for  the  Decreet  of  Banking 
the    Charter  by  which   the  territorial 
comitatus  was  restored  by  Queen  Mary 
to  his  father ;  but  he  gave  these  other 
documents,  evidently  desiring  that  by 
their  allowing  him  precedence  on  the 
date  of  that  surrender  and  re-g^ant  to 
Isabella  they  would  acknowledge  his 
right  to  the  Peerage,  which  he,  of  course, 
might  then  contend  she  inherited.  Now, 
the  question  is,  why  was  the  precedence 
of  1467  given  to  him  by  the  Commis- 
sioners?     I  hold  it  to  be  a  distinct 
proof  that  they  were  determined  that 
by  no  act  of  theirs  would  they  recognize 
the  existence  of  the  old  Earldom  of  Mar. 
Nobody  would  pretend  that  that  was 
the  date  of  the  ancient  Earldom  of  Mar, 
the  last  heir  male  of  which  died  in  1377. 
James  II.  created  one  of  his  younger 
Bons  Earl  of  Mar.    Therefore,  there  was 
an  Earl  of  Mar  in  1457,  and  if  anybody 
claims  under  the  finding  of  the  Decreet 
of  Eankine ,  that  is  the  Earldom  of  Mar 
which  would  make  their  title  good,  be- 
cause that  is  the  only  one  which  is  atidl 
co&neoted  with  the  one  that  appears  on 


the  Union  Boll.  The  report  of  those  who 
gave  judgpnent  in  the  late  case  was  that 
the  Earldom  of  Mar  had  been  a  new 
creation  from  the  time  of  Queen  Mary, 
and  that  no  other  Earldom  of  Mar  was 
then  existing.  That  was  proved,  I  say, 
by  the  extinction  of  that  Earldom  for 
500  years,  during  which  time  no  person 
has  been  acknowledged  in  Parliament 
as  holding  the  ancient  Earldom.  There- 
fore, that  the  entry  of  the  Earldom  of  Mar 
in  1457  was  an  erroneous  entry  every- 
body will  admit,  whichever  way  their 
opinion  may  be.  There  is  no  doubt 
that  the  Earl  of  Mar  in  James  the 
VI.'s  time  desired  to  make  good  his 
claim  to  the  ancient  Earldom,  and  he 
put  in  those  documents,  and  kept 
back  other  documents  that  might  have 
induced  the  Commissioners,  if  they 
had  had  them  then  before  them,  to  give 
the  real  date— namely,  the  date  of  the 
year  in  which  he  was  created.  My 
Lords,  if  every  Peer  is  to  determine 
whether  the  judgment  of  this  House  is 
right  or  not,  and  to  act  upon  his  own 
idea  in  a  decision  of  this  kind,  confusion 
of  the  most  unfortunate  character  must 
necessarily  arise.  The  decision  of  this 
House  is  that  the  vote  of  the  Earl  of 
Mar  is  to  be  received  when  that  Earl- 
dom is  called  on  the  Union  Boll ;  the 
House  never  having  as  yet  altered  the 
placing  on  the  Boll,  although  found  to  be 
incorrect ;  and  if  Peers  individually  are 
allowed  to  come  forward  and  say — **  We 
do  not  approve  of  the  decision  of  the 
House  in  this  matter,"  there  will  be  very 
objectionable  proceedings  from  hence- 
forth in  the  election  of  the  Peers  for  Scot- 
land. My  Lords,  I  think  there  was  great 
reason  in  the  Motion  made  by  the  noble 
Duke  (the  Duke  of  Buccleuch),  who 
proposed  that  there  should  be  an  altera- 
tion in  the  placing  of  that  Earldom ; 
at  the  same  time,  there  is  no  doubt, 
if  you  once  begin  altering  the  Union 
BoU,  there  are  so  many  errors  in 
it,  that  claims  would  be  made  for 
the  alteration  of  precedence,  and  they 
would  be  such  as  to  give  the  gpreatest 
possible  trouble  and  inconvenience  to  the 
Bouse ;  and,  therefore,  it  may  be  desir- 
able to  allow  the  Peers  to  be  called  in 
the  wrong  place  rather  than  take  the 
trouble  of  altering  their  place.  Now, 
my  Lords,  I  would  just  mention  what 
occurred  in  regard  to  a  Peerage  that  was 
restored  some  time  ago-— that  of  my 
noble  Friend  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh. 
That  is  a  Peerage  which,  I  think,  it  has 
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been  proved  to  the  House  was  created  in  \  I  may  say  that  the  Earl  of  Mar  produced 


1 607 ;  and  the  findings  of  the  House 
with  regard  to  the    placing    of   Lord 
Dingwall  were  that  he  was  created  in 
1 609 ;    they    also    found    that    Lord 
Cranstoun  had  been  created  in  1609 — a 
little  later — and  they  put  Lord  Dingwall 
before  Lord  Cranstoun ;  and  in  putting 
him  before  Lord  Cranstoun  they  put  him 
before  Lord  Balfour  of  Burleigh,  who 
stood    between    Lord    Cranstoun    and 
Lord  Madderley.     Therefore,  I  say,  the 
confusion  you  would  get  into  if  you  once 
began  altering  the  Union  Boll  would  be 
very  great.  The  Decreet  of  Ranking  was 
all  done  with  regard  to  the  whole  Scotch 
Peerage  in  a  very  short  space  of  time 
— in  about  a  year — and  it  was  done 
entirely  upon  whatever  documents  the 
Peers    themselves   might  think  fit    to 
produce ;  while  the  evidence  before  the 
Committee    of   Privileges  in   the  Mar 
case  was  of  a  very  different  and  much 
larger  character.      My  Lords,   having 
taken  part  in  that  judgment,  and  taken 
great  pains  with  it,  I  say  that  all  the 
Lords  who  took  part  in  it  declared  it  to 
be  their  opinion  that  when  Lord  Erskine 
was  created  Earl  of  Mar  there  was  no 
Earldom  of  Mar  in  existence  to  which 
he  could  have  been  restored  by  Queen 
Mary ;  and  if  anyone  has  complaint  to 
make  that  Lord  Mar  is  not  entitled  to 
the  place  given  to  him  upon  the  Union 
Roll,  the  only  Peerage  he  can  claim  on 
the  date  given  by  the  Decreet  of  Ranking 
must  be  that  Peerage  which  was  granted 
by  James  11.   to  one   of  his  younger 
sons,  who  died  without  issue  in  1479. 

The  Earl  of  GALLOWAY :  I  must 
say,  my  Lords,  that  I  was  not  prepared 
to  hear  the  noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  speak  in  such  contemptu- 
ous tones  of  the  Decreet  of  Ranking. 
He  informed  us  that  it  was,  in  fact,  a 
simple  declaration  made  on  the  produc- 
tion of  the  best  documents  wmch  the 
Peers  at  that  time  could  produce.  No 
doubt  they  had  to  produce  what  docu- 
ments they  had ;  but  I  think  I  can  tell 
you  something  about  the  Decreet  of 
Ranking.  The  Peers  of  Scotland  in 
1606  were  for  the  first  time  ranked  by 
order  of  the  King  imder  the  Great  Seal, 
and  the  rank  there  established  indicated 
the  place  on  the  Roll  in  which  the  parti- 
cular Peer's  name  was  entitled  to  be. 


documents  showing  a  descent  from  a  ma- 
ternal ancestor  100  years  before  Queen 
Mary's  time.      I  am  not  going  into  the 
question  as  to  which  documents  are  most 
reliable ;  but  I  ask  the  House  to  listea 
to  me  while  I  show  your  Lordships  that 
this  House,  in  fact,  is  not  a  competent 
tribunal  to  determine  the  rights  of  Scotch 
Peers — for,  by  the  Treaty  of  Union  of 
1707,  it  was  expressly  provided  that  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Session  in 
Scotland  with  respect  to  disputed  peer- 
ages would  be  final.     My  Lords,  the 
judgment  of  the  Court  of  Session  was 
obtained  in  the  year  1626;  and,  there- 
fore, I  say  that  in  any  case  such  as  this 
tried  by  the  Court  of  Session  before  the 
Act  of  Union  it  is  not  competent  to  your 
Lordships  to  reverse  its  sentence.     But, 
moreover,  my  Lords,  it  has  been  stated 
on  the  highest  authority  that  the  Report 
of  the  Committee  of  Privileges  is  not  a 
judicial  proceeding — it  is  a  mere  expres- 
sion of  opinion — and  I  do  not  think  even 
my  noble  Friend  at  the  Table  (the  Earl 
of  Redesdalo)  will  controvert  it,  seeing 
that  it  was  so  stated  by  my  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack,   and 
also  by  Lord  Chelmsford  in  1876,  who 
distinctly  enunciated  the  principle  that 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges was  simply  a  Report  to  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  and  not  a  judgment  given 
by  your  Lordships'  House  as  a  judicial 
Court.     I  understand,  indeed,  that  Re- 
solutions found  upon  the  Report  may  be 
submitted  to  Her  Majesty,  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty, as  the  fountain  of  all  honour,  may 
adopt  it,  and  thus  give  a  final  decision. 
But  in  this  particular  case  what  was  done 
was  done — for  some  unexplained  reason, 
the  moment  the  Report  was  made  and 
the  Resolution  passed  it  was  sent  off  to 
Edinburgh,  without  there  being  any  op- 
portunity to  show  it  to  the  Sovereign, 
and  the  Lord  Clerk  Register  was  directed 
to  place  the  name  of  the  Earl  of  Mar  on 
the  Roll  of  Peers  in  the  position  in  which 
it  stands — thus  reversing  the  decision  al- 
ready given  previous  to  the  Union ;  and 
that,  my  Lords,  I  say  it  is  not  competent 
to  your  Lordships'  House  to  do.     Then, 
my  Lords,  I  think  it  is  plainly  proved 
that  the  ancient  Earldom  is  still  in  exist- 
ence, and  traceable  in  family  succession 
through  the  female  line.     It  is  true  that 


and,  of  course,  his  precedence;  but  there  .  the  Earldom  was  for  some  time  attainted; 
was  a  provision  in  it  by  which  a  Peer  but  it  was  restored  in  1645  by  Queen 
could  obtain  a  higher  rank  by  the  pro-  Mary.  But  that,  my  Lords,  was  a  new 
duction  of  more  ancient  documents — and  creation^  and,  therefore,  Lord  Kellie  haft 
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no  li^ht  to  be  placed  80  high  on  the  EoU 
as  he  is.  It  was  attainted  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament and  restored,  and  by  a  judgment 
of  the  Ck>art  of  Session  in  1656,  it  was 
formally  declared  that  the  ancient  Earl- 
dom of  Mar  was  still  in  existence,  de- 
scendable through  the  female  succession 
to  heirs-general,  that  the  heirs  had  been 
temporarily    deprived    through    illegal 
seiznre  and  usurpation  in  1467,  but  that 
these   wrongs  were  redressed  in   1645 
hj  Queen  Mary,  whose  charter  restored 
to  the  heiis  of  Ihe  said  Countess  Isabel 
and  their  heirs-general  hereditary  the 
ancient  £arldom,  and  which  charter  in- 
cluded the  dignity,  patents  of  honour  in- 
dependently of  lands  being  unknown  till 
many   years  afterwards.      There  really 
was   no  dispute  in  Scotland  as  to  the 
right  of  the  Earl  of  Mar  whose  name 
was   in  the  Decreet  of  1606,  and  who 
was  placed  upon  the  Union  Boll.      But 
by  the  decision  of  the  House  of  Lords  on 
the  26th  February,  1865,  they  declared 
that  liord  Kellie  had  made  out  his  claim 
to  the  Earldom  of  Mar,  created  in  1565. 
But  in  doing  that  the  House  of  Lords 
carefully  abstained  from  making  any  re- 
ference at  all  to  the  more  ancient  Earl- 
dom, of  Mar  held  by  Elizabeth,  Countess 
of   Mar,    in  her  own  right    in    1404. 
Therefore,  I  contend  that  there  is  no 
adjudication  whaterer  against  the  more 
ancient  title.    I  hope,  my  Lords,  your 
Lordships,  who  have  been  yery  generous 
indeed  to  the  Earl  of  Mar,  will  not  forget 
the  maTrim — Be  just  before  you  are  gene- 
rous.    I  do  not  ask  you  to  be  generous 
to  Mr.  Erskine,  but  simply  to  be  just. 

LoBD  SELBOENE :  As  I  understand 
the  law,  claims  to  Peerages  are  to  be 
inyestigated  in  a  certain  prescribed  man- 
ner, and  not  argued  and  debated  by  the 
whole  House.    Therefore,  whatever  may 
haye  been  the  position  of  this  Peerage  in 
former  times,  or  whateyer  may  be  the 
interest  felt  on  the  subject  in  Scotland, 
it  is  impossible  that  any  advantage  can 
arise  iioxsx  a  discussion  like  the  present 
in  this  House.    I  should  say  the  same 
thing  if  it  were  a  question  concerning 
an  English  or  an  Irish  Peerage ;  but 
the  case  is  still  stronger  as  to  a  Scotch 
Peen^ ;  the  manner  of  proceeding  in 
that  (£un  of  cases  being  regulated,  not 
onlyby  custom,  but  by  statute.  YourLord- 
Bhips  appointed  a  Select  Committee  last 
year,  upon  a  Petition  presented  by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite ;  and  that  Commit- 
tee reported  that  nothing  could  be  done 


in  this  matter,  unless  some  claim  to  the 
ancient  Earldom  of  Mar  should  be  made 
and  protested  against  at  an  election  of 
Eepresentatiye  Peers,  in  which  case  the 
mode  of  proceeding,  prescribed  by  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  must  be  followed.     I 
altogether  fail  to  perceiye  the  reason  for 
which  the  noble  Earl  at  the  Table  (the 
Earl  of  Bedesdale),   instead  of   being 
content  to  rely  upon  the  decision  of  this 
House  in  1875,  has  chosen  to  argue  the 
whole  case  upon  the  merits.     If  I  were 
to  hold  myself  at  liberty  to  follow  him 
into    that    argument,   there    are  some 
things  which  he  has  said,  with  which  I, 
certainly,  should  not  agree ;  but,  so  far 
as  the  title  of  the  noble  Earl  opposite 
(the  Earl  of  Mar  and  Kellie)  is  con- 
cerned, the  House  has  already  giyen 
its    decision,    and    that    decision   has 
the  force  of  law.    It  has  decided  that 
a  Peerage  of  Mar  was  created  by  Queen 
Mary,  and  that  the  Peerage  so  created 
belongs  to  the  noble  Earl    opposite ; 
but  it  has  pronounced   no  judgment, 
either  affirmatiye  or  negatiye,  with  re- 
spect to  the  ancient  Earldom  of  Mar. 
Whatever  may  haye  been  said  by  any 
learned  Lord  in  the  Committee  of  Privi- 
leges is  a  matter  wholly  different  from  the 
Eesolution  of  the  House  affirming  the 
right  of  the  noble  Earl  to  the  Peerage 
of  Queen  Mary,  but  without  asserting 
that  the  old  Earldom  was  extinct.     Con- 
sequently, anyone  who  at  the  election  of 
Bepresentative  Peers  claimed  the  old 
Earldom  of  Mar  would  be  entitled  to 
produce  any  evidence  he  could  in  sup- 
port of  that  claim  ;  and  it  would  be  for 
a  new  Committee  of  Privileges  to  deter- 
mine whether  anything  was  added  by 
that  evidence  to  the  materials,  on  which 
the  former  decision  proceeded ;  and,  if 
not,  what  degree  of  weight  ought  to  be 
attributedj  as  against  the  new  claim,  to 
all  or  any  of  &e  reasons  which  were 
assigned  for  that  decision  by  any  of  the 
Lords  who  concurred  in  it.    In  the  pre- 
sent case,  as  in  another  to  which  their 
attention  has  been  recently  called,  the 
House  ought  not  to  review  and  debate 
a  legal  determination. 


INDIA.— THE  BRAHMIN  KISHEN  DUTT. 
QUESTION.      OBSEEVATIONS. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDEELET: 
My  Lords,  I  would  commence  by  stating 
that  I  believe  the  noble  Viscount  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Viscount 
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Oranbrook)  was  ignorant  of  the  act  of 
illegality  which  I  am  about  to  relate  to 
your  Lordships,  until  he  saw  the  Notice 
which  I  have  put  down.  There  has 
been  an  infraction  of  the  liberty  of 
British  subjects,  for  a  Brahmin  is  as 
much  a  British  subject  as  any  man  bom 
in  this  country;  and  when  Paul  of 
Tarsus  claimed  the  rights  of  Boman 
citizenship,  neither  Festus  nor  Agrippa 
sought  to  diminish  those  rights  by  cast- 
ing in  his  teeth  that  he  was  a  Jew. 
Gh-eat  complaints  are  now  made  by  many 
writers  of  what  they  call  Imperialism — 
thatis,  of  arbitrary  acts — and  Imperialism 
of  this  kind  is  not  so  much  after  the 
model  of  that  of  Julius  or  Augustus 
CsBsar,  as  that  of  Domitian  or  Caligula, 
and  acts  such  as  this  will  go  far  to  do 
away  with  the  effects  of  the  recent 
speech  at  Sheffield  of  the  noble  Viscount. 
This  has  been  an  act  of  tyranny  so  pur- 
poseless that  it  cannot  be  explained; 
but  I  have  found  a  clue  in  a  recondite 
maxim  of  antiquity  which  was  placed 
before  your  Loi^lships  a  few  nights  ago 
.by  a  noble  Lord  opposite — Quid  Uges 
Bine  morihus.  Of  what  avail  are  the 
British  Constitution,  Magna  Charta,  or 
Habeas  Corpus,  against  the  morality  of 
officials?  The  Brahmin,  Kishen  Dutt, 
had  an  estate  in  the  district  of  Gorruk- 
pore.  A  nephew  of  his  defrauded  him  of 
it ;  he  first  attempted  to  effect  a  substi- 
tution of  names  in  the  register,  through 
the  native  Tehsildar,  who  repelled  his 
proposals ;  but  he  afterwards  succeeded 
in  the  English  Local  Court  and  the  High 
Court  of  Allahabad.  Confident  in  the 
justice  of  his  cause,  Kishen  Dutt  deter- 
mined to  seek  redress  from  the  Privy 
Council,  and  to  carry  out  his  design  he 
pledged  his  wife's  jewels.  At  Bombay, 
he  went  to  the  office  of  Nichol  and  Co., 
for  his  passage  to  England ;  he  had  not 
sufficient  money,  but  a  benevolent  old 
man  looked  at  his  papers,  and  said  that 
it  was  very  plucky  of  him  to  go  to 
England,  and  he  should  go,  and  he  gave 
him  what  was  wanting  of  the  passage 
money  and  20  rupees  besides.  The 
captain  of  the  steamer  was  a  humane 
man,  who  knew  some  Hindustani,  and 
he  was  very  kind  to  Kishen  Dutt,  who 
was  only  a  deck  passenger,  and  sheltered 
him  in  bad  weather  ;  he  directed  him  to 
the  Strangers'  Home,  in  Limehouse, 
where  he  arrived  on  the  7th  February, 
1878.  When  there,  all  he  could  say 
was  that  he  wanted  to  go  to  the  Privy 
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Council ;  accordingly,  he  was  put  it  into 
an  omnibus,  and,  unfortunately,  was 
directed  to  the  India  Office.  Thither 
he  went  fruitlessly,  many  days,  with  his 
papers ;  one  day  a  Parsee  lawyer  offered 
to  take  up  his  case  for  £50 ;  but  he  had 
spent  all  his  money,  and  had  been  de- 
prived of  his  estate.  Another  day.  Sir 
William  Muir  spoke  to  him,  and  took 
his  papers,  and  said  he  would  examine 
them.  Some  little  time  after  that,  in  the 
forenoon  of  April  4,  1878,  he  was  told 
by  the  steward  or  policeman  at  the 
Stranger's  Home  that  the  Queen  had 
sent  lOT  him,  and  that  he  must  make 
haste.  He  wanted  to  put  on  his  best 
clothes,  but  the  people  began  collecting 
his  things,  and  he  began  to  suspect ;  ' '  the 
Queen, "  he  said,  *  *  does  not  want  to  see  my 
old  rags."  However,  he  was  told  he  m.uBt 
go ;  he  refused,  and  clung  to  the  bed- 
stead, and  had  to  be  led  out  by  a  police- 
man. He  said — "  I  cannot  go  without 
my  papers. ' '  His  papers  were  then  given 
back  to  him  by  the  policeman ;  he  was 
put  into  a  cab,  and  taken  on  board  the 
Queen  Anne  steamer.  Here,  again,  he 
bewailed  his  hard  fate  of  being  put  on 
board  without  provisions ;  for  when  he 
left  India  he  had  laid  in  a  supply  of 
parched  corn  and  dates,  and  he  would 
lose  his  caste.  This  captain,  also,  was 
a  humane  man,  and  he  allowed  him 
to  go  ashore  again,  under  the  care 
of  one  of  his  men,  to  get  some  dried 
fruit.  The  steward  of  the  Strangers' 
Home  remained  by  till  the  ship  sailed 
to  see  him  off.  He  was  thus  kidnapped, 
and  forcibly  deported  from  England  to 
Calcutta.  Undismayed,  however,  he 
begged  his  way  back,  and  got  first  to 
Aden,  and  from  there  to  London  to  the 
Strangers'  Home,  on  the  3rd  September, 
1878,  and  renewed  his  search  after  the 
Privy  Council.  At  length,  he  found  a 
friend  who  assisted  him  to  draw  up 
petitions  to  the  Privy  Council,  and  to 
get  them  presented.  The  time  in  which 
an  appeal  could  be  made  had  expired 
whilst  he  was  being  deported ;  when  he 
returned  to  the  threshold  of  the  Privy 
Council  he  had  been  1 9^  months'  travel- 
ling, yet  the  Judges  of  the  Privy  Council 
stretched  a  point  in  his  favour,  and  he 
got  leave  from  Sir  James  Colville,  Sir 
Barnes  Peacock,  and  Sir  Robert  Collier, 
to  be  heard  on  Saturday,  June  14th; 
but,  as  both  the  First  Court  and  the 
High  Court  had  been  agreed  as  to  a 
matter  of  fact,  the  Privy  Council  could 
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giro  him  no  relief.    At  this  time  he  was 
refused  any  more  food  at  the  Strangers' 
HomOi  and  he  would  have  starved,  had 
not  his  friend,  Mr.  Meakin,   supplied 
him  with  dates  and  French  plums ;  but 
after  two  periods  of  five  and  six  days*— 
1 1  days  in  all— of  this  diet,  and  getting 
no  cooked  food,  he  became  so  ill  that 
Mr.  Meakin  would  have  removed  him  to 
hiB  own  house,  but  he  was  too  ill  to  be 
moTed.     Thereupon,  Mr.  Meakin  told 
the  officials  of    the  Strangers'   Home 
that  he  would  hold  them  responsible  if 
the  man  died,  and  they  relaxed  their 
sererity,  and  gave  him  food  to  cook; 
bat  he  did  not  recover  his  strength  till  the 
38th  or  29th  of  June.    Now,  when  this 
story  was  first  told  me,  I  was  incredulous 
that  such  a  thing  could  happen  in  Eng- 
land, and  I  should  not  expect    your 
Lordships  to  give  it  credence  had  I  not 
heard  it  myself  corroborated    by  the 
officials  of  the   Strangers'   Home.      I 
went  there  with  Mr.  Meakin  on  Monday, 
June  80th,  and  heard  it  corroborated 
that  it  was  by  orders  from  the  India 
Office  that  Kishen  Dutthad  been  shipped 
to  Calcutta  in   the    Q^em  Anne;  and, 
worse  still,  that  it  was  by  their  orders 
that  Eishen  Dutt's  rations  had  been 
stopped,  in  order  to  drive  him  away.     I 
also  learned  that  orders  had  been  given 
to  shut  up  Kishen  Dutt,  and  prevent  his 
going  about;  but  this  order  had  not  been 
carried  out.    Now,  under  what  law  or 
statute  does  the  India  Office  carry  away 
suitors  from  the  doors  of   the  Privy 
Council  when  they  are  open  to  them  ? 
By  what  law  does  it  give  these  illegal 
orders  to  a  charitable  institution,  and 
prevent  its  feeding  the  homeless  ?    The 
last  annual  Beport  of  the  Strangers' 
Home  bears  on  its  covers  the  words, ' '  Be 
not  forgetfnl  to  entertain  strangers;" 
and  the  accounts  show  that  £879 16«.  Zd, 
were  given  to  it   by    charitable   sub- 
scribers last  year ;  but  the  back  of  the 
cover  of  the  Beport  has  the  words,  "  No 
one  can  be  admitted  into  the  Home 
without  payment."    Well,  the  publicans 
would  do  as  much.    I  do  not  mean  the 
licensed  victuallers ;  but,  in  the  original 
Bense  of  the  word,  men  who  are  not  ex- 

P»d  to  make  any  profession  of  religion, 
any  stranger  has  a  claim  on  the 
charity  of  this  country,  surely  it  is  one 
wlu),  relying  on  th^  justice  of  this 
country,  has  come  so  far,  and  at  the 
cost  of  80  much  hardship,  to  seek  the 
rarersal  of  an  iniquitous  decision.    I 


will  now  read  to  your  Lordships  a  note 
from  the  Strangers'  Home,  showing  that 
the  India  Office  paid  £15  for  Eashen 
Dutt's  passage  by  the  Qu^m  Anne,  as 
follows : — 

"June  18, 1879. 
"  From  Strangers*  Home  for  Asiatics, 
"  Limehouse, 
"To  E.  E.  Meakin,  Esq., 

"  22,  Fenchurch  Street. 

"  Sir, — I  waited  to' hear  the  result  of  Kishon 
Dutt's  appeal  to  the  Privy  Council  before  re- 
plying to  youiB  of  the  11th  instant.  Having 
now  heajrd  that  the  Privy  Council  have  rejected 
his  case,  I  write  to  inform  you  that  the  India 
Office  paid  the  £15  for  his  passage  to  Calcutta, 
but  nothing  for  his  board  and  lodging  at  the 
Home,  and  will  do  nothing  further  for  him. 
This  man  has  been  nearly  a  whole  year  on  the 
funds  of  the  Home,  which  is  out  of  all  pro- 

g>rtion  to  our  experience  in  other  cases,  and  the 
card  cannot  8i)end  more  of  the  funds  npon 
him,  and  especially  as  he  is  not  one  of  the  class 
whom  we  can  provide  employment  for  on  board 
ship.  Nothing  short  of  a  passage  paid  for  him 
would  meet  his  case,  and  the  Home  was  not  in- 
tended to  do  this ;  and,  besides,  we  do  not  know 
that  he  would  accept  a  passage,  and,  indeed,  ho 
had  one  provided  for  him  in  vain.  We  see  no 
termination  to  this  case ;  and  in  the  present  de- 
pressed condition  of  the  shipping  trade  we  have 
many  men  of  the  class  the  Home  was  specially 
intended  for  thrown  upon  it,  destitute  for  various 
periods ;  but  all  these  we  can,  sooner  or  later, 
dispose  of  properly,  by  obtaining  employment 
for  them  at  wages  to  return  to  the  East.  The 
case  of  Kishen  Dutt  is  one  we  cannot  aid  or 
dispose  of  in  any  way,  and  too  much  has  already 
been  spent  upon  him,  and  all  in  vain.  This  Home 
is  not  intended  for  the  permanently  destitute 
Natives  of  the  East,  but  to  aid  those  who  are 
temporarily  so,  and  are  willing  and  able  to 
accept  employment  when  it  is  provided  for  them. 
This  is  what  Colonel  Hughes,  honorary  secre- 
tary, wished  me  to  say  to  you  by  way  of  in- 
formation in  the  case  of  Kishen  Dutt. 

"Yours  faithfully, 

"J.  Freeman,  Superintendent." 

And  now  I  have  to  ask,  What  was  the 
object  of  this  persecution  of  an  old 
Brahmin,  70  years  of  age,  by  the  India 
Office?  Were  those  officials  unaware 
that,  since  the  Proclamation  of  the  Queen 
as  Empress,  every  suppliant  for  justice 
in  India,  from  the  Himalayas  to  Cape 
Oomorin,  has  a  right  to  come  to  the 
doors  of  the  India  Office  with,  his 
Petition  ? 

Viscount  CRANBROOE:  said,  the 
Strangers'  Home  to  which  the  noble 
Lord  had  referred  was,  he  believed,  one 
of  the  best  institutions  in  London.  A 
great  number  of  Asiatics  came  over  to 
this  country,  some  of  whom,  on  their 
arrival,  were  unfortunately  neglected  by 
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those  who  brought  them  here,  and  the 
authorities  at  the  Strangers'  Home  did 
what  they  could  in  the  circumstances  to 
assist  them.  It  constantly  happened 
that  the  India  OfBlce  was  asked  to  assist 
these  poor  people  to  get  back  to  India. 
The  Brahmin,  Kishen  Dutt,  was  said  to 
be  an  old  man,  65  years  of  age.  He 
came  over  to  this  country  with  some 
purpose  connected  with  an  appeal  to  the 
Judicial  Committee  of  the  Privy  Coun- 
cil, and  had  been  received  into  the 
Home.  He  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  had 
a  letter  from  Colonel  Hughes,  dated  the 
10th  of  March  last,  in  which  he  stated 
that  the  Brahmin  in  question  had  come 
to  the  Home,  and  that  on  being  informed 
by  those  whom  he  consulted  that  he 
had  no  case  to  lay  before  the  Privy 
Council,  he  expressed  a  wish  to  return 
to  India,  but  that  he  had  not  the  means 
of  paying  for  his  passage.  The  applica- 
tion was  submitted  to  the  Finance  Com- 
mittee of  the  Council  of  India,  who 
recommended  a  grant  of  £20  out  of  the 
Compassionate  Fund.  That  recommenda- 
tion was  approved  by  the  Council,  and 
the  money  was  forwarded  to  Colonel 
Hughes  for  the  purpose  of  taking  this 
man  back  to  India.  That  was  cul  the 
India  OfBlce  knew  of  the  matter.  It  was 
not  an  uncommon  thing  for  Asiatics  to 
come  to  this  country  in  the  belief  that 
grievances  of  which  they  complained, 
and  which  could  alone  be  determined  by 
the  Courts  of  Law,  would  be  redressed  on 
the  presentation  of  a  Petition  to  Her 
Majesty  in  person.  It  was  most  im- 
portant that  these  persons  should  be 
kept  from  any  such  delusion  as  that. 
Some  of  them  had  had  to  be  watched  by 
the  police  to  prevent  them  from  forcing 
themselves  into  the  presence  of  Her 
Majesty. 

UinVEESITY   EDUCATION    (IRELAND) 

BILL— (No.  134.) 

{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Moved,  **  That  the  House  do  now  re- 
solve itself  into  Committee." — (The  Lord 
Chancellor,) 

LoED  GEANMORE  and  BROWNE 
rose  to  move,  as  an  Amendment,  that 
the  House  do  resolve  itself  into  Com- 
mittee that  day  three  months.    AlS  their 

VUcount  Cranbrook 


Lordships*  all  knew,  on  Tuesday,  a  Bill 
endowing  the  Roman  Catholics  with 
money  derived  from  the  Surplus  Fund 
of  the  Disestablished  Church  of  Ireland 
might  have  been  carried  by  acclamation, 
so  unanimous  seemed  to  be  the  opinion 
of  the  House.  That  was  a  marvellous 
change  of  opinion  since  a  few  short 
years,  when,  but  for  the  dexterous  guid- 
ance of  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  (the 
Lord  Chancellor),  a  large  majority  of 
their  Lordships  would  have  thrown  out 
the  Bill  for  the  Disestablishment  of  l^e 
Irish  Church.  He  supposed  the  change 
arose  from  the  enlightened  progress  of 
modem  thought.  To  his  narrow  vision 
it  seemed  like  the  blind  and  dangerous 
progress  of  a  runaway  horse.  The  past 
history  and  the  present  action  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Church  throughout 
Europe,  equally  with  its  present  action 
in  Ireland,  were  ignored  or  forgotten. 
Their  Lordships  cast  aside  experience 
and  trusted  to  theory.  The  Protestant 
principles,  on  which  the  Constitution 
was  founded,  and  which  so  long  guided 
this  nation  in  the  path  of  glory  and 
honour,  were  now  mocked  at  as  vulgar ; 
and  this  was  all  the  more  strange  when 
it  was  remembered  that  the  question  of 
taking  education  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
Roman  Catholics  was  one  which  occu- 
pied the  attention  of  almost  every  nation 
in  Europe.  In  Roman  Catholic  France, 
Belgium,  Italy,  Austria;  in  G-ermany, 
Russia,  Holland,  with  their  mixed  popu- 
lations ;  in  Canada,  in  the  United  States, 
in  Roman  Catholic  Brazil,  the  struggle 
to  keep  education  out  of,  or  take  it  from, 
the  hands  of  the  Roman  Catholic  Church 
was  being  fought ;  and  why  ?  Not  for  any 
purpose  of  religious  persecution  ;  not 
with  any  desire  to  interfere  with  the 
religious  faith  of  that  Church ;  but  be- 
cause the  Roman  Catholic  Church  taught 
that  her  authority  was  supreme,  indepen- 
dent of  and  above  the  State.  But  all  his- 
tory showed  that  unless  the  supremacy 
of  the  State  was  asserted,  liberty,  order, 
and  good  government  must  become  sub- 
servient to  religious  tyranny  ;  for  an 
Infallible  Church  must  consistently 
teach  and  practice  intolerance,  she  must 
and  did  teach  every  one  to  be  an  obe- 
dient Catholic  first,  and,  subject  to  this 
condition,  a  good  citizen  after.  To  keep 
the  youth  of  the  country  from  thus  being 
brought  up  in  antagonism  to  the  civU 
power,  in  antagonism  to  their  fellow- 
countrymen,  that  question  was  now  the 
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standard  Tound  which  all  Liberals,  save 
a  few  English  aristocrats  in  Europe  and 
America,  rallied.     Therefore,  he  could 
not  but  think  it  one  which  well-deserved 
the  attention  of  their  Lordships.     The 
action  of  the  Homan  Catholic  clergy  in 
Ireland  at  the  present  time  was  matter 
of  notoriety.   They  claimed  and  exercised 
an  influence  in  the  appointment  to  every 
law  office  in  the  country,  from  the  Lord 
Chancellor  to  the  lowest  turnkey.     They 
dictated  to  the  9onstituency  what  Mem- 
bers they  were  to  return  to  Parliament — 
the  Gkdway  election  showed  how  they 
enforced  their  commands.    In  Canada, 
at  the  last  election,  the  Boman  Catholic 
Bishop  issued  public  directions  to  his 
clergy  not  to  give  the  sacraments  of  the 
Church  to  recalcitrant  voters.     In  Ire- 
land this  was  not  done  by  such  public 
manifestoes ;    but    altar    denunciations 
against  all  who  displeased  the  clergy 
were  the  constant  practice,  and  were  fre- 
quently a  source  of  danger  to  the  persons 
denounced.     They  claimed  that  where 
the   majority  were  Eoman    Catholics, 
without    regard    to    merit,    all    public 
officers    should    be    Eoman    Catholics. 
Why  was  it,  he  would  ask,  that  this 
general  feeling  through  Europe  existed 
against  placing  education  in  the  hands 
of  the  Boman  Catholic  clergy  ?    It  was 
not  attributable  to  any  wish  to  persecute 
Boman  Catholics  or  to  interfere  with 
their  faith,  but  because  they  taught  that 
the  Boman  Catholic  Church  was  supreme 
above  the  law.     While  such  a  doctrine 
was  preached — a  doctrine  so  dangerous 
to  civil  order — ^the  influence  of  the  law 
must  be  maintained  by  not  leaving  edu- 
cation  in  their  hands.     With  reference 
to  the  eloquent  appeal  which  had  been 
made  the  other  night  by  a  noble  and 
learned  Lord  (Lord  O'Hagan)  as  to  con- 
ceding to  the    conscientious    views  of 
Boman  Catholics  in  Ireland  the  means 
of  separate  education,  he  (Lord  Oran- 
more  and  Browne)  contended  that  this 
was  beside  the  question — it  was  a  mere 
fitepping-stone  to  power — the  claim  was 
only  a  new  development  of  the  claims  of 
the  Boman  Catholic  clergy,  for  they  felt 
that  if  the  youth  of  Ireland  were  educated 
ont  of  a  particular  groove  they  would  lose 
their  power  over  them.    Their  Lordships 
were  not  to  think  that  any  measure  was 
really  necessary  to  satisfy  the  consciences 
of  Boman  Catholics.      If  they  accepted 
that  principle,  where  were  they  to  stop  ? 
The  present  Pope  refused  to  have  any 


relations  with  the  Italian  Qovemment 
because  they  tolerated  other  religion! 
They  had  gone  very  far  and  very  fast 
since  the  Church  Bill  had  passed 
through  the  House.  Let  the  House 
look  back  a  little.  At  the  time  of  the 
Emancipation,  Dr.  Doyle  and  Daniel 
O'Connell  gave  evidence  strongly  in 
favour  of  mixed  education.  Within  a 
few  years,  and  for  a  considerable  time, 
Archbishop  Murray  aided  in  carrying 
out  mixed  education  as  an  active  mem- 
ber of  the  National  Board.  Their  con- 
sciences were  not  disturbed,  nor  were 
they  worse  Catholics  than  the  hierarchy 
or  laity  of  the  present  day.  Was  not 
this  claim,  then,  no  part  of  religious 
teaching,  but  an  Ultramontane  develop- 
ment for  the  distinct  purpose  of  gaining 
greater  power  ?  It  was  making  religion 
a  stepping-stone  to  power.  Was  not  the 
passing  of  any  measure  aiding  separate 
education  a  wrong  not  only  to  the  Queen's 
Colleges  and  Trinity  College,  but  to 
Liberal  Boman  Catholics,  who  preferred 
education  at  these  Colleges,  or  to  choose 
the  places  and  persons  by  whom  their 
sons  should  be  educated?  This  Bill 
would,  by  the  power  it  would  give  the 
Boman  Catholic  clergy,  bring  all  liberal 
Boman  Catholics  in  subjection  to  their 
iron  sway.  Then  as  to  National  Edu- 
cation having  become  denominational, 
he  entirely  denied  that  that  state- 
ment was  borne  out  by  the  annual 
Betums.  Those  Beturns  showed  that 
where  the  population  was  mixed  there 
the  schools  were  mixed.  It  was  cer- 
tain that  grants  had  been  made  to 
schools  which  were  conventual  if  not 
monastic  ;  and  he  did  not  think  that 
any  sensible  Protestant  would  like  to 
send  his  children  to  such  establish- 
ments, whatever  might  be  the  conscience 
clause  put  on  the  chimney  piece.  Doubt- 
less, in  so  far,  grants  had  been  made  to 
Boman  Catholic  teaching  which  were 
refused  to  Protestant  schools.  He 
would  also  ask  their  Lordships  to  re- 
member that  large  grants  which  had 
been  made  before  the  National  system 
existed  to  Protestant  schools  had  since 
been  withdrawn,  and  that  Maynooth 
had  been  for  many  years  supported 
out  of  the  funds  of  the  Protestant 
Church.  It  was  urged  in  support  of 
the  Bill  that  the  Boman  Catholics 
laboured  under  a  grievance;  but  the 
grievance  referred  to  was  one  of  their 
own  making.    All  the  advantages  which 
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were  open  to  other  denominations  in  tlie 
country  wore  open  to  them.  At  Trinity 
College,  and  all  the  English  Univer- 
sities, all  tests  had  been  removed,  and 
for  the  very  purpose  of  putting  the  Ro- 
man Catholics  upon  an  equality  with 
tlio  others.  The  Queen's  Colleges  wore 
open  to,  and  accepted  by,  every  other 
denomination,  and  every  other  denomi- 
nation liad  a  minister  paid  for  religious 
instruction ;  so,  also,  could  the  Roman 
Catholic  University  appoint  a  chaplain. 
He  believed,  indeed,  tliat  a  very  largo 
proportion  of  tlioso  who  did  require 
University  Education  had  acrcepted  the 
teaching  of  both  Trinity  College  and 
the  Queen's  Colleges.  Therefore,  he 
contended  that  there  was  no  require- 
ment for  this  additional  University. 
Where  lioman  Catholics  had  not  already 
accepted  the  teaching  of  Trinity  College 
and  the  English  Universities,  now  that 
the  endowments  were  open  to  them, 
lie  felt  sure  they  would  do  so.  If  that 
IIouso  ])nssed  a  Bill  granting  sepa- 
rate teaching  through  a  hierarchy  the 
result  would  be  to  put  a  p(?nalty  on  all 
liberal-minded  Roman  Catholics.  They 
would  bo  doing  an  injury  not  to  those 
Colleges  only,  but  to  every  man  who 
was  inclined  to  take  advantage  of  the 
facilities  th ey  offered.  In  fact,  they  would 
bo  putting  tlie  Roman  Catholics  alto- 
gether under  tlio  sway  of  the  ultra- 
Romish  party.  The  noble  Marquess 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  had  said 
that  the  reason  Trinity  College  was  not 
available  for  the  Roman  Catholics  was 
that  the  examinations  were  in  the  hands 
of  those  in  whom  the  Roman  Catholics 
had  no  confidence.  The  noble  and 
learned  Earl  (Earl  Cairns)  had  said  the 
same.  It  was,  therefore,  evidently  in- 
tended b}'  the  Charter,  by  the  constitu- 
tion of  the  Senate,  to  transfer  the  exa- 
minations to  parties  in  whom  they  did 
have  confidence,  the  University  would 
be  made  entirely  Roman  Catholic,  and 
would  not  be  in  accordance  with  the 
principle  which  had  been  adopted  for  a 
groat  many  years.  Ho  doubted  also 
whether  the  public,  or,  indeed,  some  of 
their  Lordships,  understood  tho  Bill. 
He  brought  forward  his  Motion  because 
he  thought  there  was  no  need  for  giving 
further  University  Education  in  Ireland, 
and  because  the  Bill  would  injure  the 
existing  Universities  and  assist  Roman 
Catholic  Universities  in  oppressing  the 
liberal  Roman  Catholics. 

Zord  Oranmore  and  £rown* 


Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
("now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  three  months").— 
{The  Zord  Oranmore  and  Browne,) 


Earl  GRANVILLE:  I  cannot  8U]p- 
port  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Lord.  1 
stated,  on  the  second  reading,  my  reasons. 
I  agree  with  all  the  non-official  Peers 
who  have  debated  this  subject  that  the 
Bill  is  perfectly  inadequate.  But  u 
the  Government  adopted  the  novel  plan 
of  announcing  in  the  House  of  Commoni 
that  they  would  make  a  dear  and  dis- 
tinct explanation  of  their  views  on  the 
Irish  University  question  by  means  of  a 
Bill  introduced  into  the  Houso  of  Lords, 
I  think  it  is  desirable  that  the  House  of 
Commons,  where  tho  majority  of  the 
Irish  people  interested  in  this  question 
is  so  much  more  largely  represented 
than  here,  should  have  an  opportunitj 
of  fully  considering  the  plan.  But  as  to 
this  plan  I  desire  to  mako  an  appeal  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  The  noble 
Marquess  opposite  (the  Marquess  of 
Salisbury)  is  reported  to  have  made  a 
speech  tho  night  before  last,  in  whidi 
great  heat  and  eloquence,  courage  and 
much  imagination,  a  supreme  contempt 
for  his  political  opponents,  and  unhmitm 
admiration  for  tho  best  of  all  possible 
Governments  in  tho  best  of  all  possi^ible 
cities,  seemed  to  combine  all  the 
elements  necessary  for  a  successful 
electioneering  after-dinner  speech.  The 
noble  Marquess  is  reported  to  have  de- 
scribed the  Government  policy  with 
regard  to  legislation  as  one  which,  as  far 
as  efficiency  would  allow,  made  the 
smallest  possible  change.  I  am  bound 
to  say  that,  omitting  the  proviso,  this  Bill 
is  an  admirable  type  of  such  legislation. 
But  as  for  efficiency,  can  anyone  pre- 
tend that  it  is  so  after  the  debate  on  the 
second  reading,  when  not  only  Liberal 
Peers  and  Roman  Catholic  Peers,  but 
the  Protestant  Irish  sup^iorters  of  the 
Government,  unanimously  gave  their 
opinion  that  the  Bill  was  inadequate— 
when  tho  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs  stated  that  the  Irish  Roman 
Catholics  considered  it  a  g^evance  that 
they  alone  were  without  pecuniary  asost- 
ance  in  higher  education — and  when  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  on  the  WoolBaok 
at  last  held  out  vague  hopes  that  next 
Session,  or  the  Session  after  the  next,  the 
Government  would  consider  the  question 
of  supplementing  the  present  Bill  bj 
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itewHcli  he  did  not  define?  With 
id  to  the  claim  of  some  pecuniary 
ftance,  there  is  no  doubt  that  the 
[rish  Catholics  are  united  with  their 
rj.  But  there  is  one  reason  for 
r  claim  which  is  probably  not  so 
h  felt  by  the  clergy  as  by  the  laity. 
16  of  the  latter  complain  that  without 
miary  assistance  they  are  condemned 
Collegiate  Education  exclusively  con- 
led  by  priests ;  that  learned  lay  Irish 
(easors,  just  as  much  as  their  un- 
oed  fellow-countrymen,  desire  to 
zji  and  generally,  like  them,  have 
nnous  families ;  that  they  must  be 

I  for  their  services,  and  that  cheap 
versity  instruction  can  only  be  ob- 
ed  from  the  clergy,  who,  from  their 
6  of  celibacy  and  from  the  character 
leir  profession,  are  satisfied  with  very 

II  allowances.  With  regard  to  this 
stion  of  pecuniary  assistance,  it  has 
n  stated  in  the  House  of  Commons 
in  this  House — hitherto  without  any 
tradiction — that  the  Irish  Govern- 
it  did  communicate  last  winter  to  the 
h  Bishops  for  their  approval  a 
mie  resembling  in  its  general  outline 
Bill  introduced  some  weeks  ago  by 

CConor  Don.  The  Government 
e  been  much  pressed  here  to  explain 
rhat  way  the  principles  of  the  Inter- 
liate  School  Act  of  last  year,  pro- 
ed  by  them  and  cheerfully  assented 
y  us,  are  not  applicable  to  Collegiate 
ication  in  Ireland.  The  Lord  Chan- 
w  gave  us  the  reasons — and  when 
gives  reasons  they  are  likely  to  be 
best  that  can  be  found — no  one  is 
r  likely  to  find  better.  His  reasons 
e  these — first,  that  the  children  in 
schools  are  younger  than  the 
lents  in  Colleges  ;  secondly,  that  there 
10  Conscience  Clause  applicable  to 
eges ;  thirdly,  that  the  Colleges  can- 
like the  primary  schools,  be  in- 
ited.  As  to  the  first  reason — namely, 
D  the  age  of  the  children — this  may  or 
f  not  be  a  question  of  convenience  ; 
(  as  a  question  of  principle,  it  has  no 
nng  whatever  on  the  matter.  I  be- 
B  there  are  several  Irish  schools  of  a 
omiziational  character  which  have 
Bnvdy  or,  at  all  events,  will  receive, 
Bti  under  the  Oovemment  Act  of  last 
tr  out  of  the  eurphiB  provided  by  the 
i  Ouiich  Act.  Then,  as  to  the  Con- 
gee (Smaae,  the  late  Lord  Chancellor 
Maud,  ipeakiii^  with  great  authority, 
i  thfte  woal^oe  no  objection  raised 


to  it ;  and  my  noble  Friend  (the  Marquess 
of  Ripon)  reminded  the  Government  of 
what  they  must  know,  that  the  Irish 
Bishops  had  agreed  to  a  Memorandum  to 
that  effect.  It  is  not  likely  that  the 
Catholic  laity  would  object  to  having  a 
Conscience  Clause  when  the  Bishops  arc 
ready  to  agree  to  it.  Then  about  iu- 
spection.  The  noble  Marquess  (the 
Marquess  of  Bipon)  asked  the  pertinent 
question,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  not  omitted  to  take  any  power 
of  inspection  over  the  intermediate 
schools  ?  To  this  there  is  only  one  pos- 
sible answer — in  the  negative.  I  am 
entitled  to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment whether  they  can  give  any  more 
satisfactory  explanation  of  the  distinc- 
tion between  the  principles  they  so 
successfully  adopted  last  summer,  and 
those  which  more  or  less  they  seem  to 
repudiate  this  year?  The  noble  and 
learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack  most 
properly  stated  on  the  second  reading  his 
determination  only  to  argue  his  case  in 
the  manner  most  likely  to  promote  the 
settlement  of  the  question.  I  trust  that 
I  am  doing  nothing  inconsistent  with  the 
most  sincere  desire  that  this  important 
question  should  be  settled  if  I  make  an 
appeal  to  the  Government  on  this  occa- 
sion. It  is  perfectly  clear  that  this  Bill 
will  not  settle  the  question.  It  is  not 
reasonable  to  expect  that  it  will  bo 
accepted,  after  the  Government  have 
themselves  owned  that  it  requires  to  bo 
supplemented,  and  yet  only  hold  out 
hopes  of  the  necessary  supplement  being 
considered  by  the  Government  at  some 
future  and  undefined  period.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  promised  the  House 
of  Commons  to  give  in  this  place  a  clear  ' 
and  distinct  statement  of  their  pledge. 
I  venture  to  appeal  to  them  to  fulfil  that 
pledge,  and  spontaneously  to  add  to 
this  short  Bill  those  provisions  which 
they  think  necessary  for  its  comple- 
ment, or,  at  all  events,  to  make  a  state- 
ment which  will  enable  us,  and  espe- 
cially the  people  of  Ireland,  to  judge 
whether  such  provisions  are  sufficient 
or  not. 

On  Question  that  (**  now  ")  stand  part 
of  the  Motion  ?  Resolved  in  the  Affirma- 
live. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly ; 
Amendments  made :  The  Eeport  thereof 
to  be  received  oxi  Monday  next. 
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ITie  Late  Prince 
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OFFICERS    ON    HALF   PAY— THE   CIR- 
CULAR LETTER,  MAY,  1866. 

QXTESTION.      OBSEBVATIONS. 

LoED  TEUEO  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
the  Circular  Letter  of  May,  1866,  did  not 
guarantee  to  officers  promoted  on  half- 
pay  the  same  advantages  in  all  respects 
as  officers  placed  upon  half-pay  by  re- 
duction, and  whether  such  guarantee 
has  been  adhered  to  in  every  case,  par- 
ticularly with  reference  to  payment  of 
over-regulation  money?  The  noble 
Lord  said,  the  Question  might  appear  a 
very  simple  one  to  answer  ;  but  the 
matter  it  related  to  seriously  affected 
certain  officers  of  the  Army.  The  effect 
of  the  Circular  Letter  to  which  his 
question  referred  was  to  place  officers 
who  were  on  half-pay  by  promotion 
upon  precisely  the  same  footing  as 
officers  who  were  upon  half-pay  by  re- 
duction. It  was  because  in  some  in- 
stances the  assurance  contained  in  the 
Circular  Letter  had  not  been  com- 
pletely carried  out  that  he  put  the 
Question  which  stood  in  his  name  upon 
the  Paper.  In  anticipation  of  what  the 
answer  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  might  be,  he 
wished  to  state  that  there  were  cases  of 
officers  who  had  not  received,  prior  to 
the  abolition  of  Purchase,  their  over- 
regulation  money  from  their  regiments. 
The  solemn  pledges  given  in  the  House 
of  Commons  by  Mr.  Gladstone,  Lord 
Cardwell,  and  Captain  Vivian,  of  the 
same  nature  as  the  guarantee  which,  in 
his  opinion,  the  Circular  Letter  of  1866 
^contained,  should,  he  thought,  be  re- 
deemed. 

Viscount  BURY  said.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  fully  intended  to  do  every 
justice  to  the  officers  in  this  matter.  The 
Circular  Letter  of  May,  1866,  did  gua- 
rantee to  officers  promoted  on  half-pay 
the  same  advantages  as  officers  placed 
upon  half-pay  by  reduction,  and  every- 
thing promised  in  that  Letter  would  be 
granted.  It,  however,  did  not  contain, 
and  could  not  have  contained,  any  re- 
ference to  over-regulation  money,  which 
was  abolished  in  1871,  and  which,  in 
1876,  was  illegal  and  not  recog^nized  by 
the  authorities. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 
Eight  o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
IHday,  lUhJufy,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BiLLsSicond  Seadimg— 

Industrial  Schools  (Powers  of  School  Boards)* 

[242]. 
Committee  —  Beport — New  Forest  Act  (1877) 

Amendment  {re-eomm.)  •  [2101. 
Third  Jtgadinff  —  CuBtomB  Buildings*  [228]; 

Slave  Trade  (East  African  Courts)*  [232], 

and  patted. 
Withdrawn— %pixi\A*  [203]. 

'  The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
QUESTIONS, 

THE    ROYAL   COMMISSION   ON  AGRI- 
CULTURE.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  wait  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  will  be  pre- 
pared to  recommend  that  among  the 
members  of  the  Boyal  Commission  about 
to  be  appointed  to  inquire  into  the  con> 
dition  of  Agriculture,  one  member  at 
least  shouldbe  a  skilled  trader  in  Foreign 
g^ain? 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  as  the  composition  of  this 
Commission  is  under  the  consideration 
of  the  Goyemment,  I  cannot  answer  the 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend  precisely ; 
but  I  can  assure  him  that  his  suggestion, 
and  others  that  may  be  made,  shall 
have  the  careful  consideration  of  the 
Government. 

THE    LATE   PRINCE    IMPERIAL-THE 
FUNERAL  EXPENSES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BUBT  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  arrange- 
ments for  the  funeral  of  the  late  Prince 
Louis  Napoleon  will  inyolve  an  expen- 
diture of  public  money ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther a  Vote  will  be  submitted  to  the 
House  on  the  subject  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  there  would  be 
no  occasion  to  submit  to  the  House  any 
Vote  of  public  money  in  respect  of  the 
arrangements  referred  to.  There  might 
be  some  small  expenditure  for  ammuni- 
tion and  for  the  use  of  a  vessel  for  the 
conveyance  of  the  Prince's  remains  to 
this  country.  The  expenditure  woiild, 
however,  be  very  slight,  and  no  Vote 
would  be  submitted  to  the  House. 
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the  reoommendation  contained  in  the 

Beport  from  the  Select  Committee  on 

Lighting  by  Electricity,  that — 

"Ghui  Companies,  in  the  opinion  of  your 
Committee,  have  no  special  claims  to  be  con- 
sidered as  the  future  distrihutors  of  Electric 
Light;" 


CYPETJS— PUNISHMENT  OF  GREEK 
PRIESTS  — THE    PAPEES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  asked  the  Under 
Secretaiy  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
When  the  Papers  relating  to  the  mis- 
conduct of  certain  British  fdnctionaries 
in  the  oases  of  two  Greek  Priests  in 
Cypms  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  BOUBKE :  Sir,  I  haye  consulted 
mj  noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  Foreign  Affairs,  in  reference  to  the 
Qaestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
and  I  haye  to  state  that  we  are  waiting 
for  further  Beports  from  the  Goyem- 
ment  of  Cyprus  on  the  subject.  When 
the  Papers  are  complete,  they  will  be 
presented  to  Parliament. 

ROYAL   CONSTABULAKY    (IRELAND)— 
THE  TOWN  INSPECTOR  OF  BELFAST. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  If  it  is  the  case  that 
the  town  inspector  of  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  at  Belfast  has  recently 
been  suffering  from  serious  pulmonary 
disease,  and  that  he  has  latterly  been 
obliged  to  absent  himself  £rom  his  duties 
for  a  considerable  period  ;  whether  it  is 
true  that  he  has  been  in  actiye  serrice 
for  forty-seyen  years ;  and,  haying  re- 
gard to  these  circumstances,  how  much 
longer  is  it  intended  to  ask  him  to  con- 
tinue to  occupy  the  office  of  town  in- 
spector?   

Mji.  J.  LOWTHER:  Sir,  I  haye 
receiyeda  Report  from  the  gentleman 
referred  to,  which  will,  no  doubt,  giye 
the  hon.  Member  satisfaction.  It  is  not 
a  fact  that  he  was  suffering  from  pul- 
monary disease  or  any  other  complaint. 
He  informs  zne  that  he  neyer  was  better. 
Be  was  absent  on  urgent  priyate  affairs. 
There  is  no  intention  to  interfere  with 
hifi  office. 

IRELAND— THE  ALUANCE  AND  DUB- 
UN  CONSUMERS'  GAS  COMPANY  — 
THE  ELECIRIO  LIGHT.— QUESTION. 

M£.  CALLAN  asked  the  Chairman  of 
the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that  the  Alliance 
ftnd  Dublin  Consumers'  Gas  Bill  was 
allowed  to  pass  through  this  House 
containing  clauses  which  confer,  directly 
w  indirectly,  powers  of  Electric  light- 
^g  on  the  jAJliance  and  Dublin  Con- 
Bomen'  Gfas  Company,  notwithstanding 

TOL.CGXLVm.    [thibd  sKBEBs.] 


whether  he  has  any  objection  to  state 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Bill 
containing  such  powers  was  allowed  to 
proceed ;  and,  whether  he  will  now,  or 
when  the  Bill  comes  back  to  this  House, 
take  steps  to  haye  all  such  powers 
expunged  ? 

Mb.  RAIKES  :  Sir,  in  reply  to  the 
first  part  of  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Callan),  I 
haye  to  say  that  when  the  Dublin  Con- 
sumers' Gas  Bill  passed  through  this 
House,  it  did  not  contain    any   direct 
clause  conferring, the  power  to  which  ho 
refers.     I  may  further  state  that  the 
Bill  was  read  a  third  time,  and  left  this 
House  upon  the  9th  of  June;  whereas 
the  Beport  of  the  Committee  on  Light- 
ing by  Electricity,   to  which    he    has 
referred,    was    not    presented    to    the 
House  until  the  19th  of  June.    I  may 
also  say,  as  he  has  asked  me  to  state 
the  circumstances  under  which  the  Bill 
was  allowed  to  proceed,   that  I  haye 
giyen  it  a  good  deal  of  attention.    I  had 
seyeral  interyiews  with  both  the  pro- 
moters and  opponents  of  the  Bill,  and  I 
stipulated  that  any  clause,  directly  or 
indirectly  conferring  those  powers,  should 
be  expunged,  and  that  was  done.    In 
Committee,  as  I  am  since  informed,  a 
clause  was  inserted  at  the  instance  of 
the  General  Post  Office,  which,  although 
it  conyeyed  no  new  powers,  might  pos- 
sibly be  misconstrued  in  connection  with 
a  paragraph  in  the  Bill  as  recognizing 
some  powers  as  to  supplying  the  Electric 
Light.    The  matter,  howeyer,  was  not 
brought  before  me  by  the  parties  inter- 
ested in  this  House.    But  I  haye  since 
receiyed  a  representation  from  the  Cor- 
poration of  Dublin  on  the  subject ;  and, 
the  Bill  being  then  in  the  House  of 
Lords,  I  at  once  communicated  with  my 
noble  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees in  that  House    (the    Earl    of 
Bedesdale).    I  belieye  that  the  clause 
as  to  the  powers  has  been  struck  out  in 
the  other  House,  and  I  am  quite  satisfied 
that  the  Bill  as  it  now  stands,  contains 
no  power  in  excess    of   that   already 
granted  to  the  Company  by  the  Act  of 
1866. 

G 
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ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 
BILL  —  CORPORAL  PUNISHMENT  — 
THE  SCHEDULE.— QUESTION. 

Sir  HENEY  HAVELOCK  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
has  escaped  his  observation  that,  under 
the  arrangements  contained  in  a  Paper 
issued  on  the  9th  of  July,  headed  **  Me- 
morandum explanatory  of  Schedule  re- 
lating to  Corporal  Punishment, "flogging 
cannot  lienceforth  be  inflicted  for  the 
crime  of  drunkenness  on  duty  under 
arms  in  presence  of  an  enemy,  a  crime 
"which  has  been  found  to  bo  the  fruit- 
ful source  of  almost  all  other  mili- 
tary offences ;  whether  it  is  his  intention 
to  retain  the  use  of  corporal  punishment 
as  a  deterrent  to  the  commission  of  this 
crime ;  and,  if  that  is  not  his  intention, 
whether  he  will  now  consider  the  ad- 
visability of  abolishing  flogging  alto- 
gether as  a  punishment  for  British  soldiers 
in  the  field  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said, 
the  subject  had  not  escaped  his  notice. 
The  views  of  the  Government  upon  it 
had  already  boon  expressed  by  him,  and 
they  would  bo  carried  out  by  Amend- 
ments which  were  now  standing  on  the 
Paper. 

PARLIA^IENT  —  ARRANGEMENT    OF 
BUSINESS  — ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 
TUESDAYS  AND  WEDNESDAYS. 
QUESTION. 

The  Mahqlt.ss  or  HAETINGTON 
desired  to  put  to  Mr.  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  a  Ciuoption  relating  to  the 
Motion  which  tho  right  lion.  Gentleman 
intended  to  make  on  Monda}-  next  with 
reference  to  the  Business  on  Tuesdays 
and  Wednesday  during  the  remainder 
of  tho  Session.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  had  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  for 
Tuesday,  the  22nd  in.st.,  relating  to  some 
unfulfilled  portions  of  tho  Treaty  of 
Berlin.  Ho  did  not  know  whether  his 
hon.  Priend  had  yet  placed  on  the  Paper 
tho  exact  terms  he  proposed  to  move ; 
but,  at  all  events,  the  subject  was  one  of 
great  importance  and  interest,  and  ho 
thought  tho  Government  would  bo  of 
opinion  that  an  opportunity  should  bo 
given  for  tho  discussion  of  his  hon. 
Priend's  Motion.  Perhaps,  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  state,  Whether  he 
could  give  tho  day  which  his  hon.  Priond 
had  already  secured  ? 


The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUEK,  in  reply,  admitted  that  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  was 
one  which  the  House  ought  to  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing,  and  he  would 
undertake  to  make  such  arrangement<t 
that  the  hon.  Member  would  have  the 
same  advantages  that  he  would  have 
possessed  but  for  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  make  the  proposed  Motion 
on  Monday  next  with  reference  to  the 
conduct  of  Public  Business.  He  would 
also  make  arrangements  for  the  discus- 
sion of  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  relating  to 
the  water  supply  of  the  Metropolis. 

MOTION. 

PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE— PROCEED. 
INGS  OF  THE  HOUSE— NOTE-TAKIXG 
IN  THE  MEMBERS*  SIDE  GALLERY. 
KESOLUTIOX. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  Before  I  call  upon 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell) 
to  address  the  House,  it  will  be  conire- 
nient  that  I  should  state,  with  reference 
to  the  Minutes  of  debates  in  Committee, 
taken  by  my  direction,  which  are  about 
to  form  the  subject  of  discussion,  that 
great  misapprehension  apparently  pre- 
vails in  reference  to  these  Minutes.  So 
far  as  I  am  concerned,  if  any  hon.  Mem- 
ber desires  to  move  for  the  production 
of  these  Minutes,  I  have  no  objection, 
and  should  advise  that,  if  the  House 
think  fit,  they  be  laid  upon  the  Table  as 
an  unopposed  Return. 

Mil.  PARNELL  :  »Sir,  in  reference  to 
a  matter  which  occurred  yesterday,  it 
devolves  on  me  to  submit  a  Motion  to 
the  House,  and  to  ask  tho  House  to  say 
that  that  occurrence  is  a  breach  of  the 
Privileges  of  this  House.  It  will  be 
within  the  recollection  of  many  hon. 
Men^bers  that  yesterday,  during  the 
proceedings  of  a  Committco  of  the 
House  upon  the  Army  Discipline  and 
Regulation  Bill,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  the  county  of  Louth  (Mr. 
Sullivan)  called  the  attention  of  the 
Chairman  to  the  presence  of  a  young 
gentleman,  one  of  the  officials  of  the 
House,  who  was  seated  in  tho  Galleiy 
set  apart  for  Members,  and  who  ap- 
peared to  be  engaged  in  taking  notes  of 
the  observations  or  speeches  of  certain 
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hon.  MembeTB  of  this  House.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Loutb  sub- 
mitted to  Mr,  Kaikes,  the  Chairman  of 
Committees,  that  such  a  practice  was 
not  in  Order,  and,  subsequently,  upon 
his  Motion  that  Progress  should  be  re- 
ported, in  order  that  your  opinion  might 
be  obtained  upon  the  question,  Progress 
was  reported,  and  you,  Mr.  Speaker, 
took  the  Chair.  Upon  a  question  being 
addressed  to  you  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth,  as  to  whether  the 
presence  of  this  young  gentleman  in  the 
GFallety  taking  notes  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  House  was  in  Order,  and  after 
some  observations  had  been  made,  and 
whilst  other  observations  were  being 
made  upon  the  matter  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Ihindalk  (Mr.  CaUan),  you, 
Sir,  intimated  that  it  was  time  you  should 
express  your  opinion  on  the  question; 
and  I  find  that,  according  to  the  Minutes 
of  the  House,  which  we  received  this 
morning,  you  made  this  statement — 

"  As  the  House  is  aware,  according  to  the 
practice  of  the  House,  Minutes  of  our  Proceed- 
ings are  taken  from  day  to  day.  These  Mi- 
nutes are  puhlished  under  the  title  of  the  Votes 
and  Proceedings  of  the  House.  As  lately  it  had 
come  to  my  notice  that  there  had  heen  great 
and  unexpected  delay  in  the  progress  of  the 
Army  Discipline  Bill  in  Conunittee,  on  my  own 
responsibility,  and  for  my  own  information,  I 
denred  that  Minutes  should  be  taken  of  the 
Proceedings  on  the  Bill  of  a  more  full  character 
than  those  which  are  taken  from  day  to  day. 
And  Mr.  Speaker  concluded  by  stating  that 
those  Minutes  hare  no  reference  whatever  to 
any  particular  Member  or  body  of  Members  of 
this  House,  and  that  they  are  fair  and  impar- 
tial Keports  of  the  Proceedings  of  this  House." 

And  now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  wish,  before 
proceeding  with  my  Motion,  to  eicplain 
that  I  desire,  as  much  as  possible,  in 
what  I  have  to  say  to  avoid  any  personal 
reference,  or  to  impute  anything  either  to 
yourself.  Sir,  or  to  any  Member  of  this 
House,  indicating  that  I  suppose  any- 
thingthat  has  taken  place,  orthathasbeen 
directed  by  yourself,  hew  been  directed 
with  any  other  motive,  or  any  other  in- 
tention than  that  of  carrying  out  the 
duty  which  you.  Sir,  consider  you  ought 
to  cany  out,  and  for  which  you  are  re- 
sponsible to  the  House.  I  shall,  in  what 
I  have  to  say,  avoid,  as  far  as  possible, 
any  personal  references  that  are  not  ne- 
cessary to  my  subject,  and  I  shall  en- 
deavour not  to  introduce  any  irrelevant 
matter.    The  Motion  which  I  have  to 
submit  to  the  decision  of  the  House  is 
ia  the  following  terms : — 


«  That  any  Report  or  Eecord  of  the  Proceed- 
ings of  this  House,  or  of  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  made,  taken,  or  kept  by  officials 
of  this  House  as  an  offioal  act  or  otherwise 
without  the  previous  Order  or  sanction  or  know- 
ledge  of  the  House,  and  for  purposes  not  re- 
vealed to  the  House,  other  than  the  Votes  or 
Minute  of  the  Orders  and  Proceedings  of  the 
House  or  of  the  Committee  of  the  Whole  House, 
taken  at  the  Table  by  the  Clerk  or  the  Clerk 
Assistant,  is  without  precedent  in  the  customs 
and  usages  of  Parliament,  and  is  a  breach  of 
the  Privileges  of  Parliament  and  a  danger  to 
the  liberty  and  independence  of  debate." 

That  is  the  Motion  I  propose  to  submit; 
and  I  think  I  shall  be  able  to  show,  by 
reference  to  one  or  two  precedents,  that 
the  House  has  always  been  extremely 
careful  in  past  times  to  guard  against 
the  carrying  away  of  any  Minutes,  or 
the  making  of  any  notes  of  its  proceed- 
ings, other  than  the  Minutes  made  by  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table  of  the  House  when 
the  House  is  in  Session,  or  by  the  Clerk 
Assistant  when  a  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  is  in  Session.  First  of  all,  I  wish 
briefly  to  enumerate  to  the  House  some 
of  the  points  which  occur  to  me  as  being 
necessary  to  be  understood  with  regard 
to  the  duties  of  the  Speaker  of  the 
House.  Some  considerable  misappre- 
hension appears  to  have  grown  up  lately 
in  the  minds  of  certain  leading  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  as  to  the  functions 
and  authority  of  the  Speaker.  It  seems 
to  have  been  supposed  by  some  hon. 
Gentlemen  that  the  Speaker  of  this 
House  has  an  original  authority.  Now, 
that  is  not  so.  The  Speaker  of  the 
House  of  Commons  is  chosen  by  the 
Members  of  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
he  has  not  that  original  authority  which 
the  Speaker  in  **  another  place,"  pos- 
sesses. Nor  has  he  the  original  autho- 
rity which  the  Speaker  in  some  foreign 
Assemblies  possesses,  and  the  assump- 
tion of  which  original  authority  this 
House  has  always  been  very  careful  to 
guard  against.  Now,  I  find  at  page 
239  of  HaUelVs  Precedents,  that  we  have 
some  very  important  information  as  re- 
gards the  duty  of  the  Speaker.  Por 
instance,  we  find  in  Section  2,  that — 

"  On  the  27th  of  April,  1604,  the  House 
agreed  for  a  rule,  'That  if  any  doubt  arise 
upon  a  Bill,  the  Speaker  is  to  explain,  but  not 
to  sway  the  House  with  arg^ument  or  dispute/  " 

Then,   in  Section  3,  we  are  informed 

that — 

'*  On  the  23rd  of  May,  1604,  there  is  a  very 
curious  entry  in  the  journal,  on  the  Speaker's 
having  been  guilty  of  an  irregularity,  in  de« 
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liTering^  to  the  King  a  Bill  of  which,  the  House 
had  been  in  poBseesion." 

Again,  in  Section  4 — 

''On  the  21§t  of  June,  1604,  the  House 
agreed  for  a  rule, '  That  when  Mr.  Speaker  desiTes 
to  speak,  he  ought  to  be  heard  without  inter- 
ruption, if  the  House  be  silent  and  not  in 
dispute.'  '* 

I  merely  lay  these  matters  before  the 
House,  in  order  to  show  what  has  rather 
been  called  in  question  lately,  that  the 
Speaker  of  the  House  of  Commons  has 
no  original  authority.  Then,  again,  in 
Section  5,  I  find  that — 

"  On  the  9th  of  March,  1620,  there  is  a  long 
debate,  in  which  the  conduct  of  the  Speaker 
was  very  much  blamed ; '  That  he  came  out  of  the 
Chair  without  the  consent  of  the  House,  being 
required  by  the  greater  voice  of  the  House  to 
sit  still ; ' '  That  he  sometimes  neglects  his  duty 
to  the  House,  in  intricating  or  deferring  the 
question  and  hath  made  many  plausible  motions 
abortive ; '  '  That  Mr.  Speaker  is  but  a  servant  to 
the  House,  and  not  a  master  nor  a  master's 
mate;  and  that  he  ought  to  respect  the  meanest 
Members,  as  well  as  &ose  about  the  C^air.'  " 

Then,  I  find,  again,  in  Section  7,  that — 

**  On  the  28th  of  January,  1677,  complaint  is 
made  of  an  irregular  adjournment  of  the  House 
by  the  Speaker,  Sir  Edward  Seymour;  which 
he  justifies  himself  to  have  done  by  the  King's 
command.'' 

Lastly,  in  Section  8, 1  find,  that — 

"  On  the  19th  of  December,  1678,  a  Standing 
Order  is  made,  ',That  Mr.  Speaker  shsU  not  at 
any  time  adjourn  the  House,  without  a  Question 
first  put,  if  it  be  insisted  on.'' — [HatseUy  ii. 
(The  Speaker.)] 

I  do  not  wish  to  go  into  all  these  prece- 
dents, because  I  think  that  what  I  have 
read  already  will  be  admitted  as  clearly 
establishing  my  point  in  regard  to  the 
original  jurisdiction  of  the  Speaker.  I 
will,  howeyer,  read  the  observations 
which  HaUell  makes  in  reference  to  the 
powers  and  duties  of  the  Speaker.  With 
regard  to  the  jurisdiction  of  the  Speaker, 
he  says,  in  page  242 — 

*'The  Speaker,  though  he  ought,  upon  all 
occasions,  to  be  treated  with  the  greatest  respect 
and  attention  by  the  individual  Members  of  the 
House,  is  in  fact,  as  is  said  on  the  9th  of  March, 
1620,  but  a  servant  to  the  House,  and  not  their 
master;  and  it  is,  therefore,  his  first  duty  to 
obey  implicitly  the  Orders  of  the  House,  with- 
out attending  to  any  other  commands.  This  duty 
is  extremely  well  expressed,  in  a  very  few 
words,  by  Mr.  Speaker  Lenthall,  who,  when 
that  ill-advised  Monarch,  Charles  the  First, 
came  into  the  House  of  Commons,  and,  having 
taken  the  Speaker's  Chair,  asked  him — *  Whe- 
ther any  of  the  five  Members  that  he  came  to 
apprehend  were  in  the  House  P    Whether  he 

<Vr.  Parnell 


saw  any  of  them  P  And  where  they  were? '  made 
this  answer — 

'*  May  it  please  your  Majesty, 

"I  have  neither  eyes  to  see,  nor  tongue  to 
speak,  in  this  place,  but  as  the  House  is  pleased 
to  direct  me;  whose  servant  I  am  here;  and 
humbly  beg  your  Majesty's  pardon,  that  I  can- 
not give  any  other  answer  than  this,  to  what 
your  Majesty  is  pleased  to  demand  of  me." — 

Now,  Mr.  Speaker,  I  think  that  I  have 
sufflcientlj  established  my  point  with 
reference  to  the  oris;inal  jurisdiction  of 
the  Speaker — namely,  that  there  is  a 
very  considerable  difference  between  the 
power  and  authority  of  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  of  Commons  and  the  power 
and  authority  of  the  Speaker  of  almost 
every  other  Legislative  Assembly.  In 
almost  every  other  Legislative  Assembly, 
the  Speaker  has  original  jurisdiction. 
He  has  power  given  to  him  to  do  certain 
things  of  his  own  option;  but,  in  our 
case,  the  matter  is  entirely  different. 
He  is  the  interoreter  of  the  Bules  and 
Orders  of  the  House,  and  in  matters  of 
debate,  he  is  the  guide  and  director  and 
the  preserver  of  the  Order  of  our  debates ; 
but  it  is  not  within  his  power  or  func- 
tion to  do  anything  which  has  not  been 
previously  ordered  or  sanctioned  by  the 
Hquse,  or  which  is  not  a  Bule  of  the 
House.  And  now  .1  come  to  my  next 
point,  and  that  is,  that  the  taking  down 
of  any  Minutes,  other  than  the  Minutes 
taken  down  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table 
or  by  the  Clerk  Assistant,  when  the 
House  is  in  Committee,  is  irregular. 
This  is  also  a  matter  for  which  there  are 
very  important  precedents,  which  show 
that  this  House  has  always  been  very 
careful  to  guard  the  taking  of  Minutes 
other  than  those  taken  by  the  Clerk  at 
the  Table.  I  find,  on  referring  to  the 
work  I  have  already  quoted — HaUeWs 
Precedents^  at  page  265,  Section  1,  that — 

"  On  the  17th  of  April,  1628,  the  Lords  desire 
the  Journal  of  the  House  of  Commons  to  be 
brought  to  a  conference  that  they  may  see  the 
speedi  of  a  learned  Member,  in  the  18th  year  of 
James  the  First ;  to  which  message  the  Com- 
mons answer — 'That  there  was  no  resolution 
of  the  House,  in  the  case  mentioned ;  and  that 
the  entry  of  the  Clerk  of  particular  men^a 
speeches,  was  without  warrant  at  aU  times,  and 
in  tiiat.  Parliament,  by  order  of  the  House,  re- 
jected and  left.'  " 

After  that,  in  Section  2,  we  find  that  the 

House — 

*'  On  the  25th  of  April,  1640,  ordered  thst 
Mr.  Hush  worth,  just  admitted  Clerk  Assistant, 
do  not  take  (iny  notes  here,  without  the  pre* 
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ttdnt  doectiona  and  command  of  the  House, 
botoalT  of  the  Orders  and  Beporta  made  in  this 
Houe/* 

Ilien,  I  find  in  Section  3,  that — 

"On  the  Ist  of  December,  1640,  the  Clerk 
tod  his  Assistants  are  to  be  enjoined  that  they 
nfer  no  copies  to  go  forth  of  any  argoments 
or  speech  whatsoever." 

Ii  Section  4,  I  find  that — 

"On  the  10th  of  December,  1641,  Sir  Arthur 
fliidrig  moved  the  House  against  the  Clerk, 
lot  Boffering  his  Journals  or  Papers  committed 
to  his  trust,  to  be  taken  by  Members  of  the 
Hoose  from  the  Table ;  the  House  upon  this 
dedired, '  That  it  was  a  fundamental  order  of 
tlie  Hoose,  that  the  Clerk,  who  is  the  sworn 
officer  snd  intrusted  with  the  entries  and  the 
custody  of  the  Records  of  the  House,  ought  not 
tosaffer  any  Journal  or  Record  to  be  taken  from 
t^  Table,  or  out  of  his  custody ;  and  that  if  he 
ihftll  hereafter  do  it,  after  this  warning,  that  at 
Imperil  he  shall  do  it' '' 

Section  6,  says  that — 

"On  the  1st  of  March,  1676,  information 
being  given  of  a  mis-entry  made  in  the  Journal, 
iotlMjesr  1672,  in  prejudice  of  the  privilege  of 
tUi  House,  and  of  an  omission  of  an  entry  in 
theJonnial  of  this  Session,  a  Committee  is  ap- 
pointed to  examine  and  rectify  it  and  report  it 
to  the  House." 

Theappointment  of  the  Committee  shows 
tlie  importance  which  the  House  at- 
tached to  the  entries  contained  in  the 
Journals.  In  Section  9,  we  find  that  the 
House — 

"On  the  4th  of  May,  1780,  *  Resolved,  That 
the  Papers  and  Accounts  presented  to  this  House 
be  caivfnlly  preserved  bv  the  Clerk,  in  who«je 
cQStody  they  are  intrusteii ;  and  that  no  person 
^  permitted  to  take  the  same  from  the  House 
uder  any  pretence  whatever ;  and  if  any  per- 
•CO  ihiU  presume  to  take  any  Papers  or  Accounts 
from  the  House,  that  the  said  Clerk  do  forth- 
with soquaint  Mr.  Speaker,  that  the  House  may 
beinfOTmed  thereof.' " 


That  authority  further  says — 

''The  duty  of  the  Clerk  is  summed  up  in  a 
TOT  few  words,  in  the  oath  which  he  takes,  be- 
{«e  he  enters  on  the  execution  of  his  office — 
'  Ye  shall  make  true  entries,  remembrances,  and 
jmali,  of  the  things  done  and  past  in  the 
Home  df  Commons.'  * ' 

"We  see  it  is,  'without  warrant,'  that  he 
teld  make  minutes  of  particular  men's 
ipMehes ;  and  that  he  ought  to  confine  himself 
■tnly  to  take  notes  of  the  orders  and  procccd- 
iagi  of  the  House.  These  he  and  the  Clerk 
Aantent  both  do  in  their  Minute-books  at  the 
T^;  and  from  these  3Iinutes,  the  Votes, 
^hich  are  ordered  to  be  printed,  are  made  up 
*iidttthe  dixectioD  of  the  Speaker.'  ''—[Sat- 
•a,  il  (The  Clerk— Hia  Duty.)] 

^    WiDfiiov,  Mr*  Speaker,  I  hare  gone 

IAni|^  the    eTia6iioe  which  I  think 
MMMij  bt  iiw  maldiig  out  of  my  case, 


and  I  think  that  I  have  shown — firstly, 
that  the  Speaker  has  no  original  juris- 
diction ;  and,  secondly,  that  this  House 
has  always  disapproved  of  the  making 
of  any  Minutes  other  than  those  Minutes 
which  are  made  by  the  Clerk  or  the 
Clerk  Assistant  at  the  Table.  I  wish  to 
say,  for  mysoK — as  it  has  been  said  by 
some  people,  the  authority  for  which  I 
have  no  moans  of  estimating,  because, 
of  course,  I  have  not  taken  any  steps  to 
watch  this  young  gentleman  in  the  exe- 
cution of  his  duty ;  but  it  is  said  that 
he  has  made  notes  of  particular  Mem- 
ber's speeches  in  this  House  only,  and 
that  he  has  noted  down  the  time  occupied 
in  the  making  of  such  speeches  —  for 
my  own  part,  I  shall  have  no  objection 
whatever  to  any  notes  that  may  be 
made  of  anything  I  have  ventured  to 
say  from  time  to  time  in  this  House; 
but  what  I  wish  is  this — that  this  shall 
be  done  in  a  regular  manner.  If  Mr. 
Speaker  considers  that,  at  any  time,  it 
is  necessary  for  him  to  have  fuller 
Minutes  than  the  Orders  and  directions 
and  customs  of  Parliament  sanction,  his 
proper  course  would  be  to  come  to  the 
House  and  say — **I  desire  for  the 
proper  execution  of  my  office  that  fuller 
Minutes  should  be  made  of  the  Proceed- 
ings of  Parliament  than  those  which 
have  been  made ;  that  they  should 
specify  things  which  are  not  specified  in 
the  Minutes  and  Proceedings  of  the 
House ;  "  and  that  having  iDeen  done, 
the  House  would  not  have  been  deprived 
of  its  jurisdiction  and  authority  in  this 
matter.  The  House  would  then  be  able 
to  direct  that  these  Minutes,  as  desired 
by  Mr.  Speaker  should  be  made,  and 
the  House  would  not  be  deprived  of  the 
opportunity  of  deciding  and  judging  of 
a  matter  with  regard  to  which  I  have 
shown,  by  precedents,  the  House  of 
Commons  has  always  been  exceedingly 
jealous  and  tenacious.  I  do  not  wish  to 
occupy  the  time  of  the  House  further, 
and  I  will  conclude  by  merely  moving — 

"  That  any  Report  or  Record  of  the  Proceed- 
ings of  this  House,  or  of  a  Committee  of  tho 
whole  House,  made,  taken,  or  kept  by  tho 
officials  of  this  House  as  an  official  act  or  other- 
wise without  the  previous  order  or  sanction  or 
knowledge  of  the  House,  and  for  purposes  not 
revealed  to  the  House,  other  than  the  Notes  or 
Minutes  of  the  Orders  and  Proceedings  of  tho 
House,  or  of  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House, 
taken  at  the  Table  by  tho  Clerk  or  the  Clerk's 
Assistant,  is  without  precedent  in  the  customH 
and  usages  of  Parliament,  and  is  a  breach  of  tho 
Privileges  of  Parliament. " 
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Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  Eesolution 
placed  in  my  hands  does  not  correspond 
with  the  words  of  the  Resolution  as 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member.  [Mr. 
Parnell  :  If  I  am  in  Order,  I  will  ex- 
plain.] The  hon.  Member  concluded 
with  these  words — **  and  is  a  breach  of 
the  Privileges  of  Parliament."  But  the 
Notice  placed  in  my  hands  goes  on  to 
say — *'  and  a  danger  to  the  liberty  and 
independence  of  debate."  Does  the  hon. 
Member  wish  to  drop  those  words  ? 

Mr.  PARNELL  :  Yes,  Sir. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER :  I  rise, 
Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  seconding  the 
Resolution  which  has  just  been  moved 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Meath.  I  intend  to  follow  his  example, 
and  to  assure  you,  Sir,  that  it  was  not 
from  any  disrespect  of  your  authority 
that  the  proceeding  I  ventured  to  take 
yesterday,  in  reference  to  the  matter 
which  is  now  submitted  for  the  con- 
sideration and  decision  of  the  House, 
was  taken,  nor  is  there  any  intentional 
disrespect  in  my  action  to-day  in  second- 
ing the  important  Motion  which  has 
just  been  made.  When  we  had  an 
opportunity  yesterday  of  putting  to  you. 
Sir,  a  Question  on  this  important  ques- 
tion, you  were  kind  enough  to  inform 
us  that  the  reports  which  were  being 
taken  by  the  gentleman  who  had  been 
placed  in  the  Gallery  were  only  an  ex- 
tension of  the  Minutes  taken  in  the 
usual  way  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table. 
The  ground  on  which  I  felt  that  the 
proceedings  in  the  Gallery  could  not  be 
defended  upon  any  reference  to  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  was 
this — that  the  Minutes  taken  by  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table  are  printed,  and 
circulated,  read,  and  examined,  and  sub- 
mitted to  the  Members  of  this  House ; 
that  the  reports  which  were  being  taken 
in  the  Gallery  of  the  House  had  not  been 
submitted  to  the  House ;  that  they  were 
ordered  by  you.  Sir,  without  any  Order 
from  the  House,  without  the  knowledge 
of  the  House,  and  without  the  sanction 
of  the  House;  and  it  was  upon  those 
grounds,  and  not  at  all  from  any  desire 
to  question  your  motives,  Sir,  in  making 
the  arrangement,  that  I  felt  justified  in 
questioning  the  proceeding  and  in  ex- 

Sressing  the  opinion  that  I  am  here  to- 
ay  to  reiterate,  that  the  proceeding 
was  altogether  without  precedent  in  the 
history  of  the  House  of  Oommons,  or  in 


the  Records  of  Parliament.    If  you  had 
folt  it  to  be  necessary,   for  the  more 
efficient  discharge  of  your  difficult  duties, 
that  you  should  have  these  reports  taken, 
I  think  it  would  have  been  only  fair  to 
the  House  to  have  asked  the  consent  of 
the  House,  and  to  have  given  the  Hooie 
an  opportunity  of  saying  whether  the 
proposed  arrangement  was  one  whidi 
was  in  accordance  with    practice  and 
precedent,  or  one  likely  to  effect  the 
great  public  object  which,  undoubtedlj, 
you  had  in  view  in  making  the  arrange- 
ment.    Now,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem* 
ber  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  has  shown, 
conclusively,  that  there  is  no  original 
authority  in  the  Speaker  of  the  House; 
that  whatever  authority  he  wields  and 
possesses,  he  wields  and  possesses  as  the 
representative  and  mouthpiece  of  thii 
House.     I  say,  then,   that  that  being 
so,  I  cannot  understand  how  an  act  <n 
this  kind  can  be  sanctioned,  unless  it 
has  been  ordered  by  the  House  itself; 
and    I    look    upon    that    as    the  veiy 
strongest    point — it    is    the    object  « 
the    Resolution    moved    by  my   hon. 
Friend  to   assert    here    to-day.    Nov, 
reference  has  been   made  to  the  diffi- 
culty which    the   House    has    felt  in 
passing  the  Army  Discipline  and  Been* 
lation  Bill,  and  you.  Sir,  were  pleased  to 
refer  to  the  protracted  discussions  upon 
that  Bill  as  your  principal  reason  fat 
authorizing  these  unusual  Reports  to  lie 
taken  ;  and  there  can  be  no  doubt  that 
by  referring  to  the  particular  discussions 
which  have  taken  place  on  a  particular 
Bill,  you  call  up  before  the  mind  of  the 
House,  and  the  mind  of  the  countiy, 
those  who  have  taken  the  most  pronoi- 
nentpartin  the  subjects  discussed.  Thai 
being  so,  is  it  not  natural  that  a  numlxr 
of  the  Members  of  this  Houise,  whohafe 
taken  a  conspicuous  part  in  the  diacne- 
sion  of  that  Bill,  should  feel  that  this 
arrangement  was  one  that  was  levelled 
at  them,  and,  in  this  way,  that  their  in- 
dependence as  Members  of  Parliament 
might  become  entirely  fettered  by  tiw 
arrangement.    Now,  Sir,  unfortunatelji 
a  misapprehension  which  frequently  pre- 
vails about  the  conduct  of  our  Boainesa 
here  is  reflected  in  the  information  that 
is  circulated  to  the  public  out-of-dooii- 
I  was  surprised  to  find  in  a  respectaU* 
morning  paper  which  I  read  this  moni' 
ing,  that  our  object  was  asserted  to  boas 
attack  upon  the  Speaker  of  the  Hovi* 
when  the  Speaker  of  the  Hoiue  was  ik* 
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sent.    Now,  my  object,  on  the  contrary, 
was  to  prerent  a  discussion  of  the  con- 
duct of  the  Speaker  in  a  Oommittee  of 
the  House,  and  I  moved  to  Report  Pro- 
gress, so  that  I  might  bring  back  the 
whole  vmue  of  the  case  to  the  House 
wiUi  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair.  I,  there- 
fore, give  the  statement  contained  in  that 
newspaper  a  most  unqualified  denial,  and 
I  brand  it  as  a  deliberate  falsehood  on 
the  part  of  the  public  writer  of  that 
journal,  who  has  had  the  temerity  to 
print  such  an  account.  It  has  been  said, 
on  more  than  one  occasion,  that  if  cer- 
tain Members  of  this  House  continue  to 
exercise  their  priYileges  in  a  manner 
which  has  been  found  irksome  to  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  it  might  be  ne- 
cessary for  the  House  to  t^e  certain 
action  with  regard  to  those  hon.  Mem- 
bers.   I  do  not  know  how  far  sugges- 
tions of  that  kind  have  had  any  influence 
on  you.  Sir ;  I  only  know  that  it  was 
your  duty  to  take  notice  of  any  unusual 
proceeding  in  this  House.    I  do  not  find 
fault  with  the  anxiety  which  you  have 
exhibited  as  to  these  proceedings  with 
regard  to  the  dispatch  of  Public  Busi- 
ness, and  I  say,  once  again,  that  there  is 
no  Member  of  this  House  who  has  a  more 
sincere  admiration  for  the  manner  in 
which  you  have  usually  discharged  the 
duties  of  your  high  office  than  I  have. 
But  I  trust  it  is  not  inconsistent  with 
this  opinion  to  believe  that,  in  a  particular 
instance,   you  have  done  what,   on   a 
further  consideration  of  all  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  you  might  yourself 
be  inclined  to  think  unwise  and  irnne- 
oessary.    I^ow,  that  is  all.     But  the  in- 
tentions of  any  hon.  Member  of  this 
House,  and  particularly  of  the  highest 
authority  of  this  House,  do  not  colour 
the  effect  of  the  proceeding.  When  any- 
thing is  done  which  is  unprecedented 
and  unusual,  and  it  may  be  used  as  a 
precedent  for  further  action,  we  have  not 
merely  to  ask  ourselves  what  was  the 
motive  with  which  the  thing  was  done. 
I  have  no  doubt  the  motive  was  a  per- 
fectly honourable  motive;  but  the  House 
is  to  ask  itself — what  has  been  the  effect 
of  the  thing  that  has  been  done  ?    That 
is  the  question  submitted  to  the  House 
by  the  Besolution  of  my  hon.  Friend. 
It  is  an  extraordinary  thing  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  are  proud  of  the  charac- 
ter of  the  House,  and  of  its  dignity, 
ahoold   feel   themselves   restrained   in 
i&aking  reference  to  any  particular  oc- 


casion. My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Meath  said  yesterday — and  in  saying  it 
he  expressed  the  sentiments  of  most  of 
his  countrymen  in  this  House—that  in 
every  case  where  the  decision  of  the 
House  has  been  recorded,  there  was  no 
other  course  open  to  them  than  to  bow  to 
it.  Let  it  be  known  here  to-day,  and  let 
it  be  known  in  the  country,  that  we  have 
never,  on  any  occasion,  refused  to  bow 
to  the  decision  of  the  House.  Let  it  be 
known  also  that  we  have  never  refused 
to  accept  the  ruling  of  the  Chair  on  a 
distinct  point  of  Order.  Now,  these  are 
cases  in  which  we  have  been  greatly  mis- 
represented. I  only  intend  to  trouble  the 
House  with  a  few  words  more,  and  I  have 
simply  this  to  say — that  references  as  to 
the  pains  and  penalties  which  may  follow 
my  action  as  a  Member  of  Parliament 
wUl  not  have  any  influence  on  my  con- 
duct as  a  Member  of  this  Assembly.  I 
am  here  as  a  Member  of  a  Party  that 
has  been  sent  into  this  House  to  carry  a 
great  object.  I  may  say  that  it  is  no- 
thing less  than  to  win  the  legislative 
independence  of  a  nation;  and  if  the 
Irish  Members  are  in  earnest  in  carry- 
ing forward  that  great  mission,  there 
are  no  pains  and  penalties  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  can  inflict 
which  they  will  not  be  prepared  to  en- 
counter, rather  than  allow  themselves 
to  be  fettered  in  the  discharge  of  their 
public  duty.  But  I  appeal  to  English 
Members  to  consider  the  position  in 
which  they  are  placed  to-day.  They  are 
now,  perhaps,  for  the  first  time  in  the 
memory  of  the  oldest  Member  of  the 
House,  called  upon  to  say  whether  they 
will  sanction  or  repudiate  what,  I  think, 
has  been  proved  to  be  a  gross  violation 
of  their  Privileges.  If  it  were  not  for 
the  Irish  element  which  is  mixed  up  in 
this  question,  I  believe  the  House  would 
lose  no  time  in  recording  its  repudiation 
of  the  action  which  the  highest  autho- 
rity has  thought  proper  to  take ;  but 
because  of  the  national  prejudices  which 
have  been  allowed  to  be  mixed  up  in 
the  consideration  of  this  question — for 
that  reason  only,  English  Gentlemen 
and  Scotch  Gentlemen — hon.  Members 
of  this  House  from  England  and  Scot- 
land, will  have  to  be  on  their  guard 
against  their  own  prejudices.  They 
must  remember  that  if  they  consent  to 
the  striking-down  of  any  Privilege  an 
Irish  Member  possesses  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  they  are  sanctioning  the 
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striking-down  of  Privileges  equally  their 
own.  It  will  be  very  curious  if,  in  the 
future  history  of  the  British  Parliament, 
it  shall  be  said,  and  said  with  truth, 
that  that  nation  which  was  last  admitted 
within  the  portals  of  the  Constitution, 
that  country  which  was  the  last  admitted 
to  a  share  in  the  Government,  was  the 
first  in  the  great  hour  of  trial  to  that 
Constitution  to  come  forward  as  its  only 
vindicator.  It  would  be  still  more  un- 
worthy of  the  past  history  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  if  we  should  ever  have  to 
say  of  it,  what  Byron  said  of  an  ancient 
classic  people,  that — 

"  Its  self-abasement  paved  the  way 
For  villain  bonds  and  despot  sway." 

I  have  only  to  reiterate  my  determina- 
tion to  go  on  in  the  discharge  of  my 
duty,  respectfully  submitting  to  the  de- 
cision of  the  House,  strictly  acting  in 
accordance  with  the  Eules  of  the  House, 
firmly  planting  myself  within  the  safe- 
guards of  the  Constitution,  and  defying 
intimidation,  whether  it  comes  from  pub- 
lic journals,  or  from  any  other  source 
that  may  be  influenced  by  the  coloured 
reports  of  our  proceedings  which  these 
journals  transmit  throughout  the  coun- 
try. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  In  order  to  insure 
accuracy,  I  must  ask  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  to  bring  up  the 
terms  of  his  Resolution. 

Besolution  brought  up,  and  read  ac- 
cordingly. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  any  Report  or  Record  of  the  Proceed- 
ings of  this  House,  or  of  a  Committee  of  the 
whole  House,  made,  taken,  or  kept  by  officials 
of  this  House  as  an  official  act  or  otherwise  with- 
out the  previous  order  or  sanction  or  know- 
ledge of  the  House,  and  for  purposes  not  re- 
vealed to  the  House,  other  than  the  Notes  or 
Minutes  of  the  Orders  and  Proceedings  of  the 
House,  or  of  the  Committee  of  the  whole  House, 
taken  at  the  Table  by  the  Qerk  or  the  Clerk 
Assistant,  is  without  precedent  in  the  customs 
and  usages  of  Parliament."— (ifr.  Pamell.) 

The  CHANCELLOEof  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE:  I  hope.  Sir,  that  the  House 
will  not  allow  itself  to  be  led  away  by 
the  closing  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  into 
any  discussion  foreign  to  the  matter 
which  has  been  brou^t  before  us.  We 
entirely  acknowledge  that  our  fellow- 
Members  from  Ireland  are  as  much  in- 
terested in  the  preservation  of  die  Pri- 
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vileges  of  this  House  as  any  Membm 
who  sit  on  this  side  of  the  House,  and 
we  entirely  acknowledge  their  right,  if 
they  think  that  those  Privileges  are  in 
danger,  to  call  attention  to  the  8ubjeet» 
and  to  make  any  Motion  which  thej 
may  think  necessary  for  their  protectiQii. 
And  I  would  further  say,  with  regard  to 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Pamell),  that  I  think  there 
is  no  question  whatsoever  as  to  its  being 
entirely  within  the  right  of  any  Memb£ 
of  this  House  to  ciul  attention  to  llie 
conduct  of  Mr.  Speaker,  if  he  thinks  it 
right  to  do  so,  and  that  the  House  is 
fiUly  entitled  to  pronounce  its  judgment 
on  any  proceeding  on  the  part  of  Mr. 
Speaker  on  which  it  may  think  it  right 
that  judgment  should  be  passed.   There  . 
can  be  no  doubt,  whatever,  and  yoQ» 
Sir,   have  more    than  once    exprened 
such  a  sentiment  to  the  House,  that  the 
Speaker  is  not  the  master  of  the  House, 
but  the  servant  of  the  House.     But  I 
venture  to  say  there  is  nothing  in  the  oon- 
duct  you  have  pursued  since  you  occupied 
that  Chair  which  has  shown  that  yon 
have  been  in  the  slightest  deg^eforgranl 
of  the  relations  in  which  you  stixkl  to 
the  House.    Never,  I  will  ventuie  to 
say,  has  any  one  of  your  distinguished 
Predecessors  occupied  that  Chair  with  a 
higher  character  for  entire  impartiality, 
dignity,  firmness,  and  courtesy,  in  toe 
Chair.    Now,  Sir,  having  said  so  mneh, 
I  hope  I  may  venture  to  add  that,  re- 
cognizing,  as  we    do,   the   manner  in 
which  you  have  fulfilled  your  obligations 
to  the  House,  it  is  not  too  much  to  ex- 
press the  hope  that  the  House  will,  in 
turn,  fulfil  its  corresponding  obligation^, 
and  that  both,  as  a  matter  of  justice  and 
fairness  to  Mr.  Speaker,  and  as  a  matter 
of  convenience   in  the  conduct  of  our 
proceeding^,  and  in  respect  also  of  the 
dignity  of  this  Assembly,  we  should  en- 
deavour in  all  that  we  do  to  maintain 
an  attitude  of  strict  and  sincere  respect 
for  the  Officer  who  presides  over  our  de- 
liberations.   That  respect  must  not  be 
respect  of  the  lips  only.    I  do  not  wish 
to  enter  unnecessarily  into  painful  con- 
troversy ;  but  I  do  hope  the  House  will 
bear  in  mind  that  it  is  not  conaisteBt 
with  that  respect  to  come  as  near  aa 
possible  to  the  limit  which  borders  upon 
a  contrary  course  of  conduct.     Now, 
Sir,   the    hon.  Member  for  Meath,  in 
the  form  of  a  Motion,  has  submitted  eer- 
tain  propositions  to  the  Houae.    It  it 
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e  to  consider  these  proposals 
a|>art  from  the  circamstanoes  which  have 
giTon  occasion  for  their  being  brought 
before    us.      Whatever  might  be  our 
opinion  of  any  abstract  Kesomtion  of  the 
nature  of  that  which  we  are  asked  to  put 
upon  record,  we  cannot  shut  our  ejes  to 
the  £ut  that  it  is  intended  as  a  reflection 
and  a  sneer  upon  the  conduct  which  you. 
Sir,  have  pursued,  and  which  you  have 
announced  to  the  House.    We  cannot 
but  remember  that  this  has  grown  out 
of  an  oocnrrence  which  took  place  yester- 
day, when  Notice  was  taken  of  the  pre- 
sence of  a  gentleman  who  was  taking 
notes  in  the  Cktllery,  with  regard   to 
whose  proceedings  you  were  invited  to 
give    some    explanation.      Upon    that 
question  being  raised,  the  explanation 
which  you  gave  was  this-^that  the  gen- 
tleman in  question  was  there  by  your 
direction,    that   you   had  desired  that 
Minutes   should  be  taken  of  the  pro- 
ceedings  on  the  Army  Discipline  and 
Begnlation  Bill  of  a  fuller  character  than 
those  which  are  usually  taken  from  day 
to  day.     Those  Minutes  were  taken  by 
your  direction,  and  for  your  information, 
and  I  beg  to  submit  to  the  House  that 
in  taking  that  course,  you  were,  in  the 
opinion  of  the  House,  fully  justified  in 
the  course  which  you  took.    I  think  it  is 
incumbent  on  the  House,  if  they  are 
satisfied  that  the  course  you  pursued  was 
one  which  you  were  justified  in  taking — 
I  think  it  is  incumbent  on  the  House, 
regarding   the   relations  in  which  we 
stand  to  our  Speaker,  and  having  regard 
to  the  fact  that  your  conduct  has  been 
challenged — I  think  it  is  incumbent  on 
the  House  to  support  you  by  putting 
upon  record  their  sense  of  the  propriefy 
of  your  conduct  in  this  matter.    Now, 
Sir,  I  apprehend  that  there  is  no  ques- 
tion whatever  as  to  the  right  of  Mr. 
Speaker  to  be  cog^nizant  of  the  proceed- 
ings  of   Committees    of    this    House. 
There  is  no  doubt,  whatever,  that  when 
the  House  is  in  Committee,  it  is  within 
the  right  of  Mr.  Speaker  to  take  his  seat 
amon^  the  other  Members,   and  take 
part,  if  necessary,  in  the  debates,  and  in 
any  division  that   may  take  place  in 
Comndttee.    It  is  not  now  usual  that  he 
should  do  so ;  but  many  of  us  can  re- 
member occasions  when  Mr.  Speaker  has 
taken  part  in  debates  in  Committee.    I 
understand  that  it  is  within  the  right, 
and  that  it  is  part  of  the  duty,  of  Mr. 
Speaker  to  take  notice  of  the  proceedings 


of  Committees,  not  in  his  capacity  as  a 

private  Member,  but  even  in  his  capacity 

as  Speaker,  for  I  observe  here,  that, 

amongst  our  Bules — ^Bule  No.  21 1  runs 

thus — 

"If  any  sadden  diBorder  should  arise  in  Com- 
mittee, Mr.  Speaker  will  resiimethe  Chair  with- 
out any  Question  being  put." 

It  is,  no  doubt,  the  case  that  it  is  neces- 
sary the  Speaker  diould  have  cognizance 
of  what  passes  in  Committee,  in  order 
that  he  may  take  such  measures  as  he 
thinks  necessary  for  keeping  Order  in 
the  House.  Well,  Sir,  then  the  ques- 
tion also  arises,  whether,  if  Mr.  Speaker 
may  himself  be  present,  may  he,  or  may 
he  not,  require  that  information,  when 
he  is  not  present,  should  be  taken  for 
his  guidance  and  convenience  by  any 
other  person  ?  I  apprehend  that  there 
is  no  question  about  that.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Meath  said 
that  it  is  entirely  contrary  to  the  Orders 
of  the  House  that  any  Notes  should  be 
taken  in  the  House,  except  the  Notes 
taken  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  and 
published  day  by  day.  That  is  not  so. 
It  is  not  in  accord  with  precedent  that 
we  should  lay  down  such  a  Rule.  For 
many  years  it  has  been  the  practice  of 
the  Clerk  to  take  Notes  of  the  names  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  speaking,  and  the  length 
of  time  they  speak,  and  these  Notes 
have  been  kept  for  the  information  of 
the  authorities  of  the  House,  but  have 
not  been  printed  or  circulated  among 
the  Members  of  the  House.  I  hold  in 
my  hand  one  of  these  books,  which  dates 
back  to  the  year  1850,  and  I  see  the 
names  of  every  hon.  Member  who  spoke, 
the  hour  at  which  he  rose,  and  the  num- 
ber of  minutes  he  was  engaged  in  speak- 
ing, recorded  here,  and  that,  I  believe, 
has  been  a  practice  which  has  been  con- 
tinued since  that  time.  It  is  not  covered 
by  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Motion;  but 
it  is  a  practice  which,  I  apprehend,  is 
perfectly  consistent  with  the  Privileges 
of  the  House.  I  can  see  no  difiPerence 
in  that  practice,  and  what  has  recently 
been  done  by  your  orders,  except  that 
there  is  a  little  more  information — a  very 
little  more  information — ^in  the  Minutes 
that  have  been  taken  by  your  desire,  and 
for  your  guidance  and  information.  I 
wish,  then,  to  ask  the  House  if  it  is  not 
for  the  convenience  of  us  all  that  such  a 
record  should  be  kept?  We  know  per- 
fectly well  that  we  cannot  have  complete 
information  conveyed  to  us  as  to  full' 
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detailsofdebateintheprintedOrders.  We 
know  that  the  reports  circulated  bj  the 
Press  give  a  tolerably  full  account  of 
what  takes  place  in  the  House ;  but  on 
such  occasions  as  those  to  which  reference 
has  been  made — discussion  in  Committee 
— when  there  are  frequent  and  short 
speeches,  we  know  quite  well  that  the 
Press  will  not  report  them ;  and  if  you 
wish  to  have  anything  like  an  accurate 
idea  of  what  takes  place  in  Committee, 
it  must  be  by  some  means  of  an  excep- 
tional character  that  we  can  obtain  the 
information.    I  would  point  out  that 
you,  Mr.  Speaker,  have,  on  more  than 
one  occasion,  like  your    Predecessors, 
on  other  occasions,  been  asked  to  g^ve 
evidence  before  a  Select  Committee  of 
this  House,   in  order  to  guide  us  on 
questions  relating  to  our  Bules  and  Pro- 
ceedings, and  the  advice  given  to  us  on 
these  occasions    by  our    Speaker   has 
always  been  advice  of  very  great  value. 
It  is  perfectly  well  known  that  one  of 
the  questions  which  have  occupied  of 
late  the  attention  of  a  Select  Committee 
has  been,  whether  it  would  be  right,  or 
not,  to  put  any  restriction  upon  the  sreat 
latitude  which  at  present  exists  in  debates 
in  Committee,  and  it  is  not  at  all  an  un- 
desirable thing  that  the  Speaker  should 
inform  himself  in  regard  to  the  proceed- 
ings in  Committees,  so  that  the  question 
being    raised,    and    his    advice    being 
sought,  he  can  give  that  advice  with  a 
knowledge  of  the  circumstances.    But, 
Sir,  I  am  only  suggesting  reasons  which 
may  have  induced  you  to  take  the  course 
you  have,  in  taking  steps  to  obtain  in- 
formation   for    yourself.     What    your 
motives  were,   are,  of  course,  in  your 
own  breast,  and  I  do  not  see  that  there 
is  any  occasion  on  the  part  of  the  House 
to  ask  for  them.     We  are  not  injured  by 
what  has  taken  place,   nor  do  I  see 
anything  that    need  arouse    our    sus- 
ceptibilities.    The    hon.    Member    for 
Meath  has  founded  his  complaint  on 
precedents  and  Eules  which  he  found 
laid  down  in  old  text  books  in  regard  to 
the  publication  of  our  debates.      But 
the  hon.  Member  and  the  House  are  per- 
fectly aware  that  many  of  these  Bules 
were  adopted  at  a  time  when  we  held  a 
wholly  different  theory-  with  regard  to 
the  propriety  of  the  publication  of  our 
debates.    In  the  days  from  which  he 
chiefly  draws  his  examples,  it  was  con- 
sidered by  the  House  of  Commons  that 
it  was  most  undesirable  and  most  im- 
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proper  that  a  stranger  should  even  oome 
in  and  listen  to  the  debates,  or  that  Uie 
Proceedings  should  be  in  any  way  pub- 
lished, because  the  effect  of  sucli  publi- 
cation might,  in  those  times,  have  caused 
inconvenience,  and  might  have  led  to  an 
interference  with  the  freedom  and  Pri- 
vileges of  Parliament.    Therefore,  it  was 
that  steps  were  taken  not  only  to  ex- 
clude strangers — not  only  to  forbid  the 
unauthorized  publication  of  reports,  bat 
also  to  restrain  the  liberty  of  the  House 
itself  in  the  matter  of  taking  Notes.  But, 
surely,  all  that  relates  to  a  time  which 
has  entirely  gone — [  Cries  of  **  No,  no!  "1 
I  hear  some  murmurs  of  ''No ; "  but  I 
must  say  they  proceed  from  a  quarter  of 
the  House  where  I  should  have  least  ex- 
pected them.    I  shoidd  have   thought 
that  the  Gentlemen  who  are  now  bo  sen- 
sitive in  regard  to  these  Notes  being 
taken,  were  exactly  the  Gentlemen  who 
were  most  anxious  to  obtain  free  and 
fair  publication  of  our  proceeding^.    I 
should  have  thought — ^though  I  said  I 
would  not  refer  to  the  closing  remarks 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,    that 
Gentlemen  who  had  so  high  a  task  im- 
posed upon  them  to  give  battle,  as  they 
say,  against  such  odds  woidd  desire  to 
appeal  to  public  opinion,  and  make  their 
sentiments    as  widely  known   as    pos- 
sible.   Instead  of  thinking  it  something 
threatening  and  menacing  to  them,  I 
should  have  thought  the  privilege  of 
being  reported  as  having  spoken  a  great 
many  times,  and  having  taken  an  active 
part  in  a  debate,    would    have    been 
matters  they  were  proud  of.     It  is  not 
for  me  to  enter  into  that  mysterious  pro- 
blem as  to  what  are  the  motives  of  these 
hon.   Gentlemen  in   taking  these  pro- 
ceedings. I  will  content  myself,  attention 
having  now  been  called  to  the  matter,  by 
taking  the  step  of  opposing  the  Heso- 
lution  by  some  Amendment  which  shall 
affirm  our  confidence.  Sir,  in  your  con- 
duct.   I  feel  that  that  is  not  only  due 
to  you,  but  it  is  due  also  to  ourselves. 
We  know  perfectly  well  that,  at  the  pre- 
sent time,  there  are  great  difficulties  in 
the  conduct  of  the  Business  of  the  House. 
We  know  perfectly  well  that  there  are 
great  difficulties  attending  any  altera- 
tion in  our  Rules  or  Standing  Orders, 
and  we  know  also  that  it  is  within  the 
power  of  any  Member,  by  following  the 
letter  of   the  Eules,   to   cause    incon- 
venience to  the  House,  and,  perhaps, 
tend  to  lower  its  character  in  the  eyesolf 
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thepablic,  althougli  it  is  probable  that 
he  would  do  so  at  the  expense  of  his  own 
reputation  among  his  fellow-Members. 
It  seems  to  me  the  very  first  duty  we 
owetoonrselvea  and  the  House  in  which 
vehave  the  honour  to  sit — the  first  duty, 
on  our  part,  is  to  support  the  authority 
d  the  Ohair,  and  to  assure  Mr.  Speaker 
d  our  readiness  to  assist  and  stand  by 
iiim,  when  he  finds  it  necessary  to  take 
nj  step  with  a  view  to  the  conduct  of 
Business  in  a  business-like  manner. 
Therefore,  I  will  move,  as  an  Amend- 
ment to  the  Besolution  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath — 

**That  Notice  haying  been  taken  while  the 
Honae  was  in  Committee,  of  the  presence  in 
one  of  the  side  Galleries  of  a  gentleman  en- 
nged  in  taking  notes  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
Committee ;  and  Mr.  Speaker  having  informed 
the  House  that  the  gentleman  was  an  officer  of 
tho  House,  and  was  so  employed  under  his 
direction,  and  that  the  notes  taken  by  him  were 
for  the  confidential  information  of  the  Speaker, 
this  House  is  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Speaker  was 
joadfied  in  the  directions  given  by  him  and  is 
entitled  to  the  support  and  confidence  of  this 
Houie." 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  rifle,  Sir,  to  second  the  Motion  which 
has  been  moved  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman.   It  will  not  be  necessary,  for- 
tanately,  that  I  shonld  detain  the  House 
long  in  explaining  why  I  do  so.   .  The 
reasons  which  have  induced  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  move  the 
Amendment  fiire  so  obvious  that  they  can 
be  stated  in  a  very  few  words.    In  the 
first  place,  I  must  say  that  I  think  the 
House  will  now,  at  all  events,  admit  that 
it  was  fortunate  we  adjourned  the  con- 
sideration of  the  question  until  it  could 
be  deliberately  taken  up,  and  much  more 
eonvenient  than  the  course  that  was  origi- 
nally suggested.     It  is  extremely  desir- 
able that  such    a    subject   should    be 
brought    forward    as  calmly,   as    deli- 
berately, and  with  as  much  absence  from 
^tem^nt  as    possible.      I  think  the 
Hoose  will  be  disposed  to  admit  that 
this  was  a  question  entirely  within  the 
rig^t  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
(Ur.  Pamell)  to  bring  before  the  House, 
iad  he  has  done  so  in  a  speech  of  great 
iDoderation.     I  can  only  trust,  if  it  is 
aeoessary  that  this  discussion  should  be 
tt  all  protracted,  that  the  further  debate 
^J  be  continued  in   the  same  spirit. 
There  are  one  or  two  observations  to 
vbidi  I  wish  to  make  reference.    The 
W  tf  ember  has  argued  at  considerable 


length  a  question  as  to  the  original 
jui^sdiction  of  the  Speaker.  Now,  that 
does  not  appear  to  me  to  be  a  subject  on 
which  it  is  necessary  to  dilate;  but  I 
must,  however,  say  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  describing  the  functions  of  the 
Speaker  has  once  or  twice  used  an  ex- 
pression which,  if  not  altogether  inaccu- 
rate, does  not,  at  all  events,  accurately 
describe  the  position  of  the  Speaker  of  this 
House.  The  hon.  Member  has  said  that  the 
Speaker  is  only  the  servant  of  the  House, 
and  he  has  brought  forward  precedents 
to  show  that  Speakers  have  described 
themselves  in  that  manner.  Now,  Sir, 
I  think  in  all  matters  of  external 
authority,  the  Speaker,  undoubtedly,  is 
only  the  servant  of  the  House  ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  expression  adequately 
describes  the  position  he  holds  within 
the  House.  The  Speaker,  as  we  all 
know,  is  not  only  the  servant  of  the 
House,  but  he  is  the  highest  authority 
within  the  House;  he  represents  the 
House  itself,  and  is  the  embodiment  of 
the  authority  which  the  House  must 
possess  over  its  Members  for  the  pre- 
servation of  Order.  Therefore,  the 
description  which  has  been  given,  though 
not  altogether  inaccurate,  is  still  scarcely 
adequate.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  has  just  spoken,  has  naturally  re- 
ferred to  the  precedents  given  by  the 
hon.  Member  as  to  the  jealousy  of  the 
House  in  former  times  with  reference  to 
the  taking  of  Minutes  of  its  Proceedings. 
It  must,  however,  have  been  obvious  to 
any  Member,  that  these  precedents  re- 
f erred  entirely  to  a  time  when  the  House 
entertained  a  strong  and  natural  jealousy 
of  permitting  any  reports  of  its  Pro- 
ceedings. Every  precedent  which  the 
hon.  Member  has  brought  forward  refers 
to  the  taking  and  publication  of  Minutes 
of  the  Proceedings  of  the  House.  It 
would  have  been  easy  to  have  found  far 
more  numerous  precedents  referring  to 
the  publication  of  debates,  as  to  which 
the  House,  up  to  a  much  more  recent 
period,  entertained  great  j  ealousy .  Now, 
Sir,  it  seems  to  me  that  the  reasons  of 
the  proceedings  on  the  part  of  the 
Speaker,  of  which  the  House  received 
information  yesterday,  are  extremely 
obvious  and  extremely  simple.  It  is  a 
matter  which  is  known  to  every  Member 
of  the  House,  that  the  delay  in  our  Pro- 
ceedings has  been  a  matter  not  only  of 
public  notoriety,  but  of  discussion  in  the 
House,  more  or  less,  during  the  last  two 
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or  three  Sessions.  It  has  also  been  the 
subject  of  inquiry  before  a  Select  Com- 
mittee of  this  House,  and  it  may  again 
become  tthe  subject  of  inquiry.  It  is 
natural,  usual,  and  expedient,  when  such 
inquiries  take  place,  tnat  the  Speaker  of 
the  House  and  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, the  highest  authorities  in  the 
House,  should  be  selected  by  such  Com- 
mittee to  give  it  information,  advice, 
and  guidance.  That  course  was  taken. 
These  Gentlemen  were  examined  before 
the  Committee;  but  I  think  it  will  be  in 
the  recollection  of  every  Member  of  that 
Committee  that,  on  account  of  the  ex- 
tremely meagre  character  of  the  ordinary 
Minutes  of  our  Proceedings,  neither  the 
Speaker,  nor  the  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees, was  able  to  lay  before  the  Com- 
mittee the  full  and  complete  information 
as  to  the  causes  which  led  to  the  pro- 
tracted character  of  our  Proceedings, 
and  the  delay  which  had  arisen,  which 
they  would  have  desired  to  do.  Under 
these  circumstances,  it  was  extremely 
natural  that  the  Speaker  should  consider 
it  necessary,  in  case  further  inquiry  was 
thought  desirable^  to  place  himself  in 
possession  of  the  means  of  giving  the 
House  full  and  impartial  information 
regarding  the  circumstances.  Well, 
Sir,  though  I  think  that  the  precedents 
quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  had  very 
little,  if  any,  application  to  the  present 
state  of  things,  I  am  quite  willing  to 
admit  that  it  might  be  difficult  to  find 
any  record  of  precedents  directly  appli- 
cable to  the  proceeding  which  has  been 
directed  by  Mr.  Speaker.  But  I  think 
that  absence  of  precedent  is  not  to  be 
wondered  at,  and  ought  not,  necessarily, 
to  influence  our  judgment.  The  fact  is, 
the  present  state  of  things — and  I  am 
not  now  going  to  express  any  opinion 
upon  it — is  altogether  without  precedent ; 
at  all  events,  to  be  more  correct,  without 
precedent  of  any  ancient  date.  It  is  a 
state  of  things  which  is  not  absolutely 
new,  and  which,  not  to  go  further  back, 
dates  at  all  events  from  the  time  of  the  last 
Parliament.  It  will  be  within  the  recollec- 
tion of  hon.  Members  who  sat  in  the  last 
Parliament,  that  a  considerable  number 
of  hon.  Gentlemen,  some  of  whom  now 
occupy  distinguished  positions  on  the 
Bench  opposite,  thought  it  necessary,  in 
the  discharge  of  their  duty,  to  discuss  at 
very  great  length  the  provisions  of 
measures  which  were  brought  forward 
by  the  Government  of  that  day.    That 
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example  has  been  followed  to  a  great 
extent — I  am  not  going  to  say  it  may 
not  have  been  improved  upon — and  tos 
efifect  is,  that  certain  measures  of  the 
Government  are,  at  present,  diBcnsaed  at 
a  length  so  great,  that  almost  the  whole 
time  of  the  House  is  absorbed  in  their 
consideration ;  and  the  consequence  is, 
that  other  measures  which  have  been 
brought  forward  cannot  be  considered 
at  all,  or  have  to  be  considered  vexy  in- 
adequately ;  and,  further  than  that,  some 
measures  of  great  interest,  which  inde- 
pendent Members  desire  to  bring  foiv 
ward,  scarcely  find  time  for  discussion, 
and  the  Business  of  the  House  in  Com- 
mittee of  Supply  has  to  be  postponed  to  a 
period  of  the  Session  when  it  can  only 
be  discussed  in  a  veiy  perfunctory  manner. 
That  is  a  state  of  things  without  any 
ancient  precedent,  and  it  is,  therefore, 
only  natural  that  there  should  be  no 
ancient  precedent  for  any  remedy  whidi 
it  may  be  possible  to  apply  to  it.    I  am 
not  now  going  to  discuss  what  remedy,  if 
remedy  there  be,  shouldbe  applied — at  aO 
events,  it  is  safe  to  say  that  it  is  a  con- 
dition of  things  which,  however  patient 
the  House  may  be — and  I  think  no  one 
wiU  deny  that  the  House  has,  under  the 
circumstances,  shown  great  patience^ 
the  House  will  not  permanently  endure, 
and  for  which  it  will  be  driven  some  day 
to  find  a  remedy ;  and  it  is  of  the  texy 
first  importance  that,  if  any  remedy  is  to 
be  sought  for,  it  should  be  sought  for 
deliberately  and  with  full  information. 
I  think  that,  under  these  circumstances, 
not  the  censure,  but  the  thanks,  of  the 
House  are  due  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man in  the  Chair,  who  has  taken  upon 
himself  the  responsibility  of  obtaining 
for  himself  and,  if  necessary,  the  House 
that  information  which  is  necessary.    I 
cannot  think  for  a  moment  that  it  is  a 
proceeding  invidious  to  any  Member  or 
set  of  Members  in  this  House.     Not  one 
of  us  doubts — however  much  we  may 
object  to  the  way  in  which  hon.  Mem- 
bers dischai^e  their  duty — that  what 
they  do  is,  in  their  opinion,  in  discharge 
of  their  duty,  and  I  cannot  see  how  it 
can  be  supposed  to  cast  the  slighteet 
reflection  on  any  Member  of  the  House 
that  full  and  accurate  information  should 
be  obtained.    I  have  only,  in  seconding 
this  Amendment,  to  add  on  the  part  ra 
Members  who  sit  upon  this  aide  of  the 
House,  my  tribute  to  that  offered  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to  the  pmect 
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and  complete  impartiBlity  with  which 
joo,  Sir,  have  disoharged  the  duties  of 
joar  high  office.  Circumstances  have 
oocnired  within  the  last  two  or  three 
jean  which  have  called  for  the  exercise 
of  great  judgment,  temper,  tact,  and 
impartiality;  and  I  must  say  that  I  think 
efeiy  hon.  Member — whatever  view  he 
Bay  take  of  the  conduct  of  the  House 
towards  him  on  particular  occasions — 
moBt,  upon  reflection,  bear  witness  to 
tke  perfect  impartiality  he  has  received 
at  joar  hands.  I  have  risen  with  these 
kw  remarks,  Sir,  to  second  the  Amend- 
ment which  has  been  moved  by  the 
nght  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**Xotice  having  been  taken  while  the  House 
vu  in  Committee,  of  the  presence  in  one  of  the 
lideGaneriea  of  a  g^tleman  engaged  in  taking 
io(^  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Committee ;  and 
Mr.  Speaker  having  informed  the  House  that 
tb  gentleman  was  an  officer  of  the  House,  and 
irai  10  employed  under  his  direction,  and  that 
the  notes  taken  by  him  were  for  the  confidential 
infonnation  of  the  Speaker,  this  House  is  of 
opnionthat  Mr.  Speaker  was  justified  in  the 
dmctions  given  by  him,  and  is  entitled  to  the 
npportand  confidence  of  this  House," — (Mr, 
Ciiteelhr  of  the  Exeheqtter^) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  bo  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

8ni  JULIAN  GOLDSMTD,  who  rose 
amid  cries  of  "  Divide,  divide  !  "  said : 
I  think.  Sir,  all  will  be  of  opinion 
that  our  proceedings  to-day  will  not 
he  improved  by  hon.  Members  op- 
posite exhibiting  such  impatience  the 
moment  a  Member  who,  I  suppose, 
they  imagine  may  in  some  points 
disagree  with  them,  rises  to  make 
a  few  observations.  I  think  that  you 
win  admit,  Sir,  that  ever  since  I  have 
had  a  seat  in  this  House  I  have  been 
willing  to  bow  to  your  authority,  which 
I  have  also  endeavoured  to  support,  so 
iar  as  I  can,  in  every  way.  Therefore,  in 
njopbion,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer did  not  put  the  issue  which  is  to  be 
cotBidered  to-day  quite  fairly,  when  he 
>tid  this  was  a  discussion  on  the  ques- 
^  whether  you  were  strictly  impar- 
^or  not.  I  apprehend  that  nobody 
^er  in  or  out  of  the  House,  would 
^^Btoieto  dispute  the  i^saertion  that  you 


are,  or  refuse  to  acknowledge  the  cheer- 
ful kindness  that  you  show  to   every 
Member  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty; 
and  if  we  want  to  establish  a  question 
of  practice,  I,  for  one,  do  not  in  any 
way  desire   to  question  it.     Now,  Sir, 
the    right    hon.   Gentleman    said   that 
this  was  a  question  of  free  and  full  pub- 
licity; but,  in  my  view,  the  Notes  you 
desired  to  have  taken  were  not  for  the 
purposes  of  free  or  full  publicity,  but  for 
the  purpose  of  giving  you  a  record  of 
our  Proceedings  in  Committee,  of  which 
you  have  a  right  to  be  cognizant,  and 
nobody,  so  far  as  I  know,  has  disputed 
your  absolute  right  to  be  so  cognizant. 
But,  Sir,  the  point  is  this — if  it  is  de- 
sirable,  as  it  may  very  well  be,  that 
more  accurate  Notes  should  be  taken  of 
the  proceedings  in  Committee,  I  should 
have  thought  it  desirable  that  the  Leader 
of  the  House  should  rise  in  his  place  and 
propose  some  plan  by  which  that  could 
be  done.     The  result  of  that  would  be 
that  we  should  all  have  the  benefit  of 
those  Notes,  which,  I  have  no   doubt 
myself,  might  be  of  great  use  to  us  all. 
Therefore,  if  the  practice,   which  you. 
Sir,  in  your  discretion  have  thought  it 
right  to  initiate,  is  to  be  continued,  I 
should  venture  to   suggest  that  these 
Notes  should  be  regularly  published,  in 
order  that  other  Members  may  have  the 
advantage  of  the  information  which  they 
may  contain.   By  this  means,  we  should 
get  over  some  difficulties  and  avoid  those 
large  issues  which  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has,  in  my  opinion,  unfairly 
endeavoured    to    raise.       I  took  down 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  words.     He 
said  it   is    convenient  for  us  all  that 
such  records   should    be   kept.       How 
can  it  be  convenient  for    us  all  that 
such  records  should  be  kept,  if  we  are 
not  to  bo  informed  of  what  those  records 
are  ?     Therefore,  I   should  venture  to 
suggest  that  there  might  be  considerable 
advantages  if  these  records,  which,  you 
Sir,  have  directed  to  be  prepared,  could 
be  published  for  the  advantage  of  us  all. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has 
referred  to  the  Notes  which  have  been 
taken  since    1850,  and  also  to    Notes 
which  are  sent  to  the  Clubs  ;  but  I  wish 
to  point  out  that-  these  are  not  official 
records,  and  could  not  be  referred  to  in 
any  debate  in  this  House.     The  point, 
however,  which  I  especially  desire   to 
submit  to  you  is  this,  if,  as  I  have  no 
doubt,  you  have  found  these  Notes  of 
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advantage,  would  it  not  be  better  to  give 
them  a  more  official  character,  and 
allow  all  hon.  Members  to  see  tbem  and 
benefit  by  them  ? 

Mr.  GLADSTONE :  I  do  not,  Sir, 
feel  quite  certain  whether  I  ought  to  in- 
trude myself  upon  the  House  on  this 
occasion,  when  it  is  evident  that  the 
House  thinks — and  I  confess  that  I  con- 
cur in  the  opinion — that  there  is  no 
occasion  for  a  lengthened  debate;  but  it 
is  one  of  those  opportunities  when,  if  I 
must  run  the  risk  of  incurring  an  error, 
I  would  rather  run  the  risk  of  incurring 
an  error  by  speech  than  of  committing 
an  error  by  silence.  I  have  sat  here 
under  the  rule  of  five  different  Speakers, 
and  this  is  the  first  occasion  that  I 
can  recollect  the  submission  of  a  Motion 
to  the  House  impugning  in  any  way  the 
conduct  of  the  Gentleman  who  fills  the 
Chair.  That  is  sufficient  to  mark  it  as 
a  grave  occasion,  and  everyone  must 
feel  that  it  deserves  that  character. 
However,  Sir,  a  great  change  has  taken 
place  in  the  Motion,  to  which  I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House.  When 
we  were  first  informed  of  the  nature  of 
the  Motion  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mcath  (Mr.  Pamell)  intended  to  submit, 
it  was  a  Motion  wliicli  made  three  asser- 
tions. The  first,  and  by  far  the  smallest 
of  these  assertions,  was  that  the  act, 
of  which  he  had  felt  it  to  be  his  duty  to 
take  notice,  was  an  act  wliich  was  with- 
out precedent,  and  that  it  was  not  con- 
formable to  the  usages  of  the  House ; 
the  second  assertion  was,  that  it  was  a 
breach  of  the  Privileges  of  the  House ; 
and  the  third  assertion,  more  formidable 
than  either — though  the  second  was  for- 
midable enough — was  that  that  breach 
of  the  Privileges  of  the  House  **  consti- 
tuted a  danger  to  the  liberty  and  inde- 
pendence of  debate."  Undoubtedly,  Sir, 
allegations  of  that  kind,  entertained,  as 
as  they  undoubtedly  were,  conscientiously 
and  sincerely,  were  those  which  a  Mem- 
ber, having  that  belief,  might  very  well 
think  himself  called  upon  to  submit  to 
the  notice  of  the  House ;  for  it  requires 
no  argument  to  show  how  profound  is 
the  interest  of  this  House,  not  only  in 
the  integrity  and  impartiality,  but  in 
the  sound  and  strong  judgment  of  their 
Speaker,  and  how  serious  would  be  any 
deviation  from  the  line  of  accuracy,  on 
his  part,  in  dealing  with  the  questions 
which  he  has  to  determine.  Therefore, 
I  fully  admit  the  sufficiency  of  the  cause 
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which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  before 
him.     But,  strange  to  say,  we  are  now 
about  to  vote  upon  a  Motion,  from  which 
not  indeed  the  whole,  but  by  far  the 
larger  portion,  has  entirely  disappeared. 
There  has  been  withdrawn  the  assertion 
that  the  Act  constituted  a  danger  to  the 
liberty  and  independence  of  debate.   In 
the  speech  of  the  Seconder  of  the  Motion 
the  expression,  indeed,  was  used,  that  your 
proceeding,  Sir,  had  been  a  violation— » 
gross  violation — of  the  Privileges  of  the 
House ;  but  that  assertion,  which  stood  as 
we  had  supposed  in  the  Motion,  has  like- 
wise been  withdrawn,  and  we  are  now 
called  upon  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  to  give  our  votes  simply  for  an 
allegation  that  the  act  which  has  been 
done  is  an  act  not  conformable  with  the 
usages  and  precedents  of  the  House. 
That,  certainly,  is  a  reduction  of  the  in- 
dictment upon  which  I  cannot  but  con- 
gratulate the  distinguished  and  eminent 
person  who  was  the  object  of  that  in- 
dictment ;  but  it  is  nevertheless  a  reduc- 
tion upon  which  I  cannot  congratulate 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath,  who  ought 
to  have  measured  the  amount  of  the  ne- 
cessity before  him,  and  the  nature  of 
the  challenge  he  wished  to  deliver,  be- 
fore proceeding  to  take  so  serious  a  step 
as  that  of  bringing  your  judgment  into 
question  in  a  manner  which  does  not 
admit  of  compromise.     It  is  not  possible 
to  pass  by  an  occasion  of  this  kind.    It 
is  the  very  first  dictate  of  the  commonest 
justice  to  the  Speaker  in  the  Chair,  nay, 
more,  it  is  the  first  necessity  of  our  own 
existence  as  a  deliberative  AssembljTi 
that  we  should  have  no  mistake  what- 
ever as  to  the  position  of  our  Speaker. 
Either  he  possesses  our  confidence  or  he 
does  not.     I  must  say  that  while  no  one 
can  regard  with  pleasure  an  occurrence 
of  this  kind,  yet  it  brings  with  it  to  my 
mind,  at  least,  this  satisfaction — that! 
believe  in  the  discharge,   Sir,  of  your 
weighty  duties,  you  will  find  your  hands 
not  weakened,  but  strengthened.     I  will 
not  refer  to  any  of  those  subjects,  more 
or  less  extraneous  to  the  debate,  which 
have  been  touched  upon,  especiaUy  by 
the  Seconder  of  the  Mx>tion ;  but  I  wish 
to  give  in  my  entire  adhesion  to  the 
statement  of  my  noble  Friend  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  on  the  subject  of  the 
general  idea  of  your  office,  and  likewise 
to  the  argument,  which  appeared  to  me 
alike  clear  and  conclusive,  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  upon  the  practi- 
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cal  oonsideratioBB  wMoh,  it  is  obyiouB, 
must  have  governed  your  mind,  Sir,  in 
the  partacidar  coarse  you  thought  it  ex- 
pedient to  take.  But  this  I  wish  to  do, 
as  it  has  not  yet  been  done— I  wish  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
fact  that  if  we  are  to  adopt  the  reduced 
and  attenuated  Motion  of  the  hon.  Mem* 
ber  for  Meath,  we  shall,  Sir,  along  with 
you,  condemn  the  practice  which  it  now 
appears  has  been  in  use  for  20  years.  I 
do  not  dispute  our  title  to  condemn  that 
practice ;  but  it  has  never  been  formally 
brought  before  the  House,  while  even 
many  hon.  Members  of  the  House  have 

?robably  been  ignorant  of  its  existence, 
frankly  own  I  am  not  disposed  to  con- 
demn it.    I  see  no  reason  why  the  in- 
formation should  not  be  had ;  indeed,  I 
believe  it  to  be  very  convenient  infor- 
mation ;  but  strange,  indeed,  would  be 
our  position  if  we  were  now  to  make  the 
condemnation  of  that  practice  which  has 
undoubtedly  been  within  the  knowledge 
of  many  Members  of  the  House  from 
time  to  time,  and  which  has  never  at- 
tracted a  word  of  disapproval  or  legis- 
lative censure  on  the  part  of  Gentlemen 
who  now  sit  at  the  Table,  and  who  have 
sat  there  for  29  years,  because  of  the 
existence  of  that  habit  of  noting  down 
particulars  which  has  to-day  been  in- 
formally made  known  to  us.     I  entirely 
concur  with  those  who  think  it  is  idle 
to  go  back  to  the  precedents  of  the  17th 
centuiy,   unless  with    the    purpose    of 
reading  them  accurately  and  applying 
them   with   justice.      Otherwise,    they 
would  be  absolutely  misleading.     The 
precedents,  of  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  has  quoted  a  score  of  in- 
stances, are  beyond  all  doubt ;  but  they 
are  precedents  which  appertained  to  the 
integrity  of  the  functions  of  the  House 
and  to  ihe  independence  of  its  Members. 
It  was  impossible,  under  the  Tudor  and 
Stuart  nue,  for  the  Members  of  this 
House  to  have  any  security,  even  for 
their  personal  liberty,  if  the  sentiments 
which  they  individually  expressed  were 
liable  to  be  made  known  to  the  Sove- 
reign.   We  cannot,  I  am  a&aid,  deal 
wiUi  this  Motion  in  any  other  way  than 
by  subjecting  it  to  a  distinct  negative. 
For  my  own  part,  however,  I  entirely 
concur  in  that  which  I  believe  to  be  the 
general  sentiment  of  the  House  with 
respect,   Sir,   to    your   conduct  in  the 
Chair.    I  will  even  go  one  step  further, 
and  will  say  I  am  quite  sure  that  when 


the  Seconder  of  the  Motion  himself  paid 
a  tribute  to  that  conduct,  he  intended 
that  tribute  to  be  sincere  and  emphatic ; 
and  although  he  thought  it  his  duty — I 
think,  very  unhappily — to  except  the 
present  occasion  from  the  scope  of  his 
observations,  I  am  convinced  that  he, 
too,  and,  in  fact,  every  Member  of  this 
House,  with  respect  to  that  conduct  in 
the  Chair,  entertains  but  one  and  the 
same  opinion.  The  opinion  of  the  House 
being  perfectly  clear  and  intelligible  on 
this  point  will  show  that  we  recognize 
your  object.  Sir,  to  be  the  simple  object 
of  placing  yourself  in  a  position  to  ad- 
vise the  House  in  case  of  your  being 
called  upon  for  your  weighty  and  autho- 
ritative opinion  upon  any  question  con- 
cerning the  Order  of  the  House  and  con- 
cerning the  conduct  of  Business.  We 
believe  that  you  have  been  governed 
only  by  the  one  sentiment  which  always 
prompts  you — ^namely,  the  desire  to  dis- 
charge your  functions  in  the  most  effi- 
cient manner.  Knowing  that  senti- 
ment, we  desire  to  reciprocate  it  on  our 
part  by  every  declaration  in  our  power. 
Mr.  COUETNEY  thought  that  every 
Member  of  the  House  must  feel  deeply 
conscious  of  the  extreme  gravity  of  the 
discussion  in  which  the  House  was  now 
engaged.  He  wished  to  explain  why  he 
felt  constrained  to  take  a  different 
course  from  that  which  appeared  to  have 
been  resolved  upon  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  Eadnor  Boroughs 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and  why  it 
seemed  to  him  to  be  impossible  to  adopt 
the  Amendment  which  had  been  moved 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
He  hoped  it  was  unnecessary  for  him 
to  repeat  what  had  been  said  by 
every  speaker — that  he  entered  into  the 
discussion  with  the  most  profound  re- 
spect for  the  Speaker,  and  the  deepest 
admiration  of  the  very  impartial  and, 
he  might  say,  the  good-natured  way 
in  wluch  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  presided  over  their  proceedings. 
n*  Divide ! "]  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  had  told 
them  that,  although  he  had  sat  in  the 
House  under  five  Speakers,  he  never,  until 
now,  knew  a  Motion  brought  forward 
impugning  the  conduct  of  &e  Speaker. 
[^Henewed  cries  of  "Divide!'*]  He 
hoped  that,  while  he  was  venturing  to 
make  the  few  observations  he  purposedi 
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hon.  Gentlemen  would  give  him  the 
benefit  of  a  little  silence.  It  had  been 
shown  that  Mr.  Speaker  had  taken 
original  action.  It  had  also  been 
shown  that  that  original  action  was  of  a 
nature  inconsistent  with  precedents,  and 
unauthorized  as  far  as  precedents  were 
concerned.  If  it  were  to  be  defended 
at  all,  it  must  be  defended  upon  grounds 
which  must  be  examined,  because  they 
were  inconsistent  with  the  past  history 
of  the  House.  What  was  the  kind  of 
defence  which  had  been  offered  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  sup- 
ported by  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  Kadnor  Boroughs  ?  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  stated  that 
the  action  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Speaker 
was  of  public  utility.  Now,  he  was  not 
prepared  to  deny  that ;  but  it  should  be 
borne  in  mind  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  also  referred  to  the  Notes 
as  being  confidential.  Consequently, 
any  argument  as  to  the  utility  of  the 
Notes,  on  the  ground  of  their  public 
character,  failed  altogether,  when  it  was 
also  stated  that  they  were  confidential. 
It  might  well  be  that  such  Notes  might 
have  been  useful  for  public  purposes;  but, 
then,  they  were  taken  without  authority. 
It  was  clear  that,  from  the  time  of  Bush- 
worth,  the  House  had  had  control  oyer 
the  Notes  which  were  taken;  whereas 
the  Notes  which  had  led  to  the  present 
discussion  were  taken  in  a  perfectly  pri- 
vate way,  and  were  not  known  to,  or 
sanctioned  by,  the  House.  Moreover, 
if  similar  Notes  had  been  taken  by  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table  since  1850,  where 
was  the  necessity  for  new  action  ?  The 
defence  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer altogether  failed  on  that  ground 
also.  The  argument  of  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  Eadnor  Boroughs 
went  straight  to  the  question.  He  urged 
that  the  House  was  dealing  with  an  evil 
which  was  unprecedented,  and  that, 
therefore,  unprecedented  remedies  must 
be  applied.  He  (Mr.  Courtney)  entirely 
approved  of  that  statement.  The  weak- 
ness of  the  House  had  been  that,  for  some 
time  past,  they  had  not  recognized  the 
unprecedented  conjuncture  of  circum- 
stances. They  were  dealing  with  men 
who  had  small  respect  for  traditions, 
and  set  at  naught  mere  conventions 
and  understandings ;  and,  in  the  pre- 
sence of  this  fact,  it  woiild  be  neces- 
sary to  institute  new  Orders  and  Beg^- 
lations.    But  the  evU  had  been  public, 
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and  the  remedy  must  be  public.  To 
take  action  privately  was  not  the  way  to 
deal  with  tms  unprecedented  evil.  Law- 
yers stated  that  hard  cases  made  bad 
law,  and  he  was  afraid  that  the  difficult 
position  in  which  hon.  Members  were 
now  placed  might  lead  them  into  injudi- 
cious courses.  He  spoke  not  without 
some  feeling  on  the  question,  because, 
two  years  ago,  his  own  wings  were 
nearly  singed.  At  that  time,  the  con- 
juncture was  difficult  and  unprecedented. 
The  House,  with  the  connivance  of  its 
Leader,  and  the  approbation  of  one 
right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
and  of  one  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
(Sir  WilHam  Harcourt)  on  the  front 
Opposition  Bench,  took  a  course  which 
had  since  been  deeply  regretted.  Thev 
were  pa3ring,  at  the  present  moment,  in 
South  Africa,  for  the  folly  then  com- 
mitted. Now  they  had,  again,  an  im- 
precedented  evil,  and,  instead  of  ap- 
proaching it  publicly  and  discussing  it 
publicly,  and  adopting  public  means  for 
its  suppression,  private  and  unrevealed 
means  were  being  taken  for  its  suppres- 
sion. The  course  they  were  adopting 
would  not  remedy  the  evil,  and  the 
taking  of  such  a  course  was  deeply  to  be 
regretted.  The  means  taken  did  not 
approve  themselves  to  his  conscience. 
The  situation  was  a  most  difficult  one, 
and  they  ought  to  approach  it  by  other 
measures,  and  correct  it  in  another 
manner. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  said,  that 
if  for  the  last  50  years,  a  sort  of  record 
had  been  kept  of  the  number  of  occa- 
sions on  which  hon.  Members  spoke, 
and  of  the  amount  of  time  each  speaker 
occupied,  he  was  sure  that  a  perusal  of 
it  would  at  once  free  him  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna)  from  a  charge  of  frequently 
intruding  himself  upon  the  House. 
With  respect  to  the  subject  before  them, 
if  it  had  been  publicly  proposed  by  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  or  by  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  that  officials  should 
be  appointed  to  take  Notes  with  the 
view  of  the  furtherance  of  Business, 
and  of  bringing  to  bear  the  judgment 
of  the  House  under  the  peculiar  circum- 
stances with  which  they  were  all  fa- 
miliar, he  would  have  voted  for  the 
Motion.  He  believed  it  was  essential 
that  the  Business  of  the  House  should 
be  carried  on  with  despatch,  and  there 
was  a  good  deal  to  be  said  to  show  that 
the  Business  had  not  been  carried  on  in 


19S      PriviUge — Proceedings        {July  1 1 ,  1 879  J 


of  the  Howe. 


194 


a  manner  that  was  Batisfactory  either  to 
the  House  or  to  the  country.  At  the 
Mine  time,  he  did  not  think  it  was  fair 
to  leave  the  question  on  the  footings  of 
pencmal  confidence  in  Mr.  Speaker. 
He  regarded  that  as  putting  the  mat- 
ter on  an  entirely  false  issue.  He  had, 
in  common  with  almost  every  hon. 
Member  on  that  side  of  the  House,  the 
kighest  possihle  respect  for  the  judg- 
ment and  fairness  of  Mr.  Speaker.  The 
consideration  which  he  freely  extended 
to  the  humhlest  Member,  and  the 
patience  with  which  he  listened  to  them 
mnn  time  to  time,  were  borne  in  mind 
jiratefully  by  many,  and  by  none  more 
than  by  himself  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna); 
and  ho  would  say,  for  his  own  part,  that 
up  to  the  time  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  withdrew  a  part 
of  his  Motion,  which  appeared  to  bear  a 
contrarj*  interpretation,  he  was  perfectly 
prepared  to  vote  against  it.  But  the 
qnestion  now  stood  in  quite  a  different 
position.  The  Motion  asserted  that  an 
unprecedented  practice  had  lately  been 
originated  by  Mr.  Speaker ;  but  it  would 
Bov  appear  from  the  statement  of  the 
ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  that  the 
tro  gentlemen  who  had  been  employed 
tiUng  Notes  in  the  side  Gallery  were 
inerely  continuing  a  practice  which  had 
l»een  previously  adopted  since  1850. 
If  that  were  so,  there  was  an  end  of  the 
qnestion.  He  did  not  think  the  position 
Had  been  clearly  met  by  that  explanation. 
&.  Speaker  had  stated,  with  much  more 
frankness  than  anyone  else,  that  he  ro- 
qnired  the  information  for  his  own  guid- 
uce;  and  he  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna)  could 
^j  imagine  that  Mr.  Speaker  felt  that 
the  information  was  necessary.  If,  there- 
fore, any  Member  of  the  House,  or  Mr. 
Speaker  himself,  had  initiated  the  ques- 
ion  whether  the  information  should  be 
applied,  he  woidd,  without  going  further 
Qto  it,  have  voted  in  favour  of  its  being 
applied ;  but,  in  the  circumstances  which 
iad  actually  occurred,  he  thought  it 
ronld  have  been  infinitely  better  if  the 
Tactics  which,  had  been  adopted  on  the 
tBient  occasion  had  been  initiated  under 
^  direct  authority  of  the  House. 
Mr.  NEWDEQATE  said,  he  was 
Bipriaed  at  the  form  which  the  attack 

CMr.  Speaker  had  assumed.  Hon. 
be»  opposite,  of  the  Home  Eule 
letioii,  two  or  three  years  ago,  voted, 
I  did  the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the 
amber  tost  Cfareemwioh,  and  as  he  (Mr. 
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Newdegate)  also  voted,  that  the  House 
should  have  something  tantamount  to 
official  reports  of  its  debates.  The 
House  then  refused  to  accede  to  that 
proposal.  But  that  decision  ought  to 
justify  Mr.  Speaker  in  the  opinion  of  the 
minority  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
referred,  in  the  course  Mr.  Speaker  had 
taken,  upon  his  own  authority,  in  order 
to  secure  for  himself  fuller  information. 
He  was  surprised  that  hon.  Members 
who  voted  for  Mr.  Hanbury  Tracy's 
Motion  on  that  occasion  should  now  turn 
roimd  and  impugn  Mr.  Speaker's  con- 
duct. He  was  surprised  that  hon. 
Members  who  voted  for  the  Motion,  that 
the  reports  of  the  debates  were  insuffi- 
cient, should  now  turn  round,  when  they 
felt  themselves  in  a  difficulty,  and  im- 
pugn the  conduct  of  the  Chair,  for  that 
was  the  inference  that  must  be  drawn 
from  the  present  Motion.  These  same 
hon.  Gentlemen  had  protracted  the  de- 
bates in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House 
on  various  Bills,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
thought,  unjustifiably,  and  thus  had 
increased  the  difficulty.  It  was  impos- 
sible that  Mr.  Speaker  could  attend  in 
his  place  during  such  protracted  dis- 
cussions in  Committee,  and  now  when  he 
pursued  a  course  which  the  House  had 
sanctioned  since  1850  for  the  purpose  of 
obtaining  the  information  so  necessary 
for  the  discharge  of  his  functions,  to 
whom  any  question  that  arose  in  Com- 
mittee was  referred,  these  hon.  Gentle- 
men impugned  Mr.  Speaker's  conduct.  In 
his  view,  nothing  was  so  important  as 
to  support  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
They  all  knew  the  impartiality  and 
kindly  temper  which  Mr.  Speaker  in- 
variably manifested  —  unsurpassed  by 
any  Speaker  in  his  long  experience.  He 
held  that  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had, 
by  their  own  conduct,  brought  about  the 
state  of  things  which  existed,  ought  to 
be  made  sensible  of  the  importance  uf 
maintaining  the  authority  of  the  Chair. 
He  was  confident  of  tLi^=l — that  if  the 
House  would  preserve  its  own  dignity 
they  must  now  assert  it  by  maintaining 
the  authority  of  their  Speaker. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  I  think  it  may 
be  regarded  as  a  remarkable  incident  in 
the  debate  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
North  Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
has  spoken  for  several  minutes  without 
once  going  out  of  Order.  On  rising  on 
this  occasion,  I  think  it  is  unnecessary  for 
me  to  add  my  voice  to  the  general  chorus 
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of  praise  as  to  the  admirable  manner  in 
which  Mr.  Speaker  discharges  the  duties 
of  the  Chair.  No  one  feels  or  recognizes 
more  fully  or  thoroughly  than  I  do  the 
genuine  kindness,  the  consideration,  and 
the  upright  impartiality  with  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  fulfils  his  im- 
portant functions.  But  all  that  is  quite 
beside  the  question  now  before  the 
House.  I  listened  with  attention  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone),  and  I  heard 
him  blaming,  or  finding  fault  with,  the 
moderation  of  the  Resolution  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Parnell).  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  has  certainly 
habituated  us  for  some  time  to  the  use  of 
vehement  denunciation,  and  it  is  evident 
he  has  not  acquired  an  appreciation  of 
moderation  of  language.  But  I  think 
that  the  course  which  has  been  pursued 
by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Meath  in  dealing  with  this  grave  and 
delicate  subject  will  commend  itself  to 
the  judgment  of  the  House,  and  that 
it  may  be  conceded  that,  if  he  has  com- 
mitted fault  at  all,  it  is  well  it  has  been 
committed  on  the  side  of  moderation. 
The  speeches  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, and  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Eadnor  Boroughs,  consisted 
almost  entirely  of  just  praise  of  the  im- 
partiality of  Mr.  Speaker,  and  of  recog- 
nition of  the  undoubtedly  honourable 
character  of  his  motives.  But  that  has 
nothing  to  do  with  the  question  before 
the  House.  The  real  question — and  1 
am  treating  it  generally,  and  not  as  re- 
gards the  special  case  before  us — is,  as 
to  whether  or  not  Mr.  Si)eaker  should, 
without  the  previous  sanction  of  the 
House,  employ  confidential  reporters,  in 
order  to  inform  him  upon  the  proceed- 
ings of  Members  of  that  House  at  a 
time  when  he  is  absent.  That  is  the 
real  question  before  us,  and  it  has  not 
been  touched  upon  at  all  by  either  the 
Proposer  or  Seconder  of  the  Amendment. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney)  has  alone  raised  the  question 
in  its  true  character.  Now,  we  do  not 
object  to  Mr.  Speaker's  right  to  be  in- 
formed of  the  proceedings  of  Parliament 
that  take  place  during  his  absence  from 
the  House.  We  do  not  object  to  an 
official  record  being  kept ;  but  in  the  in- 
terests of  Mr.  Speaker  himself,  of  the 
Houso,  and  of  hon.  Members,  we  object 
to  bon.  Members  being  spied  u|)on  by 
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'  confidential  informers,  of  no  matter  hov 
high  an  authority.      It  is  said  that  this 
information  is  required,  because  ques- 
tions of  the  gravest  importance  may  be 
brought  up.     But  let  me  ask  the  House 
to   consider  the  two  positions.     One  is 
that  of  a  Speaker  who  has  become  aware 
of  the  proceedings  of  this  House  through 
regularly  organized  channels,  under  pro- 
per safeguards  for  impartiality,  and  with 
proper    safeguards    for    accuracy,    and 
with  proper  safeguards  for  veracity.  All 
these  questions.  Sir,  I  may  point  out  do 
not  touch  3'ou ;  but  they  do  touch  the 
media  of  your  information.      A  Speaker 
who  can  give  evidence  on  information, 
the  means  of  collecting  which  have  pre- 
viously been  authorized,  sanctioned,  and 
regulated  by  this  House,  is  a  Speaker 
who  gives  his  evidence  and  advice  in  the 
gravest  circumstances  with  every  guaran- 
tee that  his  advice  should  carry  with  it 
all  the  weight  it  should  carry.     But,  on 
the  other  hand,  let  us  consider  the  posi- 
tion of  a  Speaker,  who  being  asked  his 
opinion  on  the  conduct  of  Business  in 
this  House,  can  give  no  answer  less  im- 
potent than  this — **I   was  not  in  the 
Committee  at  the  time  these  proceedings 
took  place;  but  I  have  learnt  from  a 
couple  of  menial  inferior  officials  of  this 
House,  not  sworn,  not  under  any  gua- 
rantee, not  under  any  safeguard  worthy  of 
the  dignity  of  this  House,  or  the  gravity 
of  the  emergency.     1   have  learnt  from 
these  two  inferior  officials  " — their  pri- 
vate character  may  be  what  you  will, hut 
I  am  dealing  with  their  public  weight 
— *' I  have  learnt  from  them  so-and-so, 
and  can  give  no  other  assurance  than 
this  most  limp  hearsay  evidence."     Is  it 
not  absolutely  certain  that  the  advice  of 
the  most  respected  Speaker  who  ever  sat 
in  your  Chair  would  not  be  worth  more 
than  the  weight  of  the  lightest  dust  that 
blows,  when  founded  on  no  stronger  evi- 
dence than  that  of  a  couple  of  unauthcnti- 
cated,  unguaranteed  inferior  officials  de« 
pending  upon  you?    It  is  impossible,  if 
the  object  of  Mr.  Speaker  is  to  become 
informed  of  the  proceedings    of   hon. 
Members  of  tliis  House,  and  if  the  ob- 
ject of  Mr.  Speaker  is  to  acquire  the 
means  of  giving  this  House  advice  upon 
certain  circumstances  which  have  hap- 
pened in  its  Business.     If  such  is  his 
object  then  in  choosing  worthless  agents 
of  this  kind — I  use  the  word  without  re- 
flection on  the  individual [**  Order, 
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Sm  lAWBENOE  PALK:  I  rise  to 
Order.  I  beg  to  ask  you,  Sir,  whether 
it  is  Parliamentary  language  to  speak  of 
the  officials  of  this  House  as  ''  worthless 
agents?" 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  am  sure  the  hon. 
Member  will  feel  that  expressions  of  that 
kind  are  unbecoming  when  applied  to 
officers  of  this  House.  They  are  gentle- 
men like  ourselves,  and  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman will,  no  doubt,  withdraw  the 
expression. 

Me.    O'DONNELL  :     I    thought    I 
dearly  explained    that    I   used    these 
words  entirely  with  regard  to  the  legal 
effect  and  technical  weight,  so  to  speak 
—  [''Withdraw  !  "]  —  I   several  times 
pointed  out  that  I  would  use  the  word 
purely  in  its  legal  bearings.     ['*  With- 
draw, withdraw  !  "]      I  will  use    the 
word   "  unguaranteed,"    then ;    but  I 
haTe  a  perfect  right  to  use  the  word  I 
did.    The  strength  of  any  machinery  is 
only  the  strength  of  the  weakest  part ; 
and  if  a  Speaker  desires  to  have  full  and 
complete    information,   should    he  not 
choose  a  means  which  should  bo  not  of 
the  weakest,  but  of  the  strongest  kind  ? 
In  all  this,  neither  your  impartiality  of 
intention,   nor  the  possible  gravity  of 
futore  emergencies  is  contested ;  neither 
do  we  object  to  the  taking  of  official 
reports,  nor  to  the  taking  of  unofficial 
reports  of  the  nature  contributed  to  the 
puhlic  Press;  but,    as   I  said,   in  the 
interests  of  every  individual,  in  the  in- 
terests of  this  Houso,  in  the  interests  of 
the  permanent  authority  of  Mr.  Speaker, 
we  object  to  a  means  of  information  of 
this  irregular  and  unauthentic  character 
receiving  the  approval  of  this  House. 
Do  we  know,   does  this  House  know, 
has  this  House  any  opportunity  of  know- 
ing, what  is  the  system  on  which  these 
unofficial  reports  are  taken?    Is  it  a 
method  of  a  full  report  of  the  speeches, 
or  a  careful  pricis  of  the  speeches,  or  is 
only  the  substance  of  the  speeches  given? 
Are  interruptions  mentioned  ?  Are  calls 
of  Order  mentioned?     AVhen  a  Member 
on  the  Ministerial  side  of  the   Houso 
rises,  as  Members  so  frequently  rise,  to 
call  the  speaker  to  Order,  is  that  care- 
faUy  taken  down  ?    Is  it  noted  that  that 
call  to  Order  gave  rise  to  such-and-such 
a  discussion  ?      Is  it  noted — which  so 
frequently  happens — that  the  call  was 

S'ected  by  the  Chairman  ?    In  a  word, 
at  guarantee  have  we  that  all  the 
Qicumstances  are  Buch  as  would  com- 


mend themselves  to  the  general  approval 
of  this  House?    The  private  respect- 
ability of  these  confidential  reporters 
may  be  what  it  may ;  but  without  some 
testimony,   without  any  guarantee    of 
any  legal  character,  how  can  this  evi- 
dence,  which  is  no  more  than    legal 
testimony,  weigh  with  this  House,  or 
with  the  country,  if  adduced  in  support 
of  any  decision  of  Mr.  Speaker  ?  Unani- 
mously in  this  House,  and  most  warmly 
and    emphatically    on    these  Benches, 
without  a  doubt  or  hesitation,   do  we 
accept  your  declaration  that  you  have 
no  arrUre  pemie  directed  against    any 
individual,  and  that  there  is  no  bias  in 
this  note-taking.  Sir,  we  have  accepted 
that   statement,    and   this    House    has 
accepted  it ;  but,   leaving  that  case,  I 
will  take  the  case  of  any  other  Speaker 
who  has  recourse  to  those  means.    Does 
he  not  infallibly  expose  himself  to  com- 
ments outside  ?     There  is  a  necessity  in 
these  days   of  publicity  that  the  pro- 
ceedings of  this  House  should  bo  able 
to  bear  the  test  of  publicity  out-of-doors. 
At  this  moment,  while  every  Member 
has   declared    tliat    he    accepted    your  . 
assurance  that  it  was  with  no  intention 
of  prosecuting  or  intimidating  individual 
Members  that  these  Notes  were  taken — 
on  this  very    day,  what  is  called  the 
leading  journal   of   this   country.    The 
TimeSy  absolutely  states  that  you  have 
taken  these   stops   for  the   purpose   of 
bringing  an  indictment  against  certain 
Members  of  this  House.    That  is,  as  wo 
know,  a  false  statement,  for  which  you 
are  not  responsible ;  but  it  is  a  state- 
ment   which    reckless    writers    outside 
3'our   jurisdiction   have  the    power   of 
making,   when  the  agents  you  employ 
are  not  absolutely  guaranteed,  and  have 
not  previously  been   submitted   to   the 
careful  ap]3roval  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons.    Yes,   Sir,  it  is  not  only  in  our 
interests,   but  in   the   interests  of  Mr. 
Speaker,    that  we  make   this  Motion. 
Sir,  if  the  agents  you  employ,  or  whi(>h 
any  Speaker  uses,  have  not  previously 
passed  through  the  ordeal  of  the  exami- 
nation and  approval  of  this  House,  it  is 
open  to  a  public  jounial,  with  a  slight 
sense  of  its  responsibility,  as  evidently 
is   done  by   The   Times  on   the  present 
occasion,  to  contradict  j^our  explanation, 
to  refuse  to  recognize  the  truth  of  your 
assurances,  and,  in  spite  of  your  decla- 
ration to  the  contrary,  to  say  you  have 
set  all  this  machinery  in  motion  fox  t\iQ 
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purpose  of  bringing  an  indictment,  or  of 
supporting  an  indictment,  against  cer- 
tain hon.  Members.  It  is  to  defend  you, 
whom  wo  all  respect  and  revere,  from 
the  liability  to  these  misrepresentations, 
that  I  support  the  Eesolution  of  the  hon. 
[Member  for  Meath.  It  has  been  said 
that  this  House  is  in  a  difficult  position, 
and  wo  can  readily  agree,  and  we  can 
quote  reasons  which  led  us  to  this  con- 
clusion, other  than  those  given  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  and  the 
noble  Lord  the  ^lember  for  the  Radnor 
Boroughs  (the  Marquess  of  Hartington). 
I  think  it  is  calculated  to  put  this  House 
in  a  difficult  position  when  a  Minister  of 
the  Crown,  and  a  Member  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  can  venture,  in  a 
public  meeting,  to  speak  of  hon.  Members 
of  this  House,  not  only  Irishmen,  but 
Englishmen,  and  to  denounce  them  to 
their  country  as  English  and  Irish 
revolutionists.  This  House  is,  indeed, 
in  a  difficult  position,  when  the  noble 
Lord  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  with  the  connivance  and  the 
approval,  or,  at  any  rate,  without  that 
direct  rebuke  which,  I  submit,  ought  to 
have  fullowed  from  his  Colleagues,  dares 
to  speak  of  Members  of  tliis  House — 

? resumes  to  speak  of  Members  of  this 
louse — has  the  insolence  to  speak  of 
Members  of  this  House — as  Irisli  and 
English  revolutionists.  Wlieu  a  J^Ieni- 
bor  of  Her  jMnjesty's  Government  rises, 
and,  with  little  veil  and  little  conceal- 
ment, asperses  the  Parliamentary  cha- 
racter of  hon.  Members,  th»\y  ought  to 
begin  their  attempt  at  an  iiulictnit'ot  by 
first  apologizing  ftu*  llie  grossly  un-l*ar- 
liamentary  conduct  of  tlioir  noble  Col- 
league. Wo  are  not  English  and  we  are 
not  Irish  revolutionists ;  we  are  sincere 
Constitutionalists,  seeking  to  gain  and 
to  maintain  the  respect  of  the  peoples  of 
these  Kingdoms  by  the  zealous  perform- 
ance of  our  duties,  and  by  the  careful 
consideration  of  a  Bill  whicli  seems  to 
bo  brought  in  in  order  to  provoke 
Amendments. 

Mu.  SPEAKER  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  the  Bill  is  not 
now  before  the  House. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL:  I  did  not  intend. 
Sir,  to  conve}'  the  impression  that  I  was 
referring  to  the  Bill.  I  was  only  re- 
feiTing  to  tho  general  conduct  of  the 
Government  from  day  to  day.  '*  People 
who  live  in  glass  houses  should  not 
throw  stones."     It  has  already  been 

Mr,  O'Donnell 


repeatedly  observed  in  this  debate,  not 
on  those  Benches,  but  on  tho  front  Op- 
position Benches,  that  the  most  objec- 
tionable practices  attributed  to  us  begau 
with  the  sanction  of  Gentlemen  now  in 
power,  and  that  the  Leaders  in  these 
practices  which  are  now  called  objec- 
tionable have  been  loaded  with  office 
and  emolument.  At  the  same  time.  Sir, 
in  justice  even  to  those  who  grant  us 
such  little  justice,  I  would  beg  to  ob- 
serve that  these  practices,  deemed  m 
objectionable,  date  further  back  than 
the  last  Parliament.  It  will  be  within 
the  knowledge  of  even  superficial  stu- 
dents of  Constitutional  history  that  Lord 
John  Russell  declared,  in  regard  to  his 
Reform  Bill  of  1 860,  that  that  Bill  was 
choked  and  deprived  of  every  chance  of 
being  carried  through  the  House  by 
the  accumulation  of  Amendments  piled 
upon  it.  In  the  debates  relating  to  the 
first  Refonn  Bill,  a  staunch  Constitu- 
tionalist, Sir  Charles  Wetherall,  after 
delaying  the  House  by  repeated  Ajncnd- 
ments,  after  sitting  beyond  midnight, 
and  through  the  small  hours  of  the 
morning,  until  those  small  hours  began 
to  get  great  ones — on  tho  House  rising, 
and  it  being  discovered  that  rain  was 
falling  outside,  audibly  regretted  that 
**  he  had  not  known  it  was  raining,  or  ho 
would  have  treated  the  House  to  a  few 
more  divisions."  I  would  venture  even  to 
submit  a  small  piece  of  advice  to  those 
hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  so  coi)iously  advised  us.  The  host 
way  to  prevent  a  difficulty  in  the  dcs- 
patcli  of  Public  Business  is  to  occupy 
tlie  House  with  Public  Business  worthy 
of  the  name.  I  can  say,  with  absolute  cer- 
tainty, that  no  opposition  will  boofl'erod 
to  the  discussion  of  substantial  measures 
of  real  importance,  really  conducive  to 
the  public  good.  I  utter  these  observa- 
tions in  support  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  ;  and  I  trust,  in  any  further  dis- 
cussion, tho  question  of  your  impar- 
tiality, Sir,  and  of  your  fairness,  which 
was  never  doubted,  will  not  be  again 
brought  in  question,  and  trailed  between 
the  House  and  the  real  object  in  dis- 
pute. It  seems  to  me  improper  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  turn  the  House  from 
the  real  question  by  panegyrics  upon 
you.  Sir,  which  you  do  not  really  re- 
quire, and  by  disclaimers  and  repudia- 
tions of  charges  upon  your  motives  which 
were  never  made.    The  question  is  the 
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MRt  of  report  winch  you  have  chosen  to  I 
take,  and  whether  it  might  not  be 
amended?  This  House  is  willing  to 
place  at  your  disposed  every  means 
vHcli  may  he  required  for  your  full 
and  complete  information  with  regard  to 
the  proceedings  of  this  House ;  and 
speaking  for  myself,  and,  I  am  sure, 
speaking  for  many  of  my  Colleagues,  it 
is  not  I  or  we  who  would  regret  a  full 
and  complete  account  of  the  proceedings 
of  tliis  House.  Sir,  if  the  number  of 
times  that  hon.  Members  have  risen  to 
Order,  and  only  in  disorder — if  the  num- 
ber of  Notices  which  led  to  debates,  and 
which  the  Chairman  has  declared  to  be 
without  just  cause — if  these  are  reported, 
it  is  a  pity  that  the  report  could  not  be 
completed  by  something  like  a  repre- 
sentation of  the  numerous,  but  inarticu- 
late, interruptions  which  often  interfere 
with  the  free  discussion  of  Public  Busi- 
ness m  this  House. 

Dr.  KENEALY  :  This,  Sir,  is  a  very 
great  and  grave  question,  and  I  regret 
Tery  much  that  we  have  not  had  the 
opinions  of  a  larger  number  of  Consti- 
tational  lawyers  than  we  have  had ;  be- 
cause if  there  be  anything  upon  which 
this  House,  from  its  first  foundation,  has 
prided  itself,  it  is  upon  securing  the  in- 
dependence of  Members  in  their  Par- 
liamentary position.     It  is  the  opinion 
of  a  great  many  here,  whether  rightly 
or  wrongly  founded  I  will  not  inquire, 
that  the  policy   recently  adopted,   not 
only  by  hon.  Members  on  the  other  side 
of  the  House,  but  also  by  the  threats 
freely  indulged  in  by  newspapers  which 
we  kno^  are  in  the  pay  and  employment 
of  the  various  Parties,  are  calculated  in 
the  highest  degree  to  fetter  the  inde- 
pendence  of    Members.      In  the  very 
article  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  I  find 
the  leading   journal   describing   Irish 
Uembers,    who     have   rendered    such 
Taloable  assistance  in  this  House  by 
their  Amendments  to  the  Army  Dis- 
cipline and  Reg^ation  Bill — who  have 
cut  ont  of  it,  in  a  great  measure,  one  of 
the  most  objectionable  features  by  which 
it  is  disfigured— designated  by  the  in- 
BoItuiK  name    of  "  fiUbusters."     Now, 
&,  that   is    intimidation;  and  I  only 
vonder — indeed,  I  regret—that  the  Irish 
Uemben  hare  not  thought  it  fit  to  bring 
tb  editor  at  1%0  TVjim  to  the  Bar  of 
&e  House,  fbr  nmng  laagoage  so  highly 
kngukMTj  and  inralting.    Iridi  Mem- 


bers, Sir,  and  a  great  many  English 
Members,  think  that  this  practice,  re- 
cently adopted  under  your  auspices  and 
sanction,  of  having  clandestine  and 
nocturnal  reports  made  of  speeches 
delivered  here  by  hon.  Gentlemen,  is 
calculated,  I  have  no  doubt,  without 
your  sanction,  your  design,  or  intention, 
to  operate  upon  them  as  a  species  of 
terrorism  in  the  discharge  of  their  duty. 
Therefore,  I  think  every  Constitutional 
lawyer  in  the  House,  at  all  events,  ought 
to  express  in  some  way  his  opinion  as  to 
the  way  in  which  this  new  mode  of  Par- 
liamentary procedure  should  be  met.  I 
have  listened  with  great  attention  to  the 
arguments  on  both  sides.  I  observed 
that  whenever  the  Tories  wish  to  estab- 
lish or  to  introduce  any  new  system  of 
despotism,  they  can  always  rely  upon 
the  aid  of  the  Whigs.  Indeed,  this  is 
one  of  the  greatest  incentives  to  the 
Tories  violating  the  Constitution,  which 
they  are  not  usually  disposed  to  do, 
having  much  more  regard  in  their 
political  proceedings  for  the  Constitution 
than  the  Whigs.  I  notice  that  they 
never  evade  the  Constitution  that  they 
do  not  reckon  upon  Whig  support. 
Accordingly,  when  they  come  forward 
to-day  to  support  this  step,  which  I 
humbly  regard  as  an  unconstitutional 
proceeding,  they  have  every  Whig  pre- 
cedent in  its  favour.  No  one  was  aware 
that  under  the  Administration  of  Lord 
John  Russell,  in  1850,  these  secret  docu- 
ments which  the  right  lion.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to-day 
produces  were  first  invented.  I  was 
extremely  anxious,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  produced  that  extremely  sus- 
picious pamphlet,  that  he  should  favour 
us  with  a  specimen  of  its  contents.  I 
do  not  know  what  it  contains.  We  are 
all  left  in  blissful  ignorance  of  that; 
but  I  am  very  glad  that  the  debate  has 
occurred,  if  for  no  other  purpose  than 
that  it  will  let  the  public  know  that  in 
the  Whig  Administration  of  1850  there 
was  first  devised  a  system  of  espionage 
on  the  Members  of  this  House.  That 
system  is  perfectly  dishonourable,  in  my 
judgment,  and  disgraceful  to  the  Ad- 
ministration of  that  day,  because  nobody 
knows  what  particular  light  he  figures 
in  in  that  volume.  The  right  lion.  Gen- 
tleman has  not  favoured  us  with  a 
specimen  of  the  last  thing  the  Whigs 
have  invented.  We  are  asked  to-day 
to  support  what  I  cannot  characterize  ia 
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sufficiently  strong  language,  but  what  I 
must  protest  against  as  a  system  cal- 
culated to  interfere  with  hon.  Members 
in  the  due  discharge  of  their  duties. 
We   do  not  know  the  words    written 
down.     Wo  cannot  tell  what  comments 
may  be  made.     We  do  not  know  what 
the  reports  are.     We  have  no  informa- 
tion, and  we  can  have  no  knowledge  of 
the  spirit  of  the  reporter.     We  cannot 
tell  whether  he  takes  down  word  for 
word,  or  whether  he  gives  what  he  be- 
lieves to  be  the  substance  of  the  speech. 
This  reporting  is  calculated  to  excite  a 
species  of  terrorism  in  the  minds  of  hon. 
Members,  for  they  know  not  what  may 
be  produced  afterwards  against  them, 
if  you,  Sir,  should  be  called  again  before 
a  Committee  to  decide  what  should  be 
the  punishment  for  obstruction.     When 
the  Divorce  Bill  was  first  introduced, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  (Mr.   Gladstone)   is  re- 
ported to  have  said  that  he  had  the  very 
strongest  objection  to  its  provisions,  and 
that  he  was  prepared  to  take  a  Division 
upon  every  clause,  every  section,  nay, 
upon  every  line  and  word  of  the  Bill. 
If  that  is  not  obstruction  calculated  to 
bring  this  House  into  contempt,  I  do  not 
know  what  is.     Irish  Members  have 
not  gone  so  far  as  that,  nor  within  100 
miles  near  it,  and  yet  they  are  universally 
denounced  by  speakers  and  newspaper 
writers  as  though  they  were  the  greatest 
nuisances  and  the  worst  obstructionists 
ever  known.     In  justice  to  thoso  Mem- 
bers representing  Irish  constituencies, 
they  ought  to  protest  against  this  lan- 
guage being  used  to  them.     The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  not  advanced 
any  argument  against  those  introduced 
by  the  Proposer  and  Seconder.     There 
is  no  doubt  whatever  that  all  precedent 
is  against  the   employment  of  private 
reporters  by  anybody.     The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
thought  he  had  established  a  very  great 
point,  when  he   said  that  the  circum- 
stances differed  very  essentially  from  the 
circumstances  of   the    time  when  the 
various  precedents  were  laid  down  which 
were  quoted  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Pamell).     He  said,  in  the 
days  of  the  Tudors  and   the  Stuarts, 
that  it  was  necessary  to  prevent  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  from  being  intimi- 
dated, and  that,  therefore,  the  House 
was  exceedingly  jealous  of  its   Privi- 
leges.   I  quite  believe  that;  but  there 
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is  another  kind  of  tyranny,  which  may 
be  just  as  powerfully  exercised  over 
Members  of  the  House,  in  their  ParHa- 
mentary  character,  as  that  of  the  Tudon 
and  the  Stuarts— and  that  is,  the  tyranny 
of  an  overwhelming  majority,  who  may 
be  led  by  their  Leaders  to  do  an  act  <n 
quite  as  much  injustice.  When  the 
word  **  terrorism  "  was  used,  it  was  very 
well  used,  for  we  have  observed  nothing 
but  a  threat  of  unknown  punishments, 
which  are  held,  like  the  sword  of 
Damocles,  over  the  heads  of  the  Irish 
Members,  for  endeavouring  to  amend  as 
bad  a  Bill  as  was  ever  presented  to  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  shall  support  the 
Motion,  Sir,  not  from  any  want  of 
respect  for  you,  but  because  I  think  this 
is  a  dangerous  course  for  us  to  enter 
upon,  and  because  we  are  told  by  those 
who  are  best  calculated  to  give  an 
opinion  that  it  is  likely  to  operate  as 
terrorism.  When,  therefore,  the  hon. 
Member  for  JMeath  goes  to  a  Division,  I 
shall  be  found  in  the  same  Lobby. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN :  I  am  sorry  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  evaded 
the  issue  raised  by  the  Eesolution 
before  the  House.  That  proposes  to  con- 
demn an  act,  the  Amendment  to  praise 
a  man.  That  is  not  the  way  in  which  so 
grave  a  Parliamentary  issue  ought  to  be 
met,  if  it  is  met  at  all,  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  The  act  proposed  to  be 
condemned  is  one  which  is  to  be  dealt 
with  according  to  the  customs  and 
usages  of  Parliament.  If,  upon  that 
view,  it  can  be  defended,  let  it  be  de- 
fended ;  and  if  it  is  to  be  tried  and  con- 
demned on  such  an  issue,  let  it  be 
condemned.  What  has  this  Motion  to 
do  with  praising  an  individual  ?  I  feel, 
and  I  think  many  others  do  the  same, 
that  they  are  free  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, and  yet  to  vote  for  the  Besolution ; 
and  I  say,  candidly,  that  I  should  have 
voted  for  the  Resolution  in  an  infinitely 
stronger  form  than  that  in  which  it  is 
before  the  House  of  Commons.  It  is  a 
common  and  shallow  line  of  argument 
to  represent  an  opponent  as  making  a 
personal  attack,  and  then,  if  that  charge 
is  resented,  to  say  he  is  hauling  down  his 
flag.  To-day  we  have  the  snare  set 
before  our  face;  but  surely  this  is  un- 
dignified when  our  liberties  are  on  their 
trial,  to  descend  to  mere  flattery  of  the 
Speaker,  who  is  listening  to  them  in  the 
Chair.  I  shall  deal  with  all  this  in  a 
sentence  and  pass  it  by,  because  I  acom 
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to  call  it  arguxaent.     There  is  none  in  ' 
this  Besolution.     I  think  I  can  speak 
kr  my  Friends  present,  when  I  say  that 
Teimpoga  not  your  sense  of  justice,  in- 
toffrity,  and  impartiality,  but  an  error  of 
judgment  by  committing  an  act  which  is 
Yithout  precedent  in  the  annals  of  this 
House,  and  is  dangerous  to  the  liberties 
of  debate.    Let  us  see  exactly  how  Her 
Majesty's  Qoyemment  deal  with  it,  and 
how  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
Sadnor  Boroughs,    at  their  command, 
regards  it.    If  they  have  searched  the 
records  for  precedents,  they  have  nothing 
to  sabstantiate  the  position  taken  up  by 
Her  Majesty's  Qt>Yemment,  who  were 
brought  into  Office  very  largely  by  the 
persistent  policy  of  obstruction  which 
certain  of  their  Members  pursued  to- 
vards  the  late  Government.     Having 
rewarded  those  professional  obstructors 
of  Oovemment  measures  with  office  and 
a  seat  on  the  Treasury  Bench,  they  now 
come  down  and  wince  under  the  treat- 
ment which  they  themselves  employed 
towards  the  Army  Purchase  Bill  and  the 
Irish  Church  Act.      I  concede  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who,  for  what  he 
has  done,  has  been  made  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  L^and,  the  right  to  do  that 
which  he  has  done.     Indeed,  I  have 
ne?er  challenged  it ;  but  when  he  comes 
into  Office  a  cry  is  raised  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers because  we  offer  resistance  to  the 
mischievous  and  obnoxious  propositions 
of  the  Treasury  Bench.     I  say  that  we 
are  in  our  right  in  doing  that  which  we 
believe  to  be  vital  to  the  interests  of  the 
country,  and  availing  ourselves  of  those 
means  which  the  wisdom  of  our  ancestors 
proyided,  for  a  minority  fighting  in  do- 
fence  of  public  liberty.     This  line  of 
conduct  which  we  follow  has  been  recog- 
nized for  years,  and  it  must  now  be 
taken  into  consideration  in  connection 
with  the  threats  of  imprisonment  or  ex- 
pulsion from  this  House,  which  we  are 
told  are  now  being  considered,  in  order 
to  silence  the  legitimate  opposition  of 
Members  of  this  House.    The  fact  that 
certain  Members  have  spoken  so  many 
times  is  to  be  made  a  ground  for  an  in- 
dictment.   How  is  it  to  be  substantiated  ? 
The  public  records  ought  to  supply  it. 
We   pay     thousands     a-year   to    Mr. 
Hansard  for  a  faithful  record  of  our  pro- 
ceedings, and,  surely,  upon  that  record 
Her  lujesty's  Government  might  elect 
to  proceed,  or  threaten  to  proceed,  to- 
Vttdfl  imprisonment  or  expulsion  from 


this  Assembly.  But  what  is  the  course 
adopted  to  obtain  evidence?  If  the 
mind  is  not  free,  the  Member  is 
not  free,  and  his  Icmguage  is  not 
independent.  In  such  a  state  of  things 
the  Government  have  made  five  in- 
effectual attempts  to  grasp  a  Member 
of  this  House,  with  a  view  to  punish- 
ing him.  They  have  made  a  spring  upon 
the  indicated  prey;  but  it  has  eluded 
their  grasp,  for  the  Treasury  Bench 
was  wrong,  and  he  was  right.  Again 
and  again  the  Minister  has  made  a 
spring  upon  him,  to  punish  and  expel 
Mm,  and  once  more  he  has  found  the 
President  against  him,  and  that  it  was 
a  Minister  who  was  in  disorder,  and 
that  the  victim  was  actually  within  Order. 
In  this  state  of  things,  we  find  an  official 
in  that  part  of  the  House  set  apart  for 
Members  of  the  House  as  an  official  act, 
for  that  is  the  difference  between  him 
and  the  Clerk  at  the  Table,  making  a 
secret  and  a  surreptitious  record  of  the 
proceedings  of  this  House.  Is  it  honest 
to  threaten  Members  in  this  way  ?  We 
cannot  tell  what  the  record  is.  There 
seems  to  be  a  sort  of  tally  or  score  of 
the  rising  and  sitting  down  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers. It  is  not  a  faithful  short-hand 
report.  What  it  is  nobody  can  say,  for 
it  is  taken  without  the  previous  know- 
ledge and  assent  of  this  House.  If  you 
thought  it  right  forthoHouseof  Commons 
to  have  a  more  perfect  record  than  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table  takes,  it  would  have 
been  within  your  province  to  announce  to 
the  House  what  you  thought  desirable. 
Instead  of  that,  we  find  this  gentleman 
there  taking  these  Notes.  I  say,  if  this 
had  happened  in  the  time  of  Pym  or 
Hampdon,  someone  would  have  been 
sent  to  the  Tower  to-day.  I  say  that  a 
man  would  have  put  himself  in  serious 
peril  if,  in  the  reign  of  either  Charles 
or  James,  any  Member  of  this  House 
had  stationed  an  official  in  the  Gallery 
to  spy  on  the  proceedings  and  to  get  a 
secret  and  surreptitious  record  of  them. 
Where  is  this  record  ?  We  declare  that 
it  is  without  precedent.  Now,  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  warn  the  House  of  Commons 
that  there  is  never  a  time  when  it  is 
more  necessary  to  be  deliberate  and 
calm  than  when  you  are  about  to  step 
forward  to  indict  punishment  upon  any 
Member  of  the  House.  That  is  just  the 
time  when  this  House  ought  to  be  free 
from  excitement,  or  anger,  or  irritation. 
Above  all,  if  you  are  intending  to  menace 
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with  expulsion  or  penal  consequences 
any  Member  of  this  House,  you  will 
deprive  the  act  of  all  moral  weight  in 
the  country,  and  of  all  real  substantial 
force  in  the  House,  unless  you  take  your 
proceedings  towards  him  fairly,  openly, 
and  with  notice  to  him  of  what  you  are 
going  to  do.  You  have  no  right  to  go 
secretly  behind  his  back  and  mako  up  a 
record  against  him.  I  warn  you.  Gen- 
tlemen— [*' Order,  order!"] — I  warn 
this  House,  Mr.  Speaker,  and  I  rejoice 
to  find  hon.  Members  are  so  careful  of 
the  rules  of  debate — I  warn  the  House 
of  Commons,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  remember 
that  this  Institution  is  destined  to  last 
for  hundreds  of  j'ears,  as  it  has  come 
down  to  us  for  centuries  before,  and  let 
us  not  purchase,  by  a  sacrifice  of  any  of 
the  liberties  of  this  House,  the  momen- 
tary gratification  of  a  triumph  over  a 
minority  so  small.  You  may  strike  down 
a  few  Members  who  are  troublesome  to 
the  Government,  not  to  the  House  ;  you 
may  strike  them  down,  you  may  fetter 
them,  you  may  silence  them ;  but  please 
recollect,  Mr.  Speaker,  that  as  long  as 
they  entrench  themselves  behind  the 
precedents,  usages,  and  customs  of  this 
House,  they  are  in  a  position  which  you 
cannot  assail  without  disaster  to  the 
country  at  large.  Therefore,  I  say  to- 
night, if  this  be,  as  wo  declare  it  to  be, 
an  act  which  cannot  be  fortified  by  re- 
ference to  precedent;  if  it  is  an  act 
which  would  have  been  resented  in  the 
days  when  the  liberties  of  this  House 
were  fought  for  at  peril  to  life  and  limb  ; 
it  behoves  us,  for  the  sake  of  the  future 
which  comes  after  us,  that  this  shall  be 
no  precedent,  and  shall  meet  with  the 
prompt  repudiation  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  I  hope  the  House  will  un- 
derstand me.  I  desire  to  impeach,  in  the 
strongest  language  consonant  with  the 
highest  personal  respect  for  j-ou.  Sir, 
the  correctness,  in  a  Parliamentary  sense, 
of  the  course  of  procedure  which  you 
have  adopted.  I  desire  to  be  under- 
stood as  offering  against  that  act  my 
solemn  and  most  vehement  protest,  be- 
lieving, as  I  do,  that  it  must  bo  fatal  in 
the  end  in  establishing  a  precedent. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY:  Mr. 
Speaker,  I  think  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  has  placed  some  Members  of 
the  House  in  a  considerable  difficulty  by 
the  courso  he  has  taken.  I  ag^ee  with 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
for  Louth    (Mr.  Sullivan)  in  thinking 
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that  he  has  not  fairly  met  the  practical 
question  before  the  House.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  proposes  to  get 
out  of  his  difficulty  by  moving  a  Vote 
of  Confidence  in  yourself.  I  have  only 
to  say,  Sir,  that  I  should  join  with  the 
utmost  sincerity  in  voting  that  confidence 
in  you.  Upon  the  other  hand,  we  have 
before  us  a  definite  Hesolution,  a  de- 
finite declaration ;  not  referring  to  your 
general  conduct,  but  to  one  precise  act 
of  which  it  is  intended  to  complain. 
The  Resolution  proposed  by  my  hon. 
Friend  is,  in  plain  words — that  an  act 
has  been  done  without  precedent,  and 
that  it  is,  therefore,  open  to  objection. 
I,  for  one,  feel  morally  coerced  to  give 
my  vote  in  favour  of  that  Resolution. 
At  the  same  time,  if  tho  House  will 
allow  mo  to  say  so,  I  should  be  perfectly 
willing,  and  I  should  rejoice,  to  join  with 
tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  de- 
claring my  fullest  confidence  in  the  im- 
partiality, the  justice,  and  the  honour  of 
Mr.  Speaker.  Tho  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  began  liis  speech  in  a  man- 
ner which  seemed  very  like  trifling 
with  a  great  question.  He  began  by  a 
panegyric  on  Mr.  Speaker,  which  we  all 
must  endorse.  Ho  then  went  on  to  say 
that  Mr.  Speaker  had  always  been  so 
just,  and  impartial,  and  kind  to  us,  that, 
therefore,  it  was  our  business  to  support 
him  on  all  conceivable  occasions.  It  is 
not  in  that  way,  by  an  interchange  of 
courtesy  and  kindness,  that  I  feel  bound 
to  support  the  Speaker  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  It  is,  of  course,  our  duty  to 
support  him.  It  is  a  necessary  condition 
of  the  Business  of  this  House  and  of  the 
discharge  of  all  Public  Business,  that 
we  should  lend  him  our  habitual  and 
steady  support.  This,  however,  is  merely 
a  question  of  whether,  in  one  single  in- 
stance, a  certain  act  done  was  or  was  not 
according  to  precedent,  and  is  or  is  not 
open  to  objection?  Tho  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  apparently,  had  not 
quite  made  up  his  mind  as  to  tho  charac- 
ter, of  tho  act.  I  remember  that  Lord 
Palmerston,  descnbing  in  one  of  his 
letters  a  certain  debate  in  this  House,  in 
which  several  distinguished  Gentlemen 
took  part,  gives  great  praise  to  some  of 
them,  but  singles  out  one  or  two,  and 
quietly  observ'cs  that  thoso  hon.  Gentle- 
men, having  no  clear  idea  in  their 
minds,  conveyed  no  clear  idea  to  the 
House.  It  seems  to  mo  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  tho  Exchequer,  on  thisoccasiony 
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liad  no  dear  idea  of  the  purpose  of  the 
act  of  which  we  are  complaining,  and, 
therefore,  has  failed  to  convey  any  idea 
to  the  Honse.    He  spoke  of  it,  over  and 
oyer  again,  as  if  it  were  some  new  and 
happy  device  for  having  better  records 
of  the  debates  of  this  House.     He  said 
of  some  of  my  hon.  Friends  near  me — 
''These  are  the  gentlemen  who  asked 
for  fuller  reports,  and  yet  they  object  to 
the  publicity  which  would  surely  bring 
on  them   all  the  praise  they  desired." 
Why,  Mr.  Speaker,  to  have  heard  that 
argument,  one  would  have  supposed  you 
had  discovered  some  new  and  valuable 
method  of  publishing  our  debates,  of 
trumpeting  them  to  the  end  of  the  world 
—of  placarding  any  great  speech  made  in 
this  House  at  Charing  Cross.     I  will  ask 
any  hon.  Member  whether  that  is  the 
nature   of   the  proceedings    taken,    or 
whether  this  is  merely  a  new  way  of 
keeping  a  clearer  and  more  precise  re- 
cord of  all  the  speeches  delivered  here  ? 
I  would  appeal  to  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite,   and  ask,   whether  the  ringing 
cheers  with   which   they  g^eted  some 
part  of  the  debate  last  night,  the  amount 
of  emotion  and  even  of  passion  which 
they  displayed,  were  really  called  up  by 
the  discovery  that  some  new  plan  had 
been  invented  for  keeping  a  record  of 
our  debates  ?   I  need  not  appeal  to  them. 
I  can  appeal  to  a   higher  authority — 
yourself,  Sir.     You  yourself.  Sir,  the 
other  day,  made  a  statement  of  the  pur- 
poses of  this  new  arrangement,   very 
different  from  that  in  which  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  tried  to  make 
us  believe  he  really  oelieved.    In  your 
explanation,  you  distinctly  stated  that 
this  new  device  had  reference  to  certain 
difficulties  raised  to  the  passing  of  a 
particular  measure    in    the  House   of 
Commons.      Yet,   to    have    heard  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  one  would 
suppose  that  Mr.  Speaker  had  nothing 
better  to  do  in  his  leisure  than  to  fill  his 
mind  with  records,  carefully  prepared, 
of  all  the  speeches  made  on  the  Army 
Discipline  and  Regulation  Bill,  and  to 
read  them  for  his  own  personal  edifica- 
tion. You,  Mr.  Speaker,  have  distinctly 
explained  that,  and  have  put  aside  any 
attempt  to  put  an   erroneous  delusive 
colour  on  the  action  itself.  This  is,  then, 
distinctly    some     new    practice    to    be 
adopted  with  reference  to  an  alleged  new 
procedure  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  thing  itself  is  new ;  it  is  without 


example  or  precedent,  and  it  has  direct 
reference  to  some  measure  to  be  intro- 
duced for  the  purpose  of  making  a 
change  in  the  Business  arrangements  of 
the  House  of  Commons.  Is  it  wonder- 
ful that  hon.  Members  take  alarm  at 
the  way  in  which  it  was  introduced  ?  It 
may  be  that  the  House  may  be  pleased 
to  alter  the  arrangement  of  its  Business. 
We  have  heard  a  great  deal  of  talk  about 
obstruction.  We  hear  so  much  talk,  in- 
deed, of  it,  that  the  very  denunciation  of 
obstruction  becomes  an  instrument  and 
an  agent  of  obstruction.  Almost  as  much 
time  is  taken  up  in  denouncing  it  as  is 
spent  in  promoting  it — if  anybody  is 
really  purposely  carrying  it  on.  I  am 
not  going  to  discuss  that  question.  I 
am  content  to  know  that  I  have  never 
taken  any  part  in  it,  and  really  do  not 
believe  that  there  is  any  Member  in  this 
House  who  is  influenced  by  a  mere  de- 
sire to  obstruct  its  Business,  or  who 
would  wish  to  postpone  any  particular 
Motion  without  a  definite  and  legitimate 
purpose.  Let  it  be  observed,  also,  that 
this  obstruction  is  not  quite  so  new  an 
act  as  hon.  Members  suppose.  I  do  not 
think  I  can  quite  agree  with  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  in  awarding  the 
merit  of  that  invention  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. Long  before  he  had  the  chance  of 
gladdening  the  debates  of  this  House 
obstruction  was  a  constantly  employed 
and  constantly  denounced  weapon  of 
warfare.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  (Mr.  G'Donnell)  spoko  of  the 
Reform  Bill  introduced  by  Lord  John 
Russell  in  1860.  That  was,  indeed, 
admittedly  crowded  out  by  the  mass 
of  Amendments  poured  in,  not  from 
the  Opposition  for  the  most  part,  but 
from  the  luke-warm  Liberals  behind 
the  Ministerial  Benches.  But  there  was 
then  another  form  of  obstruction,  which, 
I  am  happy  to  say,  we  have  not  seen  in 
recent  times — corporal  or  physical  ob- 
struction. I  remember  perfectly  well, 
on  one  occasion,  that  an  attempt  was 
organized  to  count  the  House  in  the 
middle  of  that  debate,  and  that  a  g^eat 
number  of  energetic  Conservative  Gen- 
tlemen went  outside,  and  endeavoured, 
by  sheer  force  and  personal  strength,  to 
keep  Liberal  Members  from  getting  back 
to  their  places.  An  hon.  Gentleman, 
whom  I  do  not  now  see  in  his  place,  a 
weU-known  Member  of  the  Conservative 
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Party  who  sits  below^  the  Gangway,  had 
then  the  distinction  of  being  complained 
of  to  your  Predecessor,  by  an  hon.  Gen- 
tleman now  a  Judge  in  this  land,  who 
declared  that  he  interposed  his  consider- 
able bulk  between  him  and  the  door,  and 
so  prevented  him  from  coming  in.  That  is 
only  one  species  of  tho  obstruction  which 
has  always  been  a  more  or  less  recog- 
nized, and  much  complained  of,  weapon 
in  Parliamentary  warfare.  Those  who 
wish  to  push  a  Bill  through  naturally 
complain  of  those  who  obstruct  it ;  and 
those  who  object  to  a  measure  are  only 
too  happy  to  use  some  obstruction 
themselves,  or  encourage  others  to  adopt 
it.  I  remember  that  in  this  House, 
some  years  ago,  an  hon.  Gentleman, 
who  is  now  the  Governor  of  a  Colony, 
used  to  divide  the  House  again  and 
again,  with  a  small  band  of  four  or 
five  Members,  until,  indeed,  the  sun 
shone  in  on  these  windows,  in  order  to 
defeat  a  measure  to  wliich  he  was  op- 
posed, and  he  was  an  honoured  Member 
of  the  Conservative  Party.  It  may  be 
that  a  proposal  will  be  made  for  restrict- 
ing in  some  way  tho  liberty  of  debate 
and  the  rights  of  minorities ;  but  I  trust 
that  no  such  attempt  ever  will  be  made, 
and  that  if  made  that  there  will  be 
sufficient  public  spirit  in  the  House  to 
rosist  any  such  change  in  our  legis- 
lation. If  it  ever  is  to  bo  attempted, 
if  that  most  serious  change — more  sen- 
ous  than  any  j'et  introduced  in  our  time 
— should  ever  be  sought  for,  it  ought  to 
be  done  fairty,  openly,  and  deliberately, 
and  every  proceeding  or  act,  however 
small,  that  leads  up  to  it  should  be 
done  with  tlio  full  knowledge  of  the 
]Iouse,  and  in  the  full  light  of  open  day, 
th.'it  not  only  the  House  but  the  public 
at  largo  may  know  the  importance  of  it. 
Let  me  venture  on  one  illustration  of  tho 
danger  of  overbearing  a  small  mino- 
rity, taken  from  the  history  of  another 
country,  and  on  the  statement  of  a  great 
man  who  died  some  two  years  ago — M. 
Thiers.  He  has  left  on  record  that  if 
tho  French  Chamber  could  but  have  had 
48  hours'  more  debate,  48  hours'  more  of 
speech-making  and  discussion,  the  un- 
liappy  war  with  Prussia  would  never  have 
been  commenced.  He  declared,  as  a  mere 
statement  of  fact,  that  tho  explanations 
extorted  from  the  Government  would 
have  so  opened  the  eyes  of  the  people, 
and  so  changed  the  condition  of  affairs, 
that  no  Ministers  would  have  dared  to 
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venture  upon  a  war  in  the  face  of  Bach 
admissions ;  but  the  small  minority  were 
crushed  by  tho  Parliamentary  system 
existing  in  that  country,  and  at  a  certain 
time  the  triumphant  majority  overbore 
them.  Well,  for  a  time,  they  had  their  tri- 
umph ;  but  that  triumph  brought  France 
to  temporary  ruin.     I  do  not  think  any 
such  terrible  emergency  will  arise  in  onr 
time,  or  in  any  time,  in  this  countiy ; 
but  in  making  our  arrangements  as  to 
the  Business  of  this  House,  we  must  not 
make  them  merely  and  solely  in  prepara- 
tion for  the  life  we  arc  accustomed  to, 
but  they  must  be  adapted  to  stand  the 
strain  of  a  great  difficulty  to  bear  the 
burden  of  some  sudden  national  crisis. 
At  all  events,  it  is  certain  that  such  a 
change  will  call  fnr  serious  and  solemn 
debate,  and  that  nothing  can  be  more 
dangerous  than  to  have  any  proceedings 
leading  up  to  it  suddenly  sprung  upon 
the  House  as  a  mere  surprise.     There- 
fore, I  cannot   help  thinking  that  the 
House  has  some  reason  to  complain  of 
this  act,  however  insignificant   or  nn- 
important    in    itself,    which   has   been 
lately   done.     I    do    not    wonder  that 
certain  Members  in  especial  have  taken 
it  up   with   a  greater  sense  of  alarm 
than    the    House    in    general.     Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  do  not  trouble  them- 
selves much  about  the  future,  and  are 
not  even  deeply  concerned  in  the  actual 
measures  now  going  on.     I  think  it  is 
rather  unfortunate  that  that  phrase — 
the  Business  of  the  House — should  be 
so  often  used  as  to  lead  Members  away 
from  a  true  sonse  of  their  public  duty. 
Tlio  Business   of  tho  House  is  not  to 
push    legislation    through    at    express 
speed,  but  to  have  Bills  carefully  and 
steadily  prepared  and  made  perfect ;  and 
if,  in  the  course  of  that  work,  there  is 
more  delay  than  the  patience  of  hon. 
Members  can  sometimes  bear,  I  would 
ask  them,  fairly,  is  it  not  better  to  put 
up  with  that  than  to  imperil  tho  rights 
of  however  small  a  minority  in  the  House  ? 
The  great  pride  and  characteristic  of  the 
EngUsli  Parliament  has  been  that  no 
overbearing    majority  can   silence  the 
minority,  and  this  I  trust  will  always  be 
its  chief  distinction  and  its  gloiy.    Bat 
if  there  is  a  change  to  be  made,  it  must 
be  made  solemnly  and  seriously,  and 
must  not  be  in  the  nature  of  a  surprise. 
I  believe  that  this  act  is  without  pre- 
cedent, and    is    part  of  the  intentioa 
of  some  of  Her  Majesty's  Miniatento 
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ro  on  to  fortlier  legislation  trencliing 
)n  the  liberties  of  the  minority  and  on 
he  rights  of  free  speech.  I,  therefore, 
eel  morally  compelled  to  support  the 
illation ;  although  I  should,  at  the 
ame  time,  feel  the  greatest  readiness  in 
ixpressing  the  fullest  and  most  complete 
onfidence  in  the  justice  and  fairness  of 
ill.  Speaker. 

Mb.  hop  wood  :  Sir,  I  always  show 
die  greatest  respect  for  all  I  have  ever 
heard  you  say ;  but  feelings  of  even 
iSBctionate  regard  for  you  should  not 
^de  us  in  this  matter.  I  do  wish  there 
vas  an  intermediate  course  by  which 
we  could  bear  our  unfeigned  testimony 
to  your  conduct  in  that  Chair  and  in 
every  relation  of  life,  and  yet  say  that 
ve  think  that  the  course  you  have 
recently  adopted  should  not  be  con- 
dnned.  [''Divide,  divide!"]  I  must 
say  that  I  hope  the  convictions  of  hon. 
(rentlemen  will  not  lead  them  to  in- 
terfere with  the  convictions  of  other 
hon.  Gentlemen.  This  is  so  painful  a 
ground  that  we  now  take  that  we  are 
not  likely  to  have  done  it  lightly,  and 
we  do  not  desire  to  be  longer  about  it 
than  is  absolutely  necessary.  The  affir- 
matioQ  we  make  is  that  this  course  is 
without  precedent,  and  that  if  it  is  with- 
out precedent  it  is  dangerous  to  the  Pri- 
vileges of  the  House.  I  think  nobody 
can  contend  that  it  is  not  new  in  prin- 
ciple, and  if  it  bo  out  of  our  power  to 
ascertain  or  control  it  before  it  is  done, 
it  ig  dangerous  and  subversive  of  our 
Privileges.  I  go  that  length,  although 
my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Meath 
iMr.  Pamell)  may  have  withdrawn  those 
vords.  I  regret  extremely  that  the 
ight  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
jreenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  should  have 
innied  that  taunt  upon  us  with  all  the 
Mwerof  language  with  which  he  always 
ippeals  to  his  hearers.  For  the  first 
ime  in  my  political  life  the  sound  of  his 
"oioe  brought  no  pleasure  to  me,  be- 
anse  I  thought  ne  was  perpetrating 
A  nnfaimess  which  was  below  the  level 
f  his  very  high  position  and  talents. 
fot  one  of  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
Ave  advocated  the  Amendment  seemed 
'  me  to  state  anything  worthy  of  no- 
£e  as  an  arguixient.  On  the  right  and 
B  the  left  the  advocacy  is  bas^  upon 
Almost  say  ib  not  quite  candid — 
>  A  pretence,  forsooth,  that  this  was 
ouans  resQiiod  to  to  secure  a  fuller 
BOttni  of  oar  debates  and  proceedings. 


You,  Sir,  never  put  it  on  that  ground. 
Everyone  knows  you   are  incapable  of 
anything  like  equivocation,  and  you  have 
put  it  upon  this  ground — that  you  want 
these   facts  for  your  own  information 
and  for  the  service  of  the  House,  a  mo- 
tive we  all  recognize  ;  but  is  it  so  defined 
in  the  plea  now  put  forward?    Thoy 
admit  it  is  without  precedent,  and  then, 
forsooth,  when  wo  refer  to  the  precedents 
and  the  language  held  in  former  days, 
they  tell  us,  in  nearly  so  many  words, 
that  these  are  musty  precedents,  and  are 
not  at  all  to  guide  and  direct  our  rela- 
tions.    Musty  precedents,  indeed,  is  the 
language.  Is  the  lan^age  of  your  noble 
Predecessor  who  said — **  I  have  no  eyes 
to  see,  and  no  ears  to  hear,  anything  the 
House  does  not  allow  me  to  see  and  to 
hear  " — do  they  mean  to  say  that  that 
is  a  musty  precedent?    If  it  is  one  at 
all,  it  proves  our  case.     We  maintain 
that    the    Speaker   has    no    power  of 
originating  anything.     Is  that  an  ori- 
gination ?    Who  can  doubt  it  ?  Can  the 
same  power   place  a  detective  in  that 
Gallery  to  watch  the  movements  of  par- 
ticular  Members   of   Parliament?    In 
what  does  that  differ  ?    You  appoint  a 
Clerk.     What  is  he  to  watch?    You 
are  informed ;  and  when  we  inquire  who 
has  done  this  thing,  then  wo  are  told 
it  is  by  the  order  and  direction  of  the 
Speaker.     Then  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  actually  defends  it  on  such 
a  ground  as  this— 'that  Mr.  Speaker  is, 
forsooth,  a  Member  of  every  Committee, 
and  may  be  present  if  he  likes  and  take 
a  note  of  everything  that  goes  on.   Who 
denies  that  ?  Why  condescend  to  such  an 
ordinary  truism,  such  a  Parliamentary 
truism  ?     How  does  it  advance  the  dis- 
cussion ?     All  this  proves  to  mo  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  feel 
that  there  is  a  difficulty  in  straightfor- 
wardly defending  what  has  been  done. 
I  wish,  Sir,  you  had  risen  in  your  place 
and  said — '*  I  find  what  I  have  ordered 
has   given  occasion  for  some  remark, 
and  I  have  consequently  directed  its  dis- 
continuance."      I   believe  that  would 
have  satisfied  the  whole  of  the  House, 
and  that  many  who  wiU  vote  for  the 
Amendment  would  have  been  glad  to 
have  been  saved  the  necessity.  I  should 
have  been  glad  to  be  spared  the  necessity 
of  making  any  remark.     Every  Mem- 
ber must  speak  for  himself  ;  but  I  think 
that  as  no   one  has  said,   no  one  can 
say,  that  it  is  a  wise  act  on  the  part  of 
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the  Chief  of  the  House  to  place  some- 
body to  take  a  note  of  what  its  Mem- 
Lers  do,  and  that  for  an  avowed  pur- 
pose, and  in  connection  with  a  notorious 
assumption  that  some  hon.  Members  of 
the  IIouso  are  supposed  to  liave  prac- 
tised obstruction  in  the  discussion  of  a 
most  faulty  Kill.  Does  it  not  imperil 
Mr.  Speaker's  position  as  the  man  we 
are  all  under,  who  is  set  above  us  to 
decide  in  calm  impartiality  between  us, 
of  every  Party  or  section  of  a  Party, 
and  on  whom  the  obscurest  Home  Ruler 
or  the  humblest  individual  ought  to  be 
able  to  rely  for  fairness?  Oh!  Mr. 
Speaker,  it  does  seem  to  me  that  this 
])roceeding  is  a  dangerous  one  for  which 
I  am  sorry,  for  wliich  I  think  by  this 
time  3'ou  are  sorry,  and  I  am  sure  the 
inmost  conscience  and  heart  of  the 
House  cannot  and  will  not  support  it. 

Sir  GEORGE  BOWYER:  I  liave 
abstained  from  taking  any  part  in  these 
painful  proceedings,  because  I  cannot 
concur  witli  the  views  of  hon.  Members 
opposite  with  whom  I  act  sometimes. 
[An  hon.  Member  :  Sometimes  I]  I  act 
with  them  when  I  think  they  are  right ; 
and  I  abstain  from  acting  with  them 
when  I  tliink  they  are  wrong.  1  think 
on  the  present  occasion  they  have  made 
a  false  step,  which  will  be  injurious  to 
the  influence  of  the  Irish  Members  in 
this  House.  I  maintain  that  the  whole 
nf  our  I*arliamentary  procedure  depends 
upon  the  respect  paid  to  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  if  that  is  in  any  way  diminished  or 
impaired,  it  may  be  fatal  to  Parlia- 
mentary government  in  this  country. 
Anybody  wlio  has  read  history,  or 
attended  to  precedent,  will  see  there 
are  a  verv  few  cases  in  which  a  Resolu- 
tion  has  been  moved,  aimed  at  Mr. 
►Speaker,  and  it  has  only  been  done  under 
the  gravest  circumstances.  Mr.  Speaker 
is  mucli  more  than  the  servant  of  this 
House.  He  is  the  President  of  this  illus- 
trious Senate.  Sir  Erskine  May,  whom 
everyone  acknowledges  as  an  authorit}', 
very  well  sums  up  this  matter  when  ho 
says — **  Ho  is  the  representative  of  the 
House  itself,  its  powers,  its  proceedings, 
and  its  dignities."  What  is  the  occasion 
on  which  this  Resolution  has  been 
moved?  What  has  occurred?  Hon. 
Members  opposite  bad  some  grounds  to 
be  suspiciouB.  They  found  there  was  a 
person  taking  Notes,  of  whose  authority 
to  do  80  they  knew  nothing.  They  had 
a  right  to  make  inquirieSi  and  I  do  not 
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find  fault  with  them  for  bringing  the 
matter  before  the  House.     But  when, 
Sir,  you  told  the  House  that  this  was 
done  by  your  direction  and  for  your  own 
use,  so  that  you  might  be  better  able  to 
perform  your  duties,  the  matter  ought 
to  have  terminated  at  once.     Instead  of 
that,  it  was  carried  on ;  an  attempt  was 
made  to  move  a  Vote  of  Censure  in  a 
hasty  manner,  and  then  a  Resolution  is 
brought  forward,  bringing  the  gravest 
charges  against  Mr.  Speaker — charges 
so  grave  and  so  unfounded  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell)  was 
obliged  to  give  up  part  of  tliem.    He 
maintains  that  what  he  complains  of  is 
unprecedented.  Now,  no  one  has  a  greater 
respect  than  I  have  for  precedents ;  but  it 
is  one  thing  to  be  without  precedents,  and 
quite  another  thing  to  be  acting  against 
precedents.      You  may  require  a  new 
precedent,  and  because  a  certain  thing 
has  not  occurred  before  that  is  no  reason 
why  it  should  not  occur.     If  this  is  un- 
precedented, it  is  not,  therefore,  contraiy 
to  precedent.     But,  from  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Members,  it  might  be  supposed  that 
the  Star  Chamber  was  to  be  revived  and 
Notes  were  to  be  taken  down  secretly 
and  brought   before  the   House.     But 
what  are  the  real  facts  of  the  case  ?    In 
the  Press  Gallery  we   have   Reporters 
who  give  full  reports  of  what  is  going 
on  to   everybody  who  chooses  to  read 
them.      Then  an  ofiicer  took  down  the 
liour  at  which  ^Fembers  rose   and  sat 
down.     Was  not  that  already  sent  from 
the   Cloak  Room   to   all  tho  Clubs  in 
Ltmdon  ?     I  shall  vote  for  the  Amend- 
ment, because  a  charge  is  never  brought 
against  Mr.  S2)eaker  except  for  a  great 
breach   of  Privilege,    and  becauRe  we 
ought  to  show  on  the  Books  of  the  House 
that  wo  had  the  fullest  confidence  in  the 
impartiality  of  Mr.  Speaker. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS :  As  I  propose  to 
support  the  Amendment,  perhaps  the 
House  will  forgive  me,  if  I  state  the 
reasons  which  liavo  led  mo  to  that  con- 
clusion. I  am,  naturally,  very  sorry  to 
differ  with  many  of  those  with  whom  I 
am  very  often  in  association  ;  but  I  can- 
not help  feeling  in  regard  to  tho  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney)  that  the  plea  ho  has  put 
forward,  powerful  as  it  is,  and  calculated 
to  influence — and  I  know  that  it  has 
influenced  the  judgment  of  many  hon. 
Members  on  this  side — that  it  really 
does  set  aside  that  which  is  at  the  bot- 
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torn  of  all  these  proceedines.  He  took 
exception  to  the  fact  that  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  had  asked 
the  House  to  take  into  consideration  the 
circumstances  in  which  the  Business  of 
the  House  was  placed.  My  hon.  Friend 
was,  I  think,  hardly  fair  in  stating  that 
the  noble  Lord  used  that  as  an  argument. 
It  is  not  true  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
pointed  to  that  as  an  argument ;  but  he 
did  allude  to  it,  as  a  matter  which  this 
HoQse  was  bound  to  take  into  considera- 
tion in  forming  a  judgment  upon  the 
action  taken  by  Mr,  Speaker.  I  feel 
that  it  is  the  duty  of  everyone,  and 
especially  of  those  who  were  most  Liberal, 
most  Radical,  and  most  in  love  with 
Parliamentary  government,  to  take  this 
opportunity  of  protesting  in  the  most 
solemn  form  against  the  disgrace  which 
is  being  brought  upon  Parliamentary 
government  by  the  proceedings  to  which 
the  noble  Lord  has  alluded. 

Ma.  CALLAN :  I  rise  to  Order.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jen- 
kins) refers  to  disgrace  being  brought 
on  this  House  by  hon.  Members. 
["Order,  order!"]  He  stated  that 
disgrace  was  being  brought  upon  this 
House  by  the  proceedings  of  certain 
Members.  I  have  to  ask  you,  Sir,  is  it 
in  Order  for  any  Member  to  make  such 
an  assertion  ? 

Mb.  speaker  :  The  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins)  is  in  posses- 
sion of  the  House,  and  I  see  no  reason  to 
interpose.  It  will  be  open  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Callan)  to 
make  any  observation  he  may  think 
proper  in  commenting  upon  his  re- 
marks. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS :  No  doubt,  one 
will  be  subject  to  these  interruptions; 
but  they  wiU  not  deter  me  from  saying 
what  I  feel  it  to  be  my  duty  to  say.  It 
is  a  matter  which  this  House  is  bound 
to  take  into  consideration  in  forftiing 
its  judgment  in  relation  to  the  action  of 
Hr.  Speaker.  It  must  consider  the  state 
to  which  this  House  is  brought  partly 
by  the  action  of  certain  Members — [Mr. 
Pabitell:  Including  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundee.! — and  partly  by  the  weak- 
ness of  its  Ministers.  Surely,  of  all  the 
hon.  Members  who  ought  not  to  inter- 
nipt  me  in  the  observations  I  am  making, 
it  is  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Pamell).  If  the  slightest  sound  is  ever 
fitted  from  the  opposite  Benches  when 
lie  is  speaking,  he  immediately  addresses 


those  Benches  in  a  tone  of  deprecation 
of  such  interference  with  the  liberty  of 
Parliament.  Yet,  when  I  happen  to 
disagree  with  him  upon  one  point,  I  find 
myself  immediately  interrupted.  But, 
to  come  back  to  the  point  before  the 
House,  I  wish  to  ask  the  House  to  con- 
sider really,  after  all,  if  this  is  a  ques- 
tion to  be  governed  entirely  by  prece- 
dent ?  I  am  bound  to  say — and  I  am 
sure.  Sir,  it  will  not  be  misunderstood 
by  you  or  any  Member  of  this  House — 
that  when  this  matter  was  first  brought 
to  the  attention  of  the  House,  and  when 
I  heard  that  a  certain  gentleman  was 
sitting  in  the  Qallery  of  the  House 
taking  these  Notes,  that  the  first  im- 
pression upon  my  mind  was  a  disagree- 
able one,  and  that  I  felt  anything  but 
sure  that  there  might  not  be  some 
ground  for  the  objection  taken  to  it. 
No  sooner,  however,  was  your  explana- 
tion given — and  it  was  a  perfectly  satis- 
factory explanation — than  I  felt  that  the 
object  which  Mr.  Speaker  had  in  view 
was  not  a  mere  espionage  of  this  or  that 
group  of  Members,  but  simply  to 
afford  himself  the  opportunity  of  giving 
that  evidence  which  it  is  indubitable 
will  have  to  be  given  before  dealing 
with  the  manner  in  which  our  Rules 
and  precedents  are  to  be  improved.  It 
seems  to  me  we  are  not  bound  to  go 
back  to  precedent  to  defend  Mr.  Speaker 
in  the  exercise  of  his  private  judgment. 
For  the  purpose  of  enabling  him  to  form 
an  opinion,  he  sets  a  clerk  ^to  perform  a 
duty,  which  is  not,  by  any  means,  a 
duty  of  an  unpleasant  character — a  duty 
which  is  simply  statistical.  [-4  laiiffh.'] 
Hon.  Members  laugh,  because  they 
choose  to  impute  motives  to  Mr.  Speaker. 
[**  No,  no !  "]  If  they  do  not  impute 
motives,  what  is  the  meaning  of  all 
these  proceedings  ?  I  say  this  thing  is 
a  mere  statistical  registration,  which  is 
serving  Mr.  Speaker  fairly  to  initiate  a 
proceeding  of  another  character  without 
any  arrikre  pensie,  I  defend  it.  Sir, 
upon  the  ground  which  you  have  stated, 
and  that  is  simply  that  you  require  this 
for  the  information  of  your  own  mind 
and  for  the  purpose  of  forming  a  judg- 
ment with  relation  to  any  change  which 
may  be  suggested.  [Mr.  Sullivan  : 
Against  whom  ?]  I  say  Mr.  Speaker  is 
justified  by  the  proceedings  which  have 
taken  place  in  this  House,  even  sup- 
posing that  he  had  an  ulterior  motive  in 
taking  the  action  that  he  did.    There* 
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fore,  I  do  not  see  my  way  to  support  the 
proposition,  especially  in  view  of  the 
fact  that  the  Speaker  is  only  the  embodi- 
ment of  the  authority,  but  also  of  the 
dignity  of  this  House,  and  that  we  have 
repeatedly  scon  how  often  it  is  placed 
in  peril  by  the  hon.  Jirembors  who  are 
briuginff  forward  this  Motion. 

Mr.  nUSSF.Y  VIVIAN  :  Sir,  I  rise 
to  make  a  fow  observations  upon  one 
point  especially  dwelt  upon  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Sullivan),  and  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood). 
Those  hon.  and  learned  Gentlemen 
spoke  of  the  protection  which  the  Forms 
of  the  House  afforded  to  a  minority; 
and  I  think  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  particularly  said  *'  that 
they  were  designed  in  order  to  prevent  a 
majority  crushing  a  small  minority." 
Now,  I  suppose,  that  if  there  is  one 
thing  more  dear  than  another  to  English- 
men it  is  tlie  principle  of  being  bound 
by  the  decision  of  the  majority;  but  it 
is  perfectly  well  known,  also,  to  be  an 
essential  principle  of  our  Kules  and  Ue- 
gulations  that  the  same  question  should 
not  be  debated  twice.  If  that  means 
anything,  it  is  that  the  decision  of  the 
House  having  been  once  taken  upon  a 
question,  it  should  not  be  reverted  to 
and  brought  forward  again.  You  can- 
not have  a  more  decisive  affirmation  of 
the  absolute  decision  of  a  majority 
ruling  questions  which  we  bring  forward 
in  this  House.  I  desire  also  to  offer  a 
few  remarks  upon  the  point  which  has 
been  brought  forward  by  hon.  Members 
that  obstruction  was  constantly  resorted 
to  in  former  days  in  this  House.  After 
a  Parliamentary  experience  of  27  years, 
I  can  say,  without  hesitation,  that  I  have 
never  known  obstruction  organized  in 
such  a  manner  to  prevent  the  passage  of 
measures  until  during  the  last  Parlia- 
ment, when  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who 
have  been  alluded  to  took  a  certain 
course  with  regard  to  measures  intro- 
duced by  the  last  Government.  I  fully 
remember  the  very  great  fear  which  I 
entertained  concerning  the  future  Busi- 
ness of  the  House.  I  said,  again  and 
again,  that  we  wore  straining  the  Forms 
of  the  House  in  a  dangerous  manner, 
and  that  it  could  not  otherwise  result 
than  in  very  serious  consequences  to  the 
authority  of  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  very  unfortunate  course  taken  at 
the  period  referred  to  has  been  persisted 
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in  by  hon.  Members,  and  exaggerated 
very  largely  during  the  present  rarlia- 
ment.  We  have  a  great  duty  to  perform 
to  our  country,  and  we  are  sent  here  to 
legislate  for  our  country's  good,  and  it 
is  not  to  be  supposed  that  we  can  so  far 
forget  that  duty  as  to  permit  it  to  be  in- 
terfered with  by  the  obstruction  offered 
to  the  progress  of  the  Business  of  the 
House.     Therefore,  I  do  not  hesitate  to 
warn  hon.  Gentlemen  that  it  will  be  ab- 
solutely necessary  for  the  great  body  of 
the  Members  of  this  House  carefully  to 
consider  in  what  manner  they  will  pre- 
vent the  continuance  of  this  distinct  and 
organized   obstruction  to  the  perform- 
ance of  their  functions  and  the  Business 
of  the  country'.     The  delay  of  measures 
has  now  become  a  science  ;    and  hon. 
Members  in  adopting  that  course  keep 
within  the  Forms  of  the  House  of  which 
they  have   a  perfect   knowledge;  but 
they,  nevertheless,  prevent  the  carrying 
on  of  the  Business  of  the  countr}'.  We 
have  a  large  number  of  Orders  on  the 
Book,  and  yet  the  consideration  of  one 
particular  measure  introduced  by   the 
Grovemment  has  so  taken  up  the  time 
of  Parliament  that  those  charged  with 
the  responsibilities  of  Office  have  found 
it  quite  impossible  to  get  through  their 
Business.  Such  a  state  of  things  cannot 
be  allowed  to  continue.     For  my  own 
part,  I  should  certainly  not  wish  to  Bce 
the  Forms  of  the   House  altered;  but 
some  remedy  must  be  found,  although 
the  form  which  it  will  take  must  be  a 
matter    for  grave    consideration.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Sullivan)  has  stated  that  you,  Sir,  had 
**  secretly  and  surreptitiously"  placed  a 
stranger   in  the  Gallery  to  report  our 
proceedings.    But  that  gentleman  could 
be  seen  from  any  part  of  the   House, 
and,  surely,  it  was  open  to  anyone  to 
observe  that  Notes  were  being  taken. 
Therefore,  I  cannot  think  for  an  instant 
that  the    words    '*  secretly    and     but 
reptitiously "   can  be   applied  to    that 
proceeding.     Sir,  I  can  only  say  that, 
charged  as  you  are  with  the  difficull 
function  of  presiding  over  the  Busineec 
of  the  House,  you  are,  in  my  opinion, 
perfectly  justified  in  the  course  which 
you  have  taken,  inasmuch  as  the  Bnlec 
and  precedents  of  Parliament  are  eatab* 
lished  as  they  become  from  time  to  time 
necessarv. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  Sir,  1 
think  this  is  one  of  those  occwona  upu 
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which  we  maj  regret  that  some  of  the 
formB  of   Parliamentary    procedure  in 
foreign  countries  are  not  in  existence 
here.    It    seems    to    me  that    this   is 
eminently  an  occasion  upon  which — in 
France,  for  instance — a  Motion  would 
he  made,  that  the  explanation  of  Mr. 
Speaker  having  been  received  the  House 
should  pass  to  the  Business  of  the  day. 
The   only    Motion  analogous   to    that 
which  we  have  is  that  of  moving  the 
Previous  Question  ;  and  I  imagine  that 
if  I,  or,  as  I  should  greatly  prefer,  some 
old,    experienced,   and    lughly  -  valued 
Member  of  this  House,  were  to  make 
that  Motion,  the  House  of  Commons,  as 
well  as  the  country,  would  be  spared  a 
very  unpleasant  issue.     With  the  per- 
mission of  the  House,  I  will  state  my 
reason  for  considering  the  issue  to  be  of 
that  character.    It  is  impossible,  I  think, 
to  treat  this  matter  as  a  light  one,  or  to 
put  it  upon  the  ground  that  something 
has  been  done  by  your  authority  which 
is  a  matter  of  every-day  proceeding. 
We  have  heard  from  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  what,  to  the  majority  of 
hon.  Members,  has  been  a  revelation, 
that  for  many  years  past  a  record  of  the 
number  and  duration  of  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Members  has  been  kept  by  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table,  and  that  such  record 
has  been  kept  for  statistical  and  useful 
purposes.      Now,   for  my  own  part,  I 
should  like  to  know  something  of  the 
history  of  that  record ;  when  it  was  com- 
menced;  at  whose  instigation  it   was 
commenced;    whether  it  has   been  re- 
gularly kept  since  that  time ;  the  num- 
ber of  volumes,  who  has  access  to  them, 
and  what  they  contain  ?  But  if  we  accept 
the  explanation  which  has  been  given — 
and  I,  for  one,  am  far  from  offering  any 
opposition  to  it — that  record  must  con- 
tain everything  which  can  be  desired  by 
Mr.  Speaker  or  by  the  House.      But 
with  what  object  was  that  procedure 
changed?      I    have    no    hesitation    in 
avowing  my  belief  that  the  object  was  to 
ohtain  a  record  of  the  proceedings  of 
Members  of  this  House,  to  be  used  for 
penal  purposes   hereafter.      But  if  it 
▼as  necessary  to  have  more  accurate 
records  than  those  hitherto  kept,  why 
was  not  the  House  informed  of  this  ne- 
cessity ?    My  whole  nature  revolts  at  the 
idea  of  anything  like  espionage  being  in- 
troduced into  the  House  of  Commons. 
I  feel  myself  unable  to  control  my  emo- 
tions when  I  tl^nk  that  something  is 


being  done  behind  the  backs  of  hon. 
Members,  for  the  purnose  of  accom- 
plishing  an  object  which  may  be  either 
good  or  bad,  but  of  which  we  know 
nothing.  Sir,  it  is  not  a  favourable 
feature  of  the  closing  years  of  this  Par- 
liament that  hon.  Members  should  be 
willing  to  resort  to  so  un-English  a  pro- 
ceeding for  the  purpose  of  putting  down 
obstruction  caused  by  the  action  or 
language  of  a  small  minority  of  this 
House.  I  myself,  both  in  the  House 
and  at  the  expense  of  some  popularity 
out  of  it,  have  expressed  my  extreme 
disapprobation  at  anything  in  the  nature 
of  organized  obstruction.  I  have  never 
taken  part  in  such  obstruction,  and  I 
have  expressed,  both  through  the  Press 
and  by  word  of  mouth,  my  opinion  that 
whenever  organized  obstruction  is  prac- 
tised it  must  lead  to  the  eldture  which 
is  carried  on  in  foreign  Assemblies.  I 
am  not  sure  that  the  plan  of  silencing 
hon.  Members  might  not  even  now  be 
proposed,  and  that  it  was  not  actually 
proposed  by  Mr.  Bemal  Osborne  ;  but  if 
it  be  necessary  to  silence  hon.  Members, 
surely  it  is  for  the  Leader  of  the  House 
to  come  forward  and  make  the  Motion, 
and  allow  hon.  Members  to  deal  with  it. 
But  to  put  upon  hon.  Members  something 
in  the  shape  of  pressure,  through  the 
Speaker  of  the  House,  appears  to  me  to 
be  a  course  unworthy  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  Hon.  Members  on  the  op- 
posite side  of  the  House  would  not, 
perhaps,  feel  this  pressure,  because 
they  are  Members  of  a  large  majority ; 
but  it  would  tell  very  much  against 
those  who  are  Members  of  a  weak  and 
insignificant  minority.  Sir,  I  feel  it 
would  be  extremely  unbecoming  in  me, 
as  I  think  it  has  been  unbecoming  on 
the  part  of  several  hon.  Members,  to 
indulge  in  panegyrics  upon  the  conduct 
of  the  Chair.  I  have  been  brought  up 
with  the  idea  that  Mr.  Speaker  was  the 
Representative  of  the  majesty  of  the 
Commons  of  England,  and  thus  it  would 
no  more  occur  to  me  to  dispute  his  au- 
thority, or  to  question  his  impartiality, 
than  it  would  occur  to  me  to  question 
the  authority  of  the  Sovereign.  For 
that  reason,  the  Amendment  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  appears  to 
me  particularly  objectionable,  inasmuch 
as  it  would  make  it  appear  to  be  de- 
sirable that  the  House  should  express 
an  opinion  upon  the  impartiality  of  Mr. 
Speaker.    Sir,  I  think  this  is  a  matter 
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x^hich  ought  to  pass  without  question, 
as  I  am  certain  it  would  pass  without 
question  in  any  Assembly  brought  to- 
j^other  in  any  part  of  Her  Majesty's 
Dominions.  I  think  it  would  be  de- 
sirable, in  the  interest  of  the  dignity  of 
the  House,  and  looking  to  the  view 
which  in  future  may  lie  taken  of  the 
record  of  our  proceedings,  that  this 
Motion  should  not  be  divided  upon, 
lias  it  come  to  tliis — that  the  House  of 
Commons  is  about  to  affirm,  on  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
that  it  is  desirable  that  confidential  in- 
formation as  to  the  proceedings  of  Mem- 
bers should  bo  conveyed  to  Mr.  Speaker 
when  ho  is  out  of  the  Chair  ?  I  cannot 
think  that  our  forefathers  would  have 
suflfered  that  course.  If  a  Division  is 
taken,  whilst  I  shall  vote,  as  1  cannot 
help  voting,  in  f.avour  of  the  truism  that 
the  course  which  has  been  taken  is  un- 
precedented, I  shall,  at  the  same  time, 
regret  that  I  am  prevented  doing  that 
which  I  desire  to  do — namely,  to  affirm 
my  complete  confidence  in  the  impar- 
tiality and  honour  of  Mr.  Si)eaker ;  for 
it  will  bo  impossible  for  me  to  assent  to 
the  Motion  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, which  declares  tliat  it  is  de- 
sirable that  confidential  information  as 
to  the  conduct  of  ^rembers  of  the  House 
should  be  conveyed  to  the  Speaker  when 
ho  is  absent  from  tlie  Chair.  I  desire 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
another  aspect  of  this  question.  If  it 
bo  necessary  to  have  more  accurate 
information  as  to  what  takes  place 
in  this  House,  what  is  the  reason 
that  tho  House  of  Commons  has  so 
persistently  refused  to  organize  a  sys- 
tem for  reporting  our  proceedings  ? 
While  wo  refuse  to  have  the  recognized 
system  of  reporting  which  exists  in 
almost  every  Legislative  Assembly  in  tlie 
world,  with  what  consistency  can  wo 
vote  that  it  is  desirable,  or  to  bo  tole- 
rated, that  an  official  of  the  House  shall 
be  put  into  the  Gallery  to  take  notes  of 
what  is  said  by  hon.  Members?  But  I 
say  that  it  is  not  proved  that  we  have 
not  during  this  very  Session  organized 
tho  proper  means  to  obtain  information 
as  to  what  takes  place  in  Committee. 
The  House  will  recollect  that,  in  conse- 
quence of  several  Motions  which  were 
brought  forward  at  various  times  with 
rofercneo  to  a  Report  of  the  proceedings 
of  the  House,  a  Committee  was  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  subject,  and 
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sat  for  a  very  considerable  length  of 
time.  Tho  House  will  also  recollect  tliatif 
the  newspaper  reports  of  the  speeches  of 
hon.  Members  in  debate  were  defective, 
and  not  given  at  the  desired  length,  it 
was  found  that  what  was  said  and  done 
in  Committee  was  still  more  defectively 
reported,     and    that,     therefore,    Mr. 
Speaker  was  authorized  to  enter  into 
arrangements  with  Mr.  Hansard  for  re- 
porting tho  proceedings  in  Committee. 
Now,  I  have  referred  to  the  rei>ort  fur- 
nished by  Mr.  Hansard  of  our  proceed- 
ings in  Committee  upon  occasions  when 
I  have  been  present,  and  am  able  to  say 
that  anything  more  accurate,  or  more 
full,  cannot  possibly  be  conceived.  Those 
reports  are  perfectly  full  and  accurate, 
and,  therefore,  if  it  be  desired  to  know 
how  often  hon.  Members  speak,  it  can 
bo  ascertained  from  the  authorized  Vf•^ 
sion   of  our  proceedings  published  hy 
]\[r.  Hansard ;  and  if  it  be  desired  to 
know  what  an  hon.  Member  has  said, 
his  words  will  be  found  accurately  re- 
corded in  that  publication.     lUit  if  this 
question   of  how  long  and  how  often 
hon.  Members  sneak  is  to  be  debated  in 
this  House,  how  far  back  are  wo  to  go: 
Is  our  inquiry  to  be  confined  to  the  pro- 
ceedings on  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House  for  tho  better  regulation  of  the 
Army?    or    shall  wo    go    bark  many 
Sessions,  and  ask  how  often  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  tho  Iklember  for  Green- 
wich  (Mr.  Gladstone)   spoke  in  Com- 
mittee on  the  Divorce  Bill,  and  inquire 
how  often    right  hon.   Gentlemen  op- 
posite spoko  on  the  Ballot  Bill?    I-iet 
mo  ask  tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
whether    there    was,    or  was  not,  an 
organized  system  of  obstruction  to  the 
progress  of  the  latter  measure,  which  was 
placed  in  his  charge  ?    Was  there  any 
less  persistent  opposition  to  its  progress 
through  the  House  in  any  one  of  its 
stages  than  there  has  been  to  tho  passage 
of  other  measures?    Take,  again,  the 
question  of  Abolition  of  Purchase  in  the 
Aimy,  and  let  hon.  Members  examine 
their  consciences,  and  say  whether  they 
did  not  do  everything  in  their  power  to 
obstruct  tho  Business  of  the  House — for 
that  is  the  phrase  now  in  use — upon  that 
occasion?    The  difference  between  the 
proceedings  of  my  hon.  Friends  and  the 
proceedings  of  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  at  that  time  is  that  they 
did  not  understand  their  business  bo 
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well  as  my  hon.  Friends  understand 
their  business.    But  if  the  latter  are  to 
be  charged  with  this  vice  of  obstruotion, 
they  certainly  have  the  right  to  refer  to 
the  record  of  the  good  which  they  have 
done.    I  repeat  that,  so  far  from  ap- 
proving of  obstruction,   I  deeply  dis- 
approve of  it  in  any  form  which  has  not 
the  definite  and  distinct  object  of  pre- 
yenting  the  passage  of  a  measure  sup- 
posed   to    be    bad,    or    of    promoting 
the   progress    of    measures     supposed 
to  be  good.     What  would  have  been 
the    condition    of    prisoners    in    this 
country  if  there  had  not  been  persistency 
on  the  part  of  my  hon.  Friends  here  in 
amending  the  Prisons  Bill  ?    I  have  not 
the  smallest  hesitation  in  saying  that 
certainly  one-half,  and  probably  two- 
thirds,  of  the  Amendments  of  my  hon. 
Friends  to  that  measure  were  carried  in 
this  House ;  and  I  can  go  further,  and 
say  that  every  one  of  those  Amendments 
which  went   to  the  protection  of   the 
Hberty  of  the  subject  was  carried  by  the 
persistency  of  my  hon.  Friends.  Again, 
to  whom  is  the  country  indebted  for  the 
aboUtion  of  the  old  Mutiny  Bill,   and 
the  consequent  introduction  of  a  miti- 
gated measure  by  the  Government,  if  it 
be  not  entirely  to  that  small  minority  of 
hon.  Members  whom  you  wish  to  crush  ? 
Further,  the  Army  Discipline  and  Begu- 
lation  Bill,  which  it  is  expected  should 
pass  through  Parliament   without    in- 
quixy,  has  been  met  by  certain  Amend- 
ments on  the  part  of  my  hon.  Friends 
characterized  as  obstructive.     But  what 
is  the  position  of  this  matter  ?    Why, 
my  hon.  Friends  have  carried  very  nearly 
one-half  of  their  Amendments,  and  every 
one  of  those  has  been    approved    by 
universal  consensus  outside  this  House. 
Is  it  for  these  services  rendered  to  the 
country  that  you  are  now  to  introduce, 
for  the  first  time  into  the  House  of 
Commons,   a  penal  record  of  what  my 
hon.  Friends  have  done  ?   What, 'I  ask, 
is  the  object  of  this  record  ?    Is  it  so  to 
deal  with  those  hon.  Members  that  the 
fire  may  be  taken  out  of  their  speeches, 
in  order  that   the  legislation    of   the 
country  may  proceed  without  criticism  ? 
Sir,  I  should  rejoice  if  this  were  Wednes- 
day, instead  of  Friday ;  because,  in  that 
case,  it  is  quite  possible  that  some  hon. 
and  learned  Gentlemen  opposite  would 
not  be  able  to  compress  their  observa- 
tions within  such  a  compass  as  would, 
by  the  Forms,  allow  us  to  come  to  any 

VOL.  CCXLYIII.    [third  SEEIES.] 


actual  conclusion  upon  the  matter  before 
the  House.  But,  as  it  is,  I  regret  that 
we  shall  be  called  upon  to  divide  upon 
this  Resolution.  For  my  part,  I  shall 
vote  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  Parnell),  for,  whether  I  think  his 
proceedings  wise  or  not,  I  shall  never, 
as  long  as  I  sit  in  this  House,  desert  his 
principles.  On  the  other  hand,  much 
as  I  should  like  to  testify  the  deep  and 
profound  respect  which  I  feel  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  in  the  Chair,  I 
cannot  join  the  Government  in  express- 
ing its  satisfaction  that  confidential  in- 
formation has  been  acquired  by  means 
of  an  organization  of  officers  of  this 
House  as  to  the  conduct  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers entitled  to  address  the  House  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  OALLAN  :  Sir,  I  do  not  agree 
with  the  wish  expressed  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry), 
that  this  was  Wednesday  instead  of  Fri- 
day. I  wish  to  go  at  once  to  a  Division, 
but  desire  to  express  my  regret  at  the 
manner  in  which  this  question  was  put 
upon  the  Paper  of  the  House.  I  must 
say,  Sir,  that  it  would  have  been  an  act 
of  common  fairness  and  courtesy  to  you, 
had  due  Notice  been  given  before  the 
subject  was  brought  forward.  I  must 
also  express  my  regret  at  the  manner  in 
which  it  has  been  meet  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  He  has  not 
met  it  as  he  should  have  done  by  a  direct 
negative,  but  in  a  manner  quite  fallacious 
and  evasive,  and  one  which  is,  besides, 
in  direct  conflict  with  the  announcement 
made  from  the  Chair.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  put  in  his  Amend- 
ment that  these  reports  are  confidential 
in  their  character;  whereas  you,  Sir, 
stated  that  you  were  ready  to  lay  them 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  if  hon. 
Members  thought  it  necessary  to  move 
for  them  as  a  Betum.  But  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Green- 
wich have  come  forward  and  said  that 
this  is  no  new  course  of  procedure,  but 
that  these  Minutes  have  been  taken  for 
a  period  of  29  years.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  stated  that  exact  Notes 
were  taken  since  the  year  1850  of  the 
times  of  rising  and  sitting  down  of 
hon.  Members.  I  have  in  my  hand 
the  Book  referred  to  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  which  I  trust, 
for  the  honour  of  the  House,  he  had 
not  r6ad  when  he  made  that  statement. 
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The  first  entry  in  which  my  name  occurs 
relates  to — 

"The  Peace  PreBervation  Bill,  Ireland; 
Bccond  reading ;  Mr.  George  Moore  moved  an 
Amendment,  Mr.  Callan  seconded  it." 

No  hour  is  here  given.  This  is  the  first 
error;  and  I  now  turn  to  the  year  1873, 
when  we  had  a  Turnpike  Trusts  Bill 
before  the  House,  and  amongst  those 
who  divided  on  that  occasion  I  find  the 
Members  of  the  present  Government. 
Til  at  was  a  case  of  real  obstruction.  I 
find  the  first  Teller  was  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  West 
Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttolot).  The 
Teller  in  the  next  obstructive  Motion 
was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  (Mr.  J.  Lowther) ; 
and,  again,  on  the  next  obstructive  Mo- 
tion, the  Teller  was  the  noble  Lord  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  (Yis- 
coimt  Sandon).  The  Toller  in  the  next 
Motion  against  this  Turnpike  Bill,  which 
was  in  Committee  over  six  hours,  was 
the  Whip  of  the  Conservative  Govern- 
ment ;  and  then,  as  fourth  Teller,  came 
the  lion.  Goutloman  who  represents  the 
India  Office  in  this  House  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope).  There  is  no  entry  whatever 
on  that  occasion  of  any  speech  of  mine. 
I  turn  now  to  the  year  1877,  when  the 
House  sat  for  26  hours  on  the  South 
Africa  Bill,  and  there  is  no  entry  of  any 
speech  made  upon  that  Bill.  How  can 
we,  then,  but  characterize  the  statement 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
holding  this  Book  in  his  hand,  as  inac- 
curate, and  as  a  flimsy  pretext,  mislead- 
ing to  the  House?  It  will  be  in  the 
memory  of  the  House  that,  last  Mon- 
day, I  questioned  the  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  upon  this  subject,  and  in 
his  answer  ho  declined  all  knowledge 
of  these  2>roceeding8,  referring  me  to 
you,  Sir.  You  gave  no  answer,  and,  in 
consequence,  I  believed  then,  and  con- 
tinued to  do  so  until  you  disavowed  it, 
that  you  were  wholly  unconnected  with 
the  matter  in  dispute,  and  that  the  Notes 
had  boon  taken  by  somo  unauthorized 
person. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  29;  Noes 
421:  Majority  392.— (Div.  List  No.  159.) 

Mu.  SPEAKER :  Aocording  to  the 
Orders  of  the  House,  this  Bitting  is  sus- 

S ended  until  Nine  o'clock,  when  Hub 
ebate  will  be  reeumed. 

Mr,  CaOen 


And  it  being  Seven  of  the  dock, 
further  Proceeding  stood  adjourned  tOl 
this  day,  and  the  House  suspended  its 
Sitting. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 


MOTION. 


PARLIAMENT— PRIVILEGE— PBOCEED- 
INGS  OF  THE  HOUSE— NOTE-TAKING 
IN  THE  MEMBERS'  SIDE-GALLEBY. 

RESOLrXION. 

Proceeding  of  the  House  further 
resumed. 

Question  proposed, 

*'  That  the  words  *  Notice  having  heen  ttkvn, 
while  the  House  was  in  Committee,  of  the  pre- 
sence in  one  of  the  side  Galleries  of  a  gentlemtD 
engap:cd  in  taking  notes  of  the  proceeding!  of 
the  Committee; :  and  Mr.  Speaker  having  in* 
formed  the  House  that  the  gentleman  was  an 
officer  of  the  House,  and  was  so  employed  under 
his  direction,  and  that  the  notes  taken  hj  him 
were  for  tho  confidential  information  of  the 
Speaker,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  Mr. 
Speaker  was  justified  in  tho  directions  given  by 
him,  and  is  entitled  to  the  support  and  confidence 
of  this  House,'  ho  added,  instead  thereof." 

Mr.  GKAY  :  I  beg  to  propose  as  an 
Amendment  to  the  said  proposed  Amend- 
ment to  leave  out  all  the  words  after 
'*  this  House,"  in  line  7,  in  order  to 
insert  the  words — 

**  Declares  that  the  practice  of  this  Houee 
prcscriboB  that  the  Clerk  Aflsistant  do  not  take 
any  notes  here  without  the  precedent  direc- 
tions and  commands  of  tho  House,  hut  only 
of  tho  Orders  and  Keports  made  in  the  Houiei 
and  that  the  entry  of  tho  Clerk  of  particular 
men*  8  speeches  was  without  warrant  at  sU 
times.*' 

After  the  Division,  Sir,  which  was  taken 
in  the  early  part  of  the  day,  I  should 
not  have  thought  it  desirable  to  test  the 
opinion  of  this  House  upon  this  quoi- 
tion  any  further,  but  that  I  do  not  Uiink 
the  issue  raised  by  the  Amendment  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  and  by  the  originJ 
Motion  now  negatived,  puts  the  quefr 
tion  before  the  House  in  distinct  and 
unmistakable  terms.  Instead  of  draft- 
ing a  Eesolution  in  my  own  tennsj  I 
have  taken  the  words  from  preriouii 
solemn  declarations  of  the  House,  which 
hon.  Members  opposite  will,  therefore* 
either  have  in  terms  to  negative,  or  m 
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terms  to  endorse.  I  find,  Sir,  from  refer- 
ence to  Hat90lVB  PrteedenU,  that  on  tiie 
nth  of  April,  1628,  one  of  those  musty 
precedents,  which  hon.  Gentlemen  op- 
posite will  now  have  to  destroy — 

"That  the  entry  of  the  Clerk  of  particular 
^lembeis'  speeches  was  without  warrant  at  all 
times." 

Now,  that  is  a  declaration  of  the  House, 
which,  of  oonrse,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  and  the  noble  Lord  the 
Member  for  theBadnor  Boroughs,  and  of 
other  hon.  Ghentlemen,  has  probably  be- 
come musty.  Therefore,  the  sooner  it  is 
removed  from  our  precedents  the  better 
the  noble  Lord  and  other  hon.  Gentle- 
men will  be  pleased.  The  Amendment 
I  propose  will  enable  them  distinctly  to 
destroy  this  musty  precedent.  I  find 
that  HaUell  also  declares  in  terms — 

^  That  the  Clerk  ought  to  take  notes  of 
nothing  hut  Orders  and  Reports  of  the 
House." 

This,  also,  is  a  precedent,  which  the 
sooner  it  is  destroyed  the  easier  we 
shall  get  on  with  our  new  mode  of  con- 
ducting Business.  On  the  25th  of  April, 
1 640,  it  was — I  think  this  has  been  quoted 
before,  and  it  is  the  last  time  it  will  be 
quoted  in  this  House,  because  it  is  to 
be  destroyed — that  our  Predecessors 
solemnly  ruled — 

"  That  their  Clerk  Assistant  do  not  take  any 
notes  here  without  the  precedent  directions  and 
commands  of  this  House,  hut  only  Reports  or 
Orders  made  in  the  House." 

Now,  we    have   introduced  new    pre- 
cedents from  to-day,  and  I  am  desirous 
that  hon.  Members  shall  in  terms,  by 
their  votes,  destroy  this  precedent.  This 
is — ^in  1640 — of  course,  a  very  old  and 
musty  precedent.  No  doubt,  this  matter 
is  a  very  serious  one,  and  it  is  no  good 
cloaking  from  ourselves  that  the  pro- 
position to  which  I  invite  the  House  is, 
more  or  less,  in  the  nature  of  a  censure 
on  the  Chair.    I  very  deeply  regret  to 
have  to  vote  censure  upon  the  Chair, 
or  to  propose   an   Amendment    which 
means   the    same  thing.     However,  I 
do  feel  very  decidedly,   with    all    re- 
spect to  yourself.   Sir,    and  the  posi- 
tion which  you  occupy  that    on  this 
occasion  you  have  exceeded  the  powers 
which  you  up  to  yesterday  possessed, 
though,  probably,  if  you  acted  in  the 
same  manner  this  evening,  you  would 


not  exceed  your  powers,  after  the  vote 
of  to-day.  I  find,  on  the  9th  April,  1620, 
another  musty  precedent,  which  we  will 
clear  away — 

*'  That  the  Speaker  is  hut  the  servant  of  the 
House,  and  not  the  master  nor  the  master's 
mate,  and  ought  to  respect  the  meanest  Memher 
as  well  as  those  ahout  the  Chair." 

The  respect  of  every  Member  also  pro- 
bably means  that  every  Member  wiU 
respect  the  Chair.     ["Hear,   hear!"] 
Well,  for  myself,  I  yield  to  none  of  the 
hon.  Members  who  call ''  Hear,  hear !  " 
in  respect  to  the  Chair,  and  I  yield  to 
none  of  them  in  respect  for  the  pre- 
cedents of  this  House.    But  I  do  not 
believe  it  is  properly  within  the  function 
of  the  Chair  to  destroy  this  precedent 
without  the  authority  of  the  House  ;  and 
that  is  the  reason  why,  very  briefly,  I 
shall  ask  the  House,  by  negativing  my 
Resolution,  to  destroy  these  musty  old 
precedents.    Now,  Sir,  several  speakers 
to-day  suggested    that   the    action   of 
which  complaint  has  been  made  was 
merely  one  for  which  no  precedent  could 
be  found  against  it,  but  that  it  was  not 
against  precedent.    I  really  think  the 
quotations  which  I  have  read  from  the 
Journals  of  the  House  prove  distinctly 
that  it  was  a  distinct  violation  of  prece- 
dents ;  that  it  was,  in  terms,  a  violation 
of  the  Ordinances  of  the  House.  If  those 
Orders,  by  being  observed  for  200  or 
300  years,   by  never  having  been  de- 
viated from    during    that    time,    have 
thereby  become  obsolete,  then,  of  course, 
the  proceeding  was  within  the  function 
of  Mr.  Speaker  to  carry  out ;   but  if  a 
precedent,  the  longer  it  is  observed  the 
stronger  it  becomes,  then,  the  fact  that 
for  200  years  it  has  never  been  departed 
from,  so  far  would  make  it  deserving 
to  be  treated  with  respect,  on  the  ground 
of  the  traditions  of  this  House,  as  well 
as  the  liberties  of  hon.  Members.    And 
there  was  a  certain  amount  of  want  of 
candour  in  the  way  in  which  it  was 
discussed  to-day.     In  the  explanation 
with  which  you  favoured  the  House, 
and  which  has  been  put  into  print,  in 
order  that  there   shall  be  no  mistake 
made  about  it,  you  frequently  and  dis- 
tinctly declared  that  you  adopted  ex- 
ceptional courses,  in  order  to  meet  ex- 
cej)tional  circumstances.  That,  of  courfie, 
was  entirely  the  fact;  but  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  explained  that  it  was 
merely  carrying  out  a  system  which  had 
been  in  force  ever  since  1850.    [''No, 
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no ! "]  I  understood  the  right  hon. 
OeDtleman  to  say  so;  and  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  the  Radcor  Boroughs 
distinctly  took  up  the  same  inference 
from  the  speech,  and  stated  that  this 
had  been  a  practice  which  had  continued 
in  operation  since  1850.  I  think  the 
explanation  of  the  Chai\cellor  of  the 
Exchequer  was  certainly  calculated  to 
leave  that  impression  on  the  minds  of 
hon.  Members.  That,  no  doubt,  was 
contrary  to  the  fact  that  it  was  only  in- 
troduced within  the  last  day  or  two.  I 
do  not  intend  to  trouble  the  House  with 
any  long  speech  on  this  Motion.  I 
am  only  desirous  to  put  the  matter 
plainly  and  distinctly  before  the  House. 
If  these  old  Privilegesare  to  be  abolished, 
if  these  precedents  are  to  be  swept  away, 
let  them  be  swept  away  in  terms ;  and 
let  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  voted  against 
the  Resolution  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell)  vote 
also,  in  terms,  to  destroy  these  old  musty 
precedents  quoted  in  my  Resolution.  I 
was  desirous  to  bring  this  matter  for- 
ward ;  but  I  have  done  so  very  briefly, 
and  will  give  to  hon.  Members,  as  soon 
as  they  desire  it,  a  Division  on  the  ques- 
tion, for  it  is  not  my  desire  to  obstruct 
other  Business  on  the  Paper  for  to- 
night. I  have  never  stood  up  to  speak 
against  time,  or  to  interfere  with  the 
Business  on  the  Paper.  I  simply  place 
a  plain  issue  before  the  House,  to  vote 
"Aye"or'*No**uponit.  Thehon.Gentle- 
man  concluded  by  moving  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  leave  out  from  the  words  "  thia  IIouso,'* 
in  line  7  of  the  proposed  Amendment,  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  declares  that  the  practice  of  this  House  pre- 
scribes that  the  Clrrk  Assistant  do  not  take  any 
notes  hero  withont  the  precedent  directions  and 
commands  of  the  House,  but  only  of  the  Orders 
and  Bcports  made  in  the  House,  and  that 
the  entry  of  the  Clerk  of  particular  men's 
speeches  was  without  warrant  at  all  times,** — 
(Mr.  Gray,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment.*' 

Mr  OSBORNE  MORGAN:  I  had 
hoped,  after  the  crusliiDg  majority  of 
this  morning,  a  majority  more  decisive 
than  any  I  ever  remember,  that  my  hon. 

>l/r.  Graf/ 


Friends  below  me  would  have  been  con* 
tent  with  spoiling,  if  not  our  temper,  at 
least  our  dinner  and  our  digestion,  and 
would  have  allowed  this  matter  to  pass ; 
particularly  as  the  result  of  bringing 
this  Motion  forward  will  not  be  to  ob- 
struct Q-overnment  Business,  but  to  ob- 
struct the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Roscommon  (the  O'Conor 
Don).  It  has,  however,  been  thought 
necessary  to  renew  the  challenge;  and 
I  suppose  we  must  meet  it.  I  am  bound 
to  say  of  this  charge  that  I  do  not  think 
I  ever  saw  so  great  a  hubbub  about  so 
small  a  matter. 

"  This  Liberal  ocean  into  tempest  tossed, 
To  waft  a  feather,  or  to  dro^ii  a  fly." 

The  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
Gray)  referred  to  1640,  and  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  confesses  his  readi- 
ness to  go  to  the  Tower,  and  to  follow 
the  example  of  Fym  and  Hampden. 
Why,  he  might  as  well  express  readi- 
ness to  be  hung,  drawn,  and  quartered 
on  Temple  Bar.  Is  there,  in  the  whole 
of  Europe,  a  single  legislative  or  de- 
liberative Assembly,  the  Rules  of  which 
are  so  free,  and  ofl'er  so  much  liberty  of 
discussion,  as  those  of  this  House?  I  will 
ask,  again,  is  there  a  single  Legislative 
Assembly  which  sits  under  so  beneficial 
and  mild  a  rule  as  yours  ?  I  think,  if 
my  hon.  Friends  had  a  taste  of  the  iron 
rule  of  M.  Gambetta,  they  would  soon 
find  out  the  difference.  Then,  why  is 
this  debate  to  be  prolonged  ?  I  am  not 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Stoke  (Dr. 
Konealy),  or  the  hon.  and  learned  Ba- 
ronet opposite  (Sir  George  Bowyer),  and 
I  do  not  pretend  to  be  a  Constitutional 
lawyer ;  in  fact,  I  do  not  know  what  that 
is ;  but  I  have  had  the  honour  of  sitting  in 
this  House  nearly  1 1  years,  and  I  have 
always  understood  that  the  ruling  of 
Mr.  (Speaker  upon  questions  of  internal 
management  or  arrangement  was  a  thing 
supremo,  and  could  not  be  questioned. 
You  have  given  your  explanation,  Sir, 
and,  I  may  say,  a  fairer  or  more  straight- 
forward explanation  I  have  never  heard ; 
and  we  are  bound  to  receive  it.  I  say 
we  are  accustomed — even  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  are  accustomed 
— to  associate  the  honour  and  fair  name 
of  the  House  of  Commons  with  the 
honour  and  fair  name  of  Mr.  Speaker ; 
and  in  supporting  your  authority  we 
are  supporting  the  authority  of  the  House 
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of  Commons.  Then,  what  are  they  afraid  [ 
of?  Surely,  they  are  crying  out  hefore  ' 
they  are  hit.  When  this  *'  terrorism  " 
is  sought  to  be  exercised,  then,  and  not 
till  then,  it  will  be  time  for  them  to 
speak.  In  the  meantime,  as  I  do  not 
want  to  prolong  the  debate,  I  will  only 
say  this — that  it  will  be  a  bad  day  for 
this  country,  and  a  bad  day  for  England, 
and,  allow  me  to  add,  a  bad  day  for 
Ireland,  when  the  authority  of  the  Chair, 
particularly  on  a  question  of  this  kind, 
comes  to  be  called  in  question. 

Mb.  BIGKj^AH  :  During  the  progpress 
of  this  debate,  I  have  been  rather 
startled  by  some  propositions  laid  down 
by  hon.  Members.  The  hon.  Member 
furGlamorgan8hire(Mr.  Hussey  Vivian), 
who  spoke  earlier  this  evening,  laid  it 
down  that  if  a  Division  were  against  the 
minority  the  minority  should  not  con- 
sider whether  it  was  right  or  wrong, 
or  in  Order,  and  should  not  ask  for  an}*^ 
farther  decision  on  the  question  for  all 
time  to  come.  That  was  his  experience 
of  26  or  27  years  of  Parliamentary  life  ; 
but,  surely,  the  hon.  Gentleman  must 
have  occupied  his  time  yery  strangely,  if 
he  does  not  know  that  all  the  great 
questions  have  been  carried,  ultimately, 
after  having  been  supported  by  very 
small  minorities  at  the  early  stages  of 
tile  proceedings.  With  reference  to  the 
practical  question  before  us  to-night,  we 
We  been  treated  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  the  noble  Lord  who 
leads  the  Whigs,  to  a  false  issue.  The 
issue  is  not  whether  we  have  confidence 
in  you;  but  whether,  by  the  advice  of 
certain  parties,  you  introduced  a  new 
system  without  asking  the  sanction  of 
the  House  ?  The  question  of  reporting 
in  this  House  was  discussed  at  some 
length  in  the  House  last-  Session,  and 
the  House  refrained  from  giving  any 
decision  on  that  question ;  and  for  that 
leason  I  think  it  is  still  more  undesir- 
able to  introduce  any  new  system  without 
asking  the  consent  of  the  House, 

CoLoiTEL  KING-HAEMAN:  In  this 
cricket  week,  when  so  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers have  been  studying  cricket,  a  little 
anecdote  may  illustrate  what  has  brought 
abont  a  good  deal  of  debate.  I  was 
once  talking  to  a  gentleman  acquainted 
with  an  hon.  Member  in  this  House,  at 
that  time  rising  into  some  public  noto- 
riety, and  in  the  course  of  conversation 
I  was  told  he  was  a  hard  hitter,  a  good 
block,  a  bold  twister,  but  that  he  always 


quarrelled  with  the  umpire.  I  cannot 
help  thinking  that  there  is  a  little  de- 
sire to  quarrel  with  the  umpire  in  the 
whole  of  these  proceedings. 

Mr.  JACOB  BHIGHT :  We  are  talk- 
ing of  proceedings  of  this  House  not 
open  to  hon.  Members.  We  have  the 
reports  of  Hansard,  and  any  Member 
can  correct  any  speech  he  may  make. 
Then,  a^ain,  we  have  the  reports  in  the 
public  Press,  and  any  Member  may  cor- 
rect errors  in  the  public  Press;  but  if 
we  have  an  official  Heport  here,  of 
which  we  are  kept  in  the  dark,  and  it  is 
not  open  to  Members  of  this  House,  in 
future,  some  extraordinary  sentiments 
might  be  produced  and  attached  to  in- 
dividuals which  they  never  uttered  at 
all.  One  other  remark  I  wish  to  make. 
I  think  it  unfortunate  that  the  authori- 
ties of  this  House  should,  at  any  time, 
take  any  course  which  serves  only  to 
produce  irritation  in  the  House,  and 
which  does  not  control  whatever  evil 
may  be  complained  of,  and  which  even 
does  not  tend  to  control  that  evil.  Ac- 
cording to  these  views  I  have  voted, 
and  fully  explained  the  vote  I  am  about 
to  give. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK:  I  quite  under- 
stood that  there  was  no  objection  what- 
ever to  produce  those  Notes  which  were 
taken  ;  and,  therefore,  that  is  a  complete 
answer  to  my  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Jacob 
Bright).  I  do  not  rise  to  prolong  this 
discussion,  because  I  think  this  House 
is  anxious  to  proceed  to  Business;  but 
reference  has  been  made  by  several 
speakers  to  those  Members  who  sit 
below  the  Gangway,  and,  therefore,  I 
just  wish  to  say,  as  one  who  generally 
occupies  that  position,  that  1  believe 
that  the  great  majority  who  sit  here  en- 
tirely agree  with  the  rest  of  the  House 
in  the  decision  which  they  have  already 
come  to. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  I  wish  to  say  a  very  few  words. 
I  think  it  is  necessary  to  take  notice  of 
an  observation  or  two  which  has  fallen 
from  a  hon.  Member  below  the  Gang- 
way, because  I  think  he  misunderstood 
a  reference  or  two  I  made  to  another 
Book,  which  has  been  kept  for  the  last 
30  years,  or  thereabouts,  and  which  I 
mentioned  in  answer  to  the  Motion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Pamell).  It  seemed  to  imply,  though  it 
was  impossible  to  refer  to  all  precedents, 
that  no  Notes  should  bo  taken  in  this 
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House,  except  the  Notes  which  are  taken 
on  the  Table,  and  are  circulated  in  the 
morning.  I  did  not  refer  to  those  Notes 
which  are  taken,  and  have  been  taken 
for  the  last  30  years,  as  being  an  exact 
precedent  for  what  is  done,  but  in  order 
to  show  that  it  had  been  the  habit  for 
many  years  to  take  Notes,  which  are  not 
circidated  with  the  Notes  in  the  morning, 
and  I  referred  to  them,  and  mentioned 
that  these  Books  did  contain  very  much 
the  same  amount  of  information  as  I 
understood  from  the  description  that 
the  Notes  recently  taken  contained. 
[**No!"]  Then,  these  Notes  contain 
something  more.  Well,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Callan)  afterwards 
obtained  one  of  these  Books — not  the 
one  I  was  quoting  from — the  only  one  I 
had  seen  of  the  date  of  1850  —  and 
he  mentioned,  what  was  quite  correct 
with  regard  to  it — that  it  contains  the 
name  of  every  speaker,  and  it  contains 
the  hour  at  which  he  rose  and  sat  down, 
and,  therefore,  that,  of  course,  showed 
the  hours  and  minutes  he  spoke.  I 
believe  the  later  Books  do  not  contain  all 
these  particulars.  The  information  I 
quoted  is  from  the  early  Books ;  and  some 
others  I  have  since  seen  contain  a  record 
of  the  time  for  which  every  Member 
spoke.  The  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk 
also  observed  that  some  speeches  he  had 
recently  made  were  not  referred  to ;  but, 
as  I  understand,  this  Book  was  kept  only 
of  the  proceedings  of  this  House,  and 
not  of  the  Committee.  It  appears  that, 
of  the  Notes  recently  taken,  the  first 
are  taken  during  the  Sitting  of  the 
House,  and  are  convenient  as  showing 
what  Members  have  spoken  in  the  de- 
bate, and,  therefore,  showing  what  Mem- 
bers have  a  right  to  speak.  The  question 
I  raised  was  not  a  question  whether  the 
proceedings  to  which  attention  had  been 
drawn  was  a  mere  continuation  of  that 
practice;  but  I  pointed  out  it  was  not 
correct  to  say  that  there  was  no  other 
form  in  which  Notes  were  taken,  except 
these  Notes  which  are  taken  and  printed. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  at  all  necessary  to  go 
into  any  further  discussion ;  but  I  would 
point  out  that,  in  the  Amendment  placed 
on  the  Paper,  I  do  distinctly  raise  the 
question  whether  Mr.  Speaker  was  or 
was  not  justified  in  the  directions  given, 
and  I  maintain  he  was  so  justified.  I 
understand  the  hon.  Member  for  Tip- 

Serary  (Mr.  Gray)  to  propose  to  con- 
emn  these  words,  and  to  declare  point 
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blank  that  he  was  not  justified.    I  do 
not  at  all  object  to  that  issue ;  I  think 
it  is  right  and  proper  to  raise  it,  for 
there  can  be  no  doubt,  if  my  Amendment 
is  adopted,  that  the  House  will  dedaze 
that  such  Notes  as  these  now  taken  maj 
be  legitimately  taken  at  the  orders  of  Hr. 
Speaker,  and  that  the  House  approvei 
and  sanctions  such  proceedings.    I  think 
there  can  then  be  no  complaint  as  to 
ambiguity.  I  have  endeavoured  by  rising 
at  once  in  this  way  to  go  to  the  mattor 
of  which  complaint  has  been  made,  and 
distinctly  to  ask  the  House  to  justify 
that  proceeding.     I  do  not  see  how  that 
can  be  called  evasion,  and  I  hope  we  shall 
have  a  clear  verdict  upon  the  question. 
Mr.  callan  :  I  am  glad  that  the 
right    hon.    Gentleman  has  taken  Hib 
earliest  opportunity  to  remove  the  in- 
jurious effect  which  my  explanation  and 
his   statement   must  have  caused.     A 
statement  made  to-day  was  incorrect, 
and,   in   almost  every  particular,  mil- 
leading,    and  it  does  not  become  Hib 
Leader  of  this  House  flippantly  to  make 
such    a  statement  before  this   Honee. 
[''Oh,  oh!"]     Flippantly,  I  say.  as  to 
the  character  of  documents  which  he  ii 
now   obliged   to    confess   he    did  not 
examine,  except  by  casually  looking  into 
a  Book  placed  before  him.    Casuallf 
looking  at  the  Book,  also,  I  saw  it  vai 
incorrect ;  and  when  I  brought  it  down 
I    saw — for  I  have  a  fairly  retentifo 
memory — that  there   were    no   entriee 
made  when  this  House  was  sitting  in 
Committee,   while  these  of   which  we 
now  complain  are  taken  in  Committee. 
There  are  two  points  to  which  I  wiah 
to    allude — first,   the    Resolution    pro- 
posed by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer, which  is,  in  very  fact,  the  opposite 
to  the  statement  you  made  that  the  dooa- 
ments  are  open  for  any  hon.  Member, 
and  that  if  anyone  thought  fit  to  mere 
for  them,   you   would  ask  the  House 
to  grant  them  as  an  unopposed  Betum. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  aftei 
hearing  that  statement,  thought  fit  to 
trammel  and  fetter  your  discretion  by  i 
Hesolution  that  these  Notes  are  for  yom 
confidential  information.      If  only  foi 
your  information,  the  purpose  for  whid 
they  are  taken  is  not  yet  revealed,  and  1 
regret  some  person  on  the  Government 
or  front  Opposition  Bench  has  not  beei 
authorized  by  others  who  have  not  i 
right  to  speak  in  this  Houae  to  stati 
that  the  rumour  to  which  I  alluded  latf 
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night  18  incorrect.  I  had  hoped  that 
the  Chief  Clerk  at  the  Table  would  have 
anthorized  some  Member  of  the  Qoyem- 
menty  or  some  Members  of  the  front 
Opposition  Bench,  to  state  that  no  use 
has  been  made  of  these  Notes ;  that  no 
oonsnltatioii  has  been  held  upon  them 
for  the  purpose  of  adopting  measures 
against  Members  of  this  House.  That 
is  the  gravamen  of  the  charge,  that  the 
Notes  have  been  inspected  by  the  Clerk 
at  the  Table,  and  that  other  paid  officers 
have  been  consulted  as  to  what  steps 
should  be  taken  for  indicting  Members 
of  this  House  for  their  conduct  in  this 
House.  I  hope,  for  his  own  honour  and 
independence,  he  will  give  that  state- 
ment contradiction. 

Mb.  a.  MAKTEN:  I  think  the  charge 
made  is  most  unfounded.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Callan)  accuses 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whom 
everyone,   irrespective  of  Party,    must 
desire  to  maintain  in  his  position,  of 
having  made  a  most  flippant  statement. 
That  is  a  phrase  which  I  confess  I  think 
is  one  which  the  hon.  Member,  if  he  had 
consulted  his  own    self-respect,   ought 
not  to  have  addressed  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer.    Of  course,  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  who  transacts 
his  Business  before  the  faces  of  all  of  us, 
will,  I  am  quite  sure,  feel  when  such  a 
charge  is  brought  against  him  that  it  is 
totally  unfounded.     But  with  regard  to 
the  particular  circumstances  of  the  mat- 
ter with  respect  to  which  the  language 
was  used,  what  was  the  statement  made 
by  him  with    reference  to  the  Notes 
which  for  a  series  of  years  have  been 
taken  with  regard  to  what  passes  in  this 
House  ?    ["  Divide,  divide ! "]      I  beg 
the  attention  of  the  House  to  this  point, 
because  it    is   necessary  to    be  consi- 
dered, in  order  that  the  nature  of  the 
charge,   and  the  facts   with   regard  to 
the  previous  history  of  the  Notes  taken 
in  this  House  may  be  thoroughly  un- 
derstood.   For  nearly  30  years  it  has 
been  the  practice  that  Notes  should  be 
taken,  not  of  all  debates,  or  of  all  pro- 
ceedings, but  of  most  of  the  principal 
debates  which   have   occurred   in  the 
House,  as  distinguished  from  proceed- 
ings in  Committee.    It  is  quite  true  that 
these  Notes  have  not  been  taken  with 
regard  to  proceedings  in  Committee,  and 
have  not  been  taken  with  regard  to  all 
the  proceedings  in  this  House ;  but  with 
reference  to  the  Notes  being  taken  occa- 


sionally and  not  continuously,  I  may 
point  out  to  that  fact  as  furnishing  a 
complete  answer  to  the  statement  made 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk,  early 
in  the  day,  by  which  he  professed  to  be 
able  to  point  out  numerous  deficiencies 
in  these  Notes,  which  he  said  he  had 
compared     with    yarious     proceedings 
within  his  own  experience.     [Mr.  Cal- 
lan :  I  made  no  such  statement.]    If  I 
am  in  Order,  I  am  in  the  recollection  of 
the  House,  when  I  say  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundalk  did  make  a  reference  to 
these  Notes  being  imperfect.      The  ex- 
planation of  that  supposed  imperfection 
IS  that  these  Notes  were  taken,  not  in 
Committee  or  on  all  occasions,  but  were 
taken  only  during  actual  debates  of  im- 
portance in  this  House.    I  myself  have 
had  the  opportunity  of  referring  to  these 
Notes.  They  consist  of  a  list  of  speakers 
with  a  list  of  the  hours  at  which  they 
rose,  and,  occasionally,  there  are  notes 
— brief  notes — which  refer  to  some  mat- 
ters which  are  supposed  to  be  of  some 
use  to  Mr.  Speaker.     These  Notes  were 
taken  solely    for   the    benefit    of    Mr. 
Speaker  himself;  and  to  enable  him  to 
preserve  a  record  in  the  cases  in  which 
they  were  taken  of  the  debates  before 
him  in  the  House.      I  quite  agree  that 
none  of  them  refer  to  the  proceedings  in 
Committee ;  but  they  are  of  essentially 
the  same  character  as  the  Notes  which 
have  now  been  taken  in  Committee ;  and 
you,   Sir,   were  pleased  to  inform  the 
House,  when  the  matter  was  called  in 
question  —  on    having    your    attention 
brought  to  the  fact  that  the  proceedings 
on  the  Army  Discipline  and  Begulation 
Bill  did  occupy  an  extraordinary  amount 
of  time — that  you  desired,  for  your  own 
information,  to  know  what  was  occur- 
ring.   With  regard  to  the  position  of  the 
Speaker  during  Committees,  there  is  this 
most  important  observation  to  be  made 
— that  when   Mr.   Speaker  leaves  the 
Chair,  though  generally  he  is  believed 
to  be,  and  during  long  Committees  is, 
absent  from  the  House,  yet,  very  fre- 
quently, during  brief  Committees,  he  sits 
on  the  Treasury  Bench.     He  is,  how- 
ever, in  theory,  always  supposed  to  be 
present,   and  by  the   Bules  is  entitled 
to  resume  the  Chair  to  decide  any  point 
which  suddenly  arises,  or  requires  his  in- 
terposition to  preserve  Order.  It  follows 
that,  as  Mr.  Speaker  is  himself  supposed 
to  be  present,  he  is  supposed  to  be  cogni- 
zant of  everything  that  goes  on ;  and  when 
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any  question  arises,  without  any  special 
report  made  to  him,  to  know  what  is  oc- 
curring:.  No  doubt,  when  the  Commit- 
tee confirms  a  Resolution,  the  Committee 
reports  that  vote  to  Mr.  Speaker,  not  for 
his  personal  information,  but  to  him  as  the 
Eepresentative  of  the  House.  The  Com- 
mittee reports,  and  when  Mr.  Haikes  re- 
ports to  Mr.  Speaker  he  represents  the 
Committee  in  making  a  formal  Beport 
of  the  proceedings  to  Mr.  Speaker.  Mr. 
Speaker  then  communicates  it  to  the 
House,  and  the  House  makes  an  Order 
with  regard  to  the  order  of  the  proceed- 
ings. That  is  entirely  different  from  his 
knowledge  of  what  goes  on  as  a  Member 
of  this  House,  and  also  different  from 
his  knowledge,  occupying  the  highest 
position  as  he  does,  of  what  goes  on  in 
Committee.  If  I  am  not  wearying  the 
House,  I  may  refer  to  a  very  import- 
ant statement  made  in  April,  1814,  on 
the  question  of  the  speech  made  by  the 
Speaker  of  that  day.  The  question  there 
arose  as  to  what  was  the  position  of  the 
Speaker  with  regard  to  the  Committee. 
Now,  if  I  may  be  permitted,  without 
wearying  the  House,  t6  read  a  few 
words  from  the  debate  I  should  like  to  do 
so,  because  they  deal  with  a  most  im- 
portant matter — namely,  the  exact  posi- 
tion of  Mr.  Speaker  with  regard  to  the 
House  itself.  Of  course,  in  all  my  ob- 
servations I  do  not  refer  to  Select  Com- 
mittees and  Committees  upstairs,  but  to 
Committees  of  the  Whole  House.  On 
the  22nd  of  April,  1814,  the  then  Speaker 
(Mr.  Abbot),  in  his  address  to  the  House, 
discussed  the  technical  objection  that  the 
Speaker  can  know  nothing  of  what 
passes  in  a  Committee,  either  as  to  the 
proceeding  or  as  to  the  reasons  on  which 
the  proceeding  is  founded.  That  was 
the  objection  taken.  The  answer  made 
by  Mr.  Speaker  Abbot  was,  that  it 
was  strictly  his  duty  to  be  there  **  as 
Speaker,''  and  to  be  cognizant  of  all  that 
passes,  although,  by  indulgence,  his  ab- 
sence may  be  excused — 

"  And  it  is  so  much  his  duty  to  be  present 
that,  if  necessary,  he  may  (as  has  happened  in 
my  own  time),  upon  his  own  observation  of  what 
is  passings,  and  upon  his  own  responsibility  take 
the  Chair  *  as  Speaker  *  without  the  leave  of  the 
House,  to  put  an  end  to  any  disorder  that  may 
arise  in  the  Committee." — [1  ffanaardy  xxvii.483.] 

I  will  not  read  further ;  but  that  proves 
that  Mr.  Speaker  is  as  a  Member  of  the 
House,  and  is  also,  **  as  Speaker,"  oon- 
soious  of  everything  that  goes  on  in 
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Committee.  Physically,  it  is  impoasiUa 
for  Mr.  Speaker,  with  his  onerous  duties, 
to  remain  here  during  the  many  houn 
we  are  in  Committee.  It  would  be  a  most 
intolerable  burden  to  place  on  him,  in 
addition  to  the  enormous  Public  Busi- 
ness which  weighs  upon  him,  and  has  to 
be  transacted  every  Session,  that  he 
should  also  be  present  during  the  whole 
of  the  proceedings  of  every  Committee. 
Therefore,  he  is  perfectly  justified,  on 
the  most  technical  grounds,  for  his  own 
information,  in  obtaining  these  Notes 
which  have  been  taken  of  proceedings  in 
Committee.  Now,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  (Mr.  Gray)  produced,  with 'a 
great  deal  of  ceremony  and  emphasis, 
precedents  which  rather  chime  in  with 
us  on  this  side.  He  inferred  from  some 
cheers  which  he  heard  that  we  thought 
them  musty  precedents  of  no  value.  I  say 
that  I  entertain  the  highest  respect — no 
one  can  entertain  a  higher  respect  than 
I  do — for  precedents,  especially  prece- 
dents with  regard  to  the  proceedings  of 
this  most  ancient  and  honourable  As- 
sembly. But  the  precedents  with  which 
we  are  acquainted  all  prove  that  al- 
though, from  time  to  time,  there  have 
arisen  difficulties  in-  maintaining  the 
discipline  of  the  House  and  in  carrying 
on  the  Public  Business,  yet,  from  time 
immemorial,  the  House  has  always 
asserted  its  authority  over  individiud 
Members,  and  invariably,  in  the  end, 
notwithstanding  many  difficulties  and 
much  delay,  has  proved  successful. 
With  regard  to  the  particular  precedents 
cited,  there  was  one  on  the  17th  April, 
1628.  All  I  understand  that  to  refer  to 
is  that  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  is  not  to 
take  a  shorthand  note  of  everything 
which  occurs  in  this  Sitting.  I  want  to 
ask  the  hon.  Member  how  is  that  ap- 
plicable to  the  present  case?  Because 
the  complaint  is  that  a  verbatim  report 
is  not  taken.  We  are  told  that  if  we 
were  to  have  a  verbatim  note  taken  of 
our  proceedings,  and  these  Notes  were 
published,  hon.  Members  opposite  would 
be  only  too  delighted,  as  there  would 
then  be  a  full  report  to  the  nation  of 
all  that  took  place  hero.  They  would  be 
right  glad,  they  say,  to  challenge  the 
House  to  the  issue  that  everything  they 
have  done  has  been  entirely  justified  by 
the  motive  which  actuated  them,  or  by 
the  object ;  but  I  say  all  this  is  totally 
inapplicable  to  what  we  are  now  c^i^ 
dering.    If  the  Clerks  were  to  beghii 
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takings    I^otes  of  particular  speeches, 
then  it  is  possible  that  that  precedent, 
if  antiquated   and  old,  yet  none   the 
less  worthy  of  respect  now  than  it  was 
at  that  time— that  that  precedent  might 
be  put  in  force.     But  1  should  like  to 
know  what  pretence  there  is  for  sug- 
gesting that  any  officer  of  the  House  of 
Commons  is  taking  Notes  of  particu- 
lar Member's  speeches  ?    The  complaint 
is  that  they  do  not  do  it;    but   that 
merely  a  Note  is  taken  of  the  names 
and  number  of  times  that  hon.  Members 
rise,   and  the  time  they  occupy,  not  of 
what  they  say.    No  attempt  has  been 
made  to  go  into  the  details  of  this  pre- 
cedent.    But  I  belieye  it  will  be  found 
that  the  precedent  of  1628  was  the  time 
when  shorthand  notes  were  coming  into 
vogtiey  and  were  extremely  popular.  We 
have  preserved  to  us  diaries  taken  by 
Men&bers  at  that  period.    I  can  point 
also  to  law  books,   in  which  are  con- 
tained  verbatim   reports  of   the    pro- 
ceedings   which  took    place  in   those 
days.      These,    then,    were    the    first 
times  that  verbatim  reports  were  intro- 
duced, and,  no  doubt,  the  complaint  was 
that  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  was  exer- 
cising his  skill  as  a  shorthand  writer  in 
taking  down  particular  speeches,   and 
not  attending  to  the  duties  incumbent 
upon  him  of  recording  the  Orders  of  the 
House.     P'Oh,  oh!"]    Well,  I  think 
that  may  be  so.    The  next  precedent  re- 
ferred to  is  the  25th  April,  1640 — we 
do  not  come  to  these  precedents  in  order 
of  dates,  but  quite  promiscuously — and 
that  is  that  the  Clerk  Assistant  do  not 
take  any  Note  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
House,  except  with  the  sanction  of  the 
House.    Now,  as  I  understand  it,  that 
was  a  precedent  of  the  same  description 
as  that  of  the  17th  April,  1628.   It  was, 
of  course,  immediately  after  the  meeting 
of  the  Long  Parliament  in  the  reign 
of    Charles    I.     It  was    imtnediately 
upon  that  assembling,  and  I  haye  no 
doubt  it  was  merely   a  repetition   of 
the  precedent  of  1628,  and  was  to  pre- 
vent the  Clerk  from  doing  that  which 
would  interfere  with  his  ordinary  avo- 
cations.     It    merely    said    the    Clerk 
Assistant ;  it  did  not  refer  to  the  Clerk. 
Another    precedent    referred    to    was 
the  9th  March,    1620,   which  will  go 
back  to  James  I.    There,  as  I  under- 
i  stand,  the  precedent  is  thus  laid  down 

k         that  Mr.  Speaker  was  bound  to  respect 
th^   every  Menuier  of  this  House.    I  appeal 


to  both  sides  of  the  House,  and  to  all 
sections  of  the  House,  confidently,  whe- 
ther our  Mr.  Speaker  does  not  most  im- 
partially respect  every  Member  ?  It  is 
quite  clear  that  in  the  time  of  James  I., 
1620,  that  that  was  a  time  when  most 
violent  struggles  were  going  on  with  re- 
gard to  Imperial,  Constitutional,  and 
social  questions ;  and  I  have  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  the  origin  of  that 
Eule  had  no  reference  whatever  to  a 
gentleman  in  the  Gallery  taking  an 
occasional  memorandum  with  regard  to 
those  persons  who  might  address  the 
House,  but  was  addressed  to  some  act 
indicating  a  supposed  partiality  of  the 
Speaker  with  regard  to  different  quar* 
ters  of  the  House,  or  to  different  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  and  the  Qovemment. 
That  precedent  merely  was  that  Mr. 
Speaker  is  bound  to  respect  every  Mem- 
ber, and  to  afford  to  him,  whether  seated 
below  Mr.  Speaker  or  above  him,  ac- 
cording to  the  old  arrangement  of 
places,  fair  respect.  I  ask  the  House, 
in  confidence,  what  is  the  value  of  these 
precedents?  I  say  that  if  thev  were 
in  point  and  useful  I  should  be  the 
first  to  advocate  their  being  upheld. 
But  I  say  they  have  nothing  what- 
ever to  do  with  the  present  subject.  To 
bring  forward  this  Besolution  is  to  give 
the  entire  go-by  to  the  main  question 
put  forward  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  on  the  Amendment  proposed, 
and  to  attempt  to  raise  a  false  issue, 
having  nothing  to  do  with  the  present 
question.  That  question,  as  I  venture 
to  say,  is  of  the  very  simplest  descrip- 
tion. Although  the  matter  ie  a  very 
small  one,  it  is  capable  of  being  looked 
at  from  a  high  Constitutional  point  of 
view.  I  apprehend  everyone  in  this 
House  must  be  interested  in  preserving 
the  ancient  and  historic  grandeur, 
splendour,  and  reputation  of  this  House. 
It  is  the  one  historic  and  ancient  House 
which,  through  evil  and  through  good 
repute,  and  under  every  opposition  and 
difiB^culty,  through  popular  agitation  or 
popular  indifference,  has  always  man- 
aged to  preserve  that  freedom  of  debate 
and  that  moderation  of  conduct  which 
ought  to  characterize  a  g^eat  national 
Assembly.  I  venture  to  say  that  we 
may  appeal  to  our  ancient  position,  as 
showing  that  no  Assembly  in  the  whole 
history  of  the  world  has  ever  been 
formed,  which  combined  full  liberty 
with  thorough  efficiency,  better  than  is 
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attained  in  this  Honse  of  Commons; 
and  I  think  we  may  congratulate  our- 
selves that  on  the  present  occasion  Mr. 
Speaker  has  been  supported  by  a  ma- 
jority, showing  that  confidence  in  him 
which  his  conduct  hitherto  most  unques- 
tionably has  deserved  from  everybody 
in  the  House.  I  trust  that  the  Amend- 
ment will  be  rejected  by  a  very  over- 
whelming majority. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON:  Sir,  I 
do  not  want  to  bring  any  charge  of 
flippancy  against  any  Member  on  the 
Ministerial  Bench.  I  think  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  in  the  course  of 
the  speech  which  he  made,  put  the 
matter  before  the  House  in  a  most 
straightforward  and  comprehensive 
manner.  I  am  sure,  Mr.  Speaker,  that 
this  has  been  a  very  disagreeable  debate 
for  all  of  us ;  it  is  certainly  a  painful 
pleasure  to  me  to  get  up  and  speak  upon 
a  question  of  this  kind,  after  listening 
to  the  long  debate  which  we  have  had ; 
still,  this  life  is  full  of  disagreeable 
things,  and  disagreeable  things  must  be 
borne  with.  I  found  it  very  unpleasant 
to  walk  into  the  Lobby  an  hour  or 
two  before  dinner  with  the  minority ; 
but  I  felt  that  no  other  course  was  open 
to  me.  I  came  down  to  the  House  per- 
fectly uncertain  as  to  the  course  I  should 
adopt  in  this  matter ;  but  I  listened  to 
the  debate,  and,  after  hearing  the  argu- 
ments on  both  sides  of  the  question,  I 
formed  the  opinion  that  no  answer  had 
been  given  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell).  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  said  that  the 
question  was,  whether  we  had  or  had 
not  confidence  in  you,  Sir  ?  But  I  think 
that  was  hardly  a  fair  way  of  putting  it, 
because  I  believe  I  speak  the  mind  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway, 
when  I  say  that  there  is  no  one  of  them 
who  has  not  perfect  confidence  in  you. 
The  question  in  my  view  is,  whether  a 
certain  practice  which  you  sanctioned 
the  other  day  is  a  practice  which  ought 
to  be  sanctioned  by  us  or  not  ?  I  will 
only  say  there  is  one  thing  I  pay  more 
regard  to  than  to  you;  and  that  is  the 
truth ;  and,  therefore,  I  am  bound  to 
vote  for  what  I  believe  to  be  the  truth. 
I  was  astonished  to  hear  an  argument 
which  has  been  brought  forward  to-day 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich,  and  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 
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They  insist  that  we  shall  not  be  guided 
by  these  old  precedents  of  200  years  ago. 
But  I  believe  the  maintaining  of  these 
old-established  and  well-consideredBulee 
of  the  House  is  one  of  the  safeguards  of 
the  liberty  of  the  country,  and  I  am  con- 
vinced  that  we  shall  do  a  very  bad  day's 
work  indeed  when  we  make  any  chai^ 
in  them.     I  say  it  is  just  as  important 
to  preserve  the  rights  and  liberties  of 
any  five  Members  who  sit  below  the 
Gangway,  who  may  annoy  us  by  dividing 
over  and  over  again,  as  it  was  to  pre- 
serve the  rights  and  liberties  of  Members 
200  years  ago.     I  thank  the  House  for 
hearing  the  few  remarks  which  I  have 
made  upon  this  unpleasant  subject.  The 
only  honour  I  hope  to  enjoy  is  to  be  an 
independent  Member  of  this  House,  and 
I  am  sure  I  could  not  be  that,  unless  I 
took   every    opportunity  of    protestiiig 
against  anything  which  endangers  the 
liberty  of  the  House. 

Sib  GEOEGE  BOWYEE:  Sir,  I 
think  that  the  Division  which  has  taken 
place  to-day,  of  upwards  of  400  ag^nst 
29,  ought  to  be  final.  We  have  been 
told  that  we  are  not  to  talk  about  ancient 
and  musty  precedents  as  protecting  the 
rights  of  Members  of  this  House.  Now, 
although  I  have  always  relied  upon 
ancient  precedents,  and  would  be  the 
last  person  in  the  world  to  speak  against 
them,  I  feel  it  is  necessary  to  consider 
them  with  reference  to  the  circom- 
stances  of  the  time  when  those  pre- 
cedents were  established.  But,  Sir,  we 
have  had  a  number  of  precedents  re- 
ferred to  which  have  nothing  whatever 
to  do  with  the  question  before  the 
House.  The  most  important  of  these 
was  that  on  the  occasion  of  King 
Charles  I.  coming  into  the  House,  and 
asking  Mr.  Speaker  Lenthall  where  cer- 
tain Members  were  when  Mr.  Speaker 
took  that  course  which  was,  no  doubt, 
incumbent  upon  him,  and  said — "  I  can 
see  only  with  the  eyes  of  the  House,  and 
I  can  speak  only  with  the  tongue  of  the 
House.''  In  saying  this,  he  was,  no 
doubt,  perfectly  right;  but  is  it  meant 
that,  because  Mr.  Speaker  Lenthall  re- 
fused to  answer  a  question  put  to  him  by 
the  King,  that  you,  Sir,  have  no  dis- 
cretion whatever  to  give  orders  with  re- 
gard to  matters  afi'ecting  the  Business 
and  usage  of  the  House  ?  This  pre- 
cedent has  nothing  to  do  with  the  pre- 
sent question.  Let  us  look  at  the  par- 
ticular case  before  the  House.    A  C6m- 
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mittee  of  the  House  was  appointed  to  con- 
sider the  subject  of  the  Business  of  the 
House,  and  Mr.  Speaker  was  called  upon 
to  give  eyidence  before  that  Committee  ; 
Mr.  Speaker  could  not  eiye  the  Commit- 
tee that  accurate  and  exhaustiYe  informa- 
tion with  regard  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  which  it  was  desirable  that  he 
should  giye,  and,  therefore,  he  has  con- 
sidered it  expedient  and  useful,  in  order 
to  the  discharge  of  the  duties  of  his  high 
Office,  to  obtain  accurate  reports  of  what 
is  taking  place  in  the  House.  Now,  what 
could  be  more  reasonable  than  that  he 
should  take  measures  to  obtain  an  ac- 
curate, official,  and  responsible  record  of 
the  proceedings  of  the  House  ?    It  was 
perfectly  right  that  he  should   do  so. 
But  how  can  anybody  compare  this  case 
with   the    precedent    of   Mr.    Speaker 
Lenthall,  who  refused  to  answer  a  ques- 
tion put  to  him  by  the  King,  as  to  where 
were  those  Members  who  had  offended 
him?     The   case    is    perfectly    irrele- 
vant.   I  admit  that  the  precedents  of 
the  time  when  the  Privileges  of   the 
House  of  Commons  were  in  question 
are  of  g^eat  importance ;  but  I  say  that 
in  using  those  precedents  we  are  bound 
to  consider  the  circumstances  which  sur- 
rounded them.    There  was,  at  the  period 
in  question,  a  contest  between  the  Privi- 
leges of  Parliament  and  the  Prerogative 
of  the  Crown.     Parliament  then  most 
jealously    guarded    its     Privileges    as 
against  the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown 
for  this  reason — that  Members  of  the 
House  of   Commons    were    sometimes 
called  to  account  for  expressions  used 
by  them  in  the  House  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties.     It  was,  therefore,  abso- 
lutely necessary,  at  that  time,  for  the 
liberty  of  Parliament,  that  its  proceed- 
ings should  not  be  published,  and  it  be- 
came a  Breach  of  Privilege  to  publish  any- 
thing that  took  place  within  the  House, 
for  the  obvious  reason  that  Members 
could  not  speak  their  minds  freely,  unless 
they  were  sure  that  what  they  said  in 
Parliament  would  not  reach  those  autho- 
nties  who  would  make  them  responsible 
for  their  utterances.    But  what  is  the 
case  now  ?  No  one  fears  the  Prerogative 
of  the  Grown;  and  although  my  hon. 
Friends  opposite  have  spoken  of  terror- 
ism, I  ask  whether  terrorism  is  feared 
V  ^J  one  of  us,  and  whether  there  is  a 
Member  of  this   House  who  fears  to 
spuik  his  mind  freely  upon  any  subject 
which  is  brought  before  Parliament  ?  A 


Member  of  this  House  only  fears  the 
authority  of  the  Chair ;  as  long  as  he  is 
in  Order  ;  no  Member  has  any  reason  to 
fear,  or  does  fear,  to  say  anything  which 
he  considers  it  his  duty  to  say;  and, 
therefore,  he  possesses  the  greatest 
liberty  of  speech,  without  restraint  or 
respect  of  person.  I  need  not  enter  into 
the  question  of  whether  unnecessary  de- 
lays are  to  occur,  or  whether  remedies 
are  to  be  used  for  the  purpose  of  pre- 
venting them.  It  may  be  useful — no 
doubt,  it  is  useful — that  Mr.  Speaker 
should  have  accurate  statistical  infor- 
mation with  regard  to  the  proceedings 
in  this  House;  and  I  contend  that  it 
was  in  the  discretion  of  Mr.  Speaker  to 
decide  whether  that  information  was, 
or  was  not,  desirable  and  useful.  This 
House  is  deeply  interested  in  the  dis- 
charge of  the  duties  of  Mr.  Speaker,  and 
the  Business  of  the  House  could  not 
proceed  unless  these  were  accurately 
discharged.  Therefore,  I  maintain  that 
what  has  been  done  is  not  in  the  inte- 
rest either  of  Mr.  Speaker  or  of  the  Go- 
vernment, but  in  the  interest  of  the 
House  of  Commons.  I  say  that  to  call 
it  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  the 
House  is  a  most  absurd  and  monstrous 
proposition.  We  have  gentlemen  sitting 
above  us  who  report  the  proceedings  of 
the  House;  the  existence  of  reporters 
has  now  become  a  Constitutional  matter, 
and,  contrary  to  the  necessities  of  former 
times,  we  now  wish  our  constituents  to 
know  what  we  are  doing ;  we  are  re- 
sponsible to  them,  and  we  are  obliged 
to  the  organs  of  the  Press  for  making 
known  to  them  our  opinions,  our 
speeches,  and  our  votes.  That  being 
so,  an  essential  difference  exists  between 
our  time  and  the  times  when  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  conceal  the  proceedings  of 
Parliament  for  the  purposes  of  protect- 
ing Members  from  the  power  of  the 
Prerogative  of  the  Crown  and  the  Star 
Chambers,  which  would  have  made 
them  responsible  for  their  speeches  and 
votes.  Again,  it  is  most  monstrous  and 
absurd  to  say  that  Mr.  Speaker  wished 
to  introduce  into  the  House  any  system 
of  espionage  by  employing  an  officer  of 
the  House  to  report  what  was  going  on 
in  Committee  on  the  Army  Discipline 
and  Eegulation  Bill.  How  can  there 
be  espionage  with  regard  to  what  is 
spoken  in  the  presence  of  the  represen- 
tatives of  the  Press  and  in  the  presence 
of  strangers  in  the  Gallery  ?    The  state- 
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ment  is  ridiculous.  And,  now,  with 
regard  to  the  position  of  hon.  Members 
opposite,  I  must  say  that  having  such 
a  futile  and  miserable  case  I  recom- 
mend them,  if  they  would  consult  their 
own  dignity  and  the  interest  of  Ireland, 
to  abandon  this  topic,  and  withdraw  from 
the  position  which  they  have  assumed. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY:  Sir,  I 
will  not  venture  formally  to  ask  you  a 
question  with  respect  to  the  books  now 
circulating  about  the  House,  one  of 
which,  called  The  Speech  Booky  I  have 
seen ;  but  I  wish  for  some  information 
upon  that  subject  which  you  may  pos- 
sibly bo  able  to  afford.  The  book  which 
I  have  seen  contains,  under  various 
headings  and  qhapters,  abstracts  of  the 
debates  which  have  taken  place  in  the 
House  whilst  you  were  in  the  Chair, 
and  attached  to  these  headings  there 
are,  in  some  cases,  merely  the  names  of 
Members  who  spoke.  In  other  cases 
there  are  entries  of  the  time  a^  well  as 
the  names,  which  would  afford  you  in- 
formation as  to  the  time  occupied  by 
particular  speakers.  It  is  very  im- 
portant that  you  should  have  every  in- 
formation as  to  the  proceedings  of  the 
House  which  you  may  require ;  but  I 
ask,  why,  if  the  system  just  now  origi- 
nated is  more  accurate  than  the  former, 
it  was  never  adopted  before  ?  If,  how- 
ever, the  information  now  obtained  is  of 
precisely  the  same  character  as  that 
which  has  been  obtained  formerly,  I  ask 
what  is  the  meaning  of  the,  to  my  mind, 
exceedingly  objectionable  phrase  in  the 
Eesolution  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, **  For  the  confidential  informa- 
tion of  the  Speaker  ?  "  How  long  is 
this  information  to  remain  confidential, 
and  is  it  to  remain  so  until  somebody 
asks  a  question  concerning  it,  and  Mr. 
Speaker  chooses  to  make  answer?  I 
should  feel  much  less  difficulty  if  it  was 
stated  that  this  was  a  matter  for  the 
information  of  Mr.  Speaker  which  that 
high  officer  would  use  in  the  House  as 
he  pleased.  By  adopting  the  word 
''confidential,"  we  should  actually  pre- 
vent Mr.  Speaker,  if  the  Besolution  were 
passed,  from  making  public  those  re- 
ports, and  that  seems  to  me  a  thing 
which  we  ought  not  to  sanction.  I  also 
desire  to  know  where  the  records  hitherto 
taken  have  been  kept  in  former  times ; 
have  they  been  kept  by  the  Clerk  at  the 
Table,  or  by  some  other  officer  of  the 
House,  and  are  they  exactly  the  same 

Sir  George  Bowyer 


as  the  records  hitherto  kept  by  the 
Clerk  at  the  Table  ?  Sir,  I  feel  that 
without  the  information  for  which  I  ask 
I  shall  be  unable  to  vote  intelligpibly 
upon  this  Motion. 

Mr.  GILES :  Sir,  in  rising  to  say  a 
few  words  on  the  question  of  precedent, 
I  merely  wish  to  remark  that  it  has  ap- 
peared to  me,  in  the  numerous  debates 
in  this  House,  that  there  is  too  groat  a 
straining  after  precedent.  We  have 
had  to-night  a  precedent  quoted  of  240 
years  old.  In  railway  engineering, 
one  in  240  is  considered  the  angle  of 
repose,  and  I  think  the  musty  precedent 
of  240  years  might  very  well  repose  in 
the  musty  volume  from  which  it  was 
extracted.  If  we  were  to  be  entirely 
guided  by  precedent,  where  would  have 
been  our  railways,  our  steamboats,  and 
our  telegraphs  ?  And,  if  we  carry  pre- 
cedent to  its  natural  conclusion  we 
should  never  have  anything  new.  If 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  insist  upon 
having  a  precedent,  let  them  take  the 
unprecedented  precedent  of  this  even- 
ing's vote  and  accept  that  as  a  precedent 
for  their  future  guidance. 

Sir  BALD^VYN  LEIGHTON  said,  it 
had  been  the  custom,  extending  over  30 
years,  for  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  to  take 
down  the  names  of  hon.  Members  who 
spoke,  and  the  timo  during  which  they 
spoke.  If,  therefore,  Mr.  Speaker  was 
not  in  the  Chair,  was  there  any  reason 
why,  for  his  information,  the  same  course 
should  not  be  pursued  ?  But  now  they 
were  taken  back  to  the  1 7th  century  for 
precedents  the  other  way  ;  but  that  pe* 
riod  was  not  one  to  which  the  House  of 
Commons  should,  in  his  opinion,  look 
for  precedents.  In  that  centniy  there 
was  a  struggle  between  the  House  in 
support  of  its  liberties  and  the  Crown ; 
and,  naturally,  one  of  the  things  about 
which  the  House  was  exceedingly  care- 
ful was  that  the  Crown  should  not  know 
what  was  said  by  individual  Members. 
Happily,  all  that  had  passed  away.  They 
had  now  a  large  number  of  newspapers 
reporting  each  day  the  speeches  of  hon. 
Members ;  and  there  was  in  the  House 
a  Gallery  set  apart  for  members  of  the 
Press.  What  need  had  they,  then,  to 
go  back  to  the  17th  century  for  guides 
and  precedents  ?  He  believed  that  the 
country  was  amazed  at  the  obstructioiL 
which  had  taken  place ;  and  he  ventured 
to  say  that  if  such  a  charge  were  to  be 
brought  against  the  Government,  thtt 
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they  had  obstructed  the  Public  Business, 
it  would  only  rebound  against  hon. 
Members  who  had  really  adopted  that 
eoiixse.  He  also  ventured  to  suggest  to 
hoQ.  Members  for  Ireland  that  they 
should  re-consider  the  polioy  which  they 
had  80  long  pursued.  There  were  before 
tibe  House  several  Bills  in  which  they 
vere  interested,  among  them  the  Irish 
Education  Bill ;  and  there  were  also  a 
namber  of  English  Bills,  such  as  the 
Valuation  Bill  and  the  County  Boards 
Bill;  and  it  was  obvious  that  if  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland  would  give  cor- 
dial assistance  in  getting  measures 
through  the  House,  EDglish  Members 
would  do  all  they  could  to  assist  them 
in  canying  their  own  measures.  He 
Tentured  to  hope  that  hon.  Members 
from  Ireland  would  now  make  some 
change  in  their  tactics,  and  they  would 
find  that  their  time  had  not  been  wasted. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  292  ;  Noes 
24:  Majority  268.  —  (Div.  List,  No. 
160.) 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Mtmhtd,  That  Notice  having  been  taken 
vhile  the  House  was  in  Committee,  of  the  pre- 
Knee  in  one  of  the  side  Galleries  of  a  gentleman 
agagcd  in  taking  notes  of  the  proceedings  of 
tile  Committee ;  and  Mr.  Speaker  having  in- 
iflnned  the  House  that  the  gentleman  was  an 
officer  of  the  House,  and  was  so  employod  under 
^  direction,  and  that  the  notes  taken  by  him 
vere  for  the  confidential  information  of  the 
Speaker,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  Mr. 
Speaker  was  justified  in  the  directions  given  by 
um,  and  is  entitled  to  the  support  and  confi- 
dcBoe  of  this  House. 

ORDER     OF    THE    DAT. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Older  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Cliair." 

IBELAND— TRAINING    OF    TEACHERS 
IN  ELEMENTARY  SCHOOLS. 
BESOLUnON. 

The  O'CONOR  DON,  in  rising  to  call 
ittention  to  the  training  of  the  Teachers 
in  Elementary  Schools  in  Ireland,  and 
to  more— 

**Thit,  considering  the  very  large  proportion 
^  antnined  Teachers  in  charge  of  Elementary 
Schools  in  Ireland,  and  the  recommendations  of 


the  Royal  Commission  on  Primary  Education 
which  reported  in  1868,  it  is  dosirahle  that  steps 
should  he  immediately  taken  hy  Her  Majesty  s 
Government  to  give  effect  to  the  Besolution  in 
regard  to  Grants  to  Training  Schools  adopted 
hy  the  Board  of  National  Education  in  Ireland 
in  December  1874 ;  " 

said,  the  question  to  which  he- wished 
to  ask  the  attention  of  the  House,  al- 
though not  of  the  burning  character  of 
the  educational  topics  lately  submitted, 
was  still  one  of  very  considerable  import- 
ance. They  had  lately  been  considering 
the  condition  of  higher  education  in 
Ireland.  He  desired  now  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  other  end  of  the  educational 
course,  and  the  matters  connected  with 
thointerests  and  well-beiDgof  the  schools 
frequented  by  the  children  of  the  largo 
mass  of  the  population.  He  felt  sure  it 
would  be  admitted  that  no  point  in  con- 
nection with  these  schools  was  of  more 
importance  than  the  character  and  fitness 
of  the  teachers  who  presided  in  them, 
and  he  thought  it  would  also  be  very 
generally  granted  that  teaching  itself 
was  an  art,  that  it  required  to  be  learned, 
that  training  and  instruction  should 
precede  practice,  and  that  it  was  not 
every  young  lad  or  girl  who  passed 
through  a  school  that  was  capable  of 
undertaking  its  management.  It  would 
scarcely  be  denied,  he  thought,  that  to 
have  successful  teaching  there  should 
be  competent  teachers,  and  in  order  to 
secure  these  there  must  be  established 
some  system  of  preliminary  training. 
No  truth  was  more  fully  recognized  by 
the  founders  of  the  National  system  of 
education  in  Ireland  than  this  one.  For 
the  purpose  of  carrying  out  this  training 
an  institution  was  established  in  Marl- 
borough Street,  Dublin,  shortly  after 
the  National  system  of  education  was 
founded.  It  was  first  opened  for  males, 
and  subsequently  for  females,  and  it  had 
been  in  working  operation  for  nearly  40. 
years.  Subsequently,  at  various  times, 
district  and  minor  model  schools  wore 
founded,  all  under  the  control  and  man- 
agement of  tho  Board  of  Education,  and 
upon  these  schools  £50,000  a-year  was 
now  spent.  As  already  stated,  according 
to  the  Report  of  the  Koyal  Commission, 
a  residence  of  two  years  was  contem- 
plated, and  he  would  now  like  to  nsk 
attention  to  the  actual  facts  regarding 
the  duration  of  the  training.  In  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  two  years  was  tho 
duration  of  the  training;  but  in  Ireland, 
I  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  ordinary  training 
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lasted  only  five  months,  and  was  not 
participated  in  by  the  majority  of  the 
teachers ;  and  that,  he  stated,  was  re* 
garded  with  much  concern  by  the  Oo- 
vemment.  The  result  of  that  letter  of 
Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue's  was  a  recom- 
mendation of  an  alteration  in  the  system 
by  the  Board  of  Education,  and  the 
preparation  of  an  Estimate  for  carrying 
it  out.  But  a  change  of  Government 
took  place,  the  Conservative  Party  came 
into  power,  and  the  new  Chief  Secretary, 
Lord  Mayo,  declined  to  do  anything  in 
the  matter  without  first  having  a  pre- 
liminary inquiry.  In  the  following 
year,  1867,  he  announced  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  appoint  a  Boyal 
Commission,  which  was  accordingly  ap- 
pointed in  18G8.  That  Commission  sat 
for  three  years,  and  in  the  end  issued  a 
most  exhaustive  Beport  in  1871,  in 
which  the  subject  of  training  of  teachers 
was  most  elaborately  treated.  The 
Commissioners  found  the  facts  to  be 
exactly  as  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue  had 
stated — that  the  training  of  teachets 
was  miserably  defective,  both  as  to  the 
length  of  time  and  the  number  who 
took  advantage  of  it ;  in  fact,  they  found 
there  was  no  effective  system  of  training 
at  all  in  Ireland,  and  they  went  into 
consideration  of  the  causes  which  led  to 
this,  and  the  remedies  which  ought  to 
be  applied.  The  cause  of  all  this,  both 
as  stated  by  Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue, 
and  admitted  by  the  Board  of  Educa- 
tion, and  proved  before  the  Royal  Com- 
mission, was  the  old  cause  which  had 
marred  all  educational  efforts  in  Ireland. 
It  was  the  old  attempt  to  force  on  an 
unwilling  people  a  system  of  mixed  and 
secular  education ;  and  hero,  as  every- 
where else,  it  had  broken  down.  The 
ordinary  primary  National  schools  had 
not  failed,  simply  because,  though  in 
name  they  were  mixed  and  secular, 
they  were  in  practice,  to  all  intents  and 
purposes,  separate  and  denominational 
schools ;  but  the  training  schools,  just 
like  the  Queen's  Colleges,  were  the 
purest  types  of  the  mixed  system  ;  and, 
accordingly,  as  in  every  other  branch  of 
education  where  that  was  the  case,  the 
failure  was  conspicuous.  As  already 
stated,  a  central  training  school  was 
established  in  Dublin,  and  other  model 
schools  subsequently  in  different  parts 
of  the  country.  Those  were  essentially 
mixed  and  secular  schools,  and  in  the 
central    training    school    the    teaoher 


lasted  only  five  months,  and,  in  many 
instances,  only  four  months.  Beyond 
that,  short  as  it  was,  it  was  most  miser- 
ably defective.  Mr.  Marshall,  one  of 
the  English  Inspectors,  referred  to  the 
teachers  who  had  spent  four  or  five 
months  in  the  Dublin  training  school  as 
**  virtually  untrained."  Mr.  Connor, 
another  Inspector,  referred  to  them  in 
the  same  sense ;  and  Mr.  O'Hara  stated 
that  very  little  difference  could  be  found 
between  trained  and  untrained  teachers. 
But  not  only  was  the  length  of  training 
wretched,  but  the  numbers  who  took 
advantage  of  this  wretched  training 
were  very  small.  In  considering  this 
part  of  the  subject  he  would  have  to  go 
back  a  little  on  the  history  of  the  ques- 
tion. In  June,  1866,  more  than  13 
years  ago.  Lord  Carlingford,  then  Mr. 
Chichester  Fortescue, Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  wrote  as  follows  to  the  Com- 
missioners on  National  Education  : — 

"  I  am  desired  by  His  Excellency  the  Lord 
Lieutenant,  to  inform  you  that  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  had  under  their  consideration 
several  important  questions  connected  with  the 
operation  of  the  National  system  of  education 
in  Ireland.  The  first  question  which  they  re- 
quest the  Board  to  consider  is  that  of  the 
training  of  the  teachers  of  the  model  schools. 
It  was  originally  laid  down  by  Lord  Derby,  as 
a  condition  of  the  employment  of  teachers,  that 
they  should  receive  previous  instruction  in  the 
normal  school  which  was  established  in  Dublin 
in  1833 ;  but  the  Commissioners  of  Education, 
having  this  one  normal  school  only,  and  having 
a  large  and  increasing  number  of  teachers  to 
train,  were  forced  to  adopt  a  very  limited  course 
of  instruction,  a  course  which  at  first  was  spread 
over  three  months  only,  and  which  has  never  ex- 
ceeded five  months,  and  notwithstanding  this 
effort  to  extend,  however  impcifectly,  the  influ- 
ences of  training  as  widely  us  possible,  it  appears 
that  there  are  still  in  the  National  Schools  4,369 
untrained  teachers  out  of  a  total  of  7,472.  It  is, 
of  course,  known  to  the  Government  that  the  dis- 
trict model  schools  assist  in  supplying  competent 
teachers ;  but  the  number  they  are  able  to  send 
out  does  not,  it  appears,  exceed  90,  while  in  34 
out  of  60  school  districts  no  model  school  has 
been  established.  It  is  accordingly  ascertained 
that  between  the  training  school  in  Dublin  and 
the  district  model  schools  in  the  country  the 
number  of  persons  prepared  for  the  office  of 
teacher  is  only  about  400,  whereas  the  number 
of  new  teachers  annually  required  is  900.  The 
Government  view  this  state  of  things  with  much 
concern,  and  are  anxious  to  apply  a  remedy  for 
the  incompleteness  and  inadequacy  of  the  pre- 
sent training.'* 

Here  they  had  the  position  of  affairs  at 
that  time  very  clearly  laid  down  by  the 
responsible  Minister  of  the  Crown.  The 
training,  he  stated,  was  inadequate 
both  as  to   duration   and   extent.    It 
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under  a  course  of  training  was  obliged 
to  ledde  as  well  as  to  attend  for  in- 
strocdon.  The  distinction  between  these 
institations  and  the  ordinary  day  schools 
¥aS)  therefore,  a  very  marked  one.  The 
training  schools,  just  as  the  Queen's 
Colleges,  were  real  types  of  thoroughly 
secular  institutions.  The  evils  of  this 
system  could  not  be  expressed  in  more 
doquent  words  than  in  the  Eeport  of 
Messrs.  Gowen'and  Stokes,  two  of  Lord 
Mayo's  Boyal  Commissioners.  They 
say— 

"No  system,  however  carefully  devised, 
vhich  ignores  the  power  to  be  derived  in 
Isnnin^  the  character  from  unity  of  religious 
eanvictions,  can  be  effectual.  In  Marlborough 
Street,  at  every  turn,  religious  differences  are 
kq>t  before  the  pupils.  It  is  no  happy  family 
whidi  is  divided  into  these  sects,  continually 
Kparating  from  each  other  for  religious  duties, 
vho  cannot  say  even  <  Our  Father '  in  common. 
Those  young  people  are  no  longer  children, 
freih  and  light-hearted.  They  have  learned 
to  feel  already  the  bitterness  and  dijQiculty 
vhidi  religions  differences  create." 

And  they  recommend  that  the  training 
of  teachers  should  be  denominational,  even 
if  no  other  part  of  the  system  be  altered. 
Sir  Alexander  Macdonald,  so  long  the 
able  head  of  the  Board  of  Education, 
himself  a  strong  supporter  of  mixed 
education,  admitted  the  same  thing,  and 
stated— 

**If  we  call  out  300  or  400  persons  from 
erery  part  of  Ireland,  from  their  own  homes 
ud  their  own  pastures,  every  year  for  half 
»-T€ar,  to  be  educated  in  Dublin,  it  is  a  very 
Busutrons  thing  that  we  should  not  provide 
for  tbeir  spiritual  as  well  as  their  secular 
education;'* 

and  he  went  on  to  say  that  the  system 
of  united  training  of  teachers  in  Ireland 
had  failed.  In  1866,  when  Mr.  Chi- 
chester Fortescue  brought  the  subject 
under  the  notice  of  the  Board,  he  not 
only  pointed  out  the  existence  and  the 
extent  of  the  evil,  but  suggested  a 
remedy.  He  suggested,  on  behalf  of 
the  Government,  first,  the  establishment 
of  model  and  training  schools  under 
local  management  corresponding,  to  a 
certain  extent,  with  the  ordinary  non- 
nested primary  schools ;  and,  secondly, 
Ae  granting  of  permission  to  students 
tnined  in  Dublin  in  the  State  model 
kIiooIs  to  board  out.  In  this  recom- 
iBcndation  the  Koyal  Commission  and 
^  Board  of  [Education  concurred. 
Hessrs.  Cowen  and  Stokes  again  re- 
port— 


'*The  importance  which  wo  attach  .to  the 
employment  of  trained  teachers  generally  in 
schools,  the  repugnance  displayed  towards  the 
system  of  united  training,  the  difficulty  of 
overcoming  the  reasons  on  which  this  repug- 
nance  is  founded,  and  the  advantages  which 
xna}r  accompany  increased  facilities  for  estah- 
lishing  and  conducting  training  schools,  con- 
vince us  that  the  claims  for  denominational 
training  should  be  conceded." 

And  the  Commission  itself  reported — 

"  That  the  aid  of  the  Board  should  bo  given 
to  training  schools  imder  the  management  of 
committees,  voluntary  societies,  or  religious 
bodies,  under  certain  conditions." 

This  recommendation  of  the  Commission, 
made  in  1871,  has  ever  since  remained 
a  dead  letter.  In  the  following  year  the 
attention  of  Parliament  was  occupied 
with  more  pressing  questions,  and  in 
the  year  after  the  Government  of  Mr. 
Gladstone  went  out  of  Office  and   the 

? resent  Government  came  into  power, 
t  was  not  long  in  power  when  attention 
was  again  directed  to  the  subject,  and 
in  1874  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  pre- 
sent Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach),  then  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  wrote  to  the  Board 
of  Education,  on  behalf  of  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant, to  the  following  eflfect : — 

**  His  Grace  invites  the  spccia}  attention  of 
the  Board  to  the  important  subject  embraced  in 
Question  No.  6  [referring  to  the  training 
schools].  His  Grace  understands  that  in  Eng- 
land there  are  39  training  schools,  with  2,894 
students,  with  a  grant  of  £90,000  a-ycar ;  in 
Scotland  5  training  schools,  with  704  students, 
and  a  grant  of  £21,500  ;  while  in  Ireland  there 
is  only  1  normal  traininf^  school,  with  218 
students,  and  a  grant  of  £7,646,  although  this 
doHciency  is  to  some  extent  supplemented  by  a 
system  of  district  model  schools.  It  is  further 
to  be  borne  in  mind  that  whereas  two  years  is 
generally  considered  the  minimum  period  of  re- 
sidence in  a  training  school,  the  Irish  teachers, 
with  the  exception  of  those  that  undergo  a 
special  term  of  training,  remain  only  about  five 
months  in  the  Marlborough  Street  school.  The 
existing  insufficiency  of  teachers,  trained  even 
to  this  extent,  cannot  but  injuriously  affect  the 
present  standard  of  education ;  and  His  Grace 
observes  that  in  their  last  Report  the  Commis- 
sioners show  that  they  have  6,284  untrained 
teachers  in  the  service.  His  Grace  is  anxious 
to  bring  the  recommendations  of  Mr.  Chichester 
Fortescue  and  the  Royal  Commissioners  under 
the  notice  of  the  Board,  while,  at  the  same  time, 
guarding  himself  against  expressing  any  opi- 
nion upon  their  respective  merits." 

This  letter  was  written  in  November, 
1874,  and  in  reply  to  it,  in  the  following 
month,  the  Board  of  Education  met  to 
consider  the  recommendations  made  by 
Mr.  Chichester  Fortescue  and  the  Koyd 
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Commission,  when  they  came  to  certain 
resolutions  which  it  was  the  object  of 
the  Motion  now  before  the  House  to 
enforce.  They  decided  to  approve  of 
certain  alterations  in  the  system  of 
training  in  Marlborough  Street,  and  of 
allowing  grants  to  non-yested  or  deno- 
minational training  Colleges  or  schools 
upon  certain  conditions.  The  conditions 
were  mainly  these  —  that  a  training 
College  should  include  a  College  for  in- 
structing candidates  >  for  the  office  of 
teacher  of  the  National  School,  and  of  a 
practising  National  School.  No  grant 
to  be  made  unless  the  secular  teaching 
was  open  to  pupils  of  all  denominations, 
and  that  the  site  of  the  school  should 
be  approved  of  by  the  Board ;  that  a 
certain  number  of  hours  should  be  de- 
voted to  secular  instruction;  that  the 
practising  school  should  be  a  National 
School  carried  on  on  the  same  system  as 
any  ordinary  National  School ;  that 
grants  should  be  made  to  the  credit  of 
the  training  College  of  £100  for  every 
master  and  £70  for  every  mistress  with 
a  first-class  certificate,  and  £80  and  £50 
for  masters  and  mistresses  with  second- 
class  certificates  who  had  been  trained 
continually  for  two  years ;  and  if  trained 
for  only  on^  year,  half  the  grant  to  be 
given — the  grant  in  no  case  to  exceed 
75  per  cent  of  the  total  expenditure  of 
the  college,  and  the  examination  of 
students  and  programme  of  examination 
for  admission  to  be  settled  by  the  Board. 
Those  recommendations  were  made  in 
1874,  at  the  instance  of  the  late  Chief 
Secretary,  and  nothing  had  since  been 
done  to  carry  them  into  eflfect.  On  the 
other  hand,  since  those  recommenda- 
tions were  made,  things  had  been  going 
from  bad  to  worse.  When  Lord  Car- 
lingford  wrote  the  first  letter,  about  40 
per  cent  of  the  teachers  were  trained ; 
when  Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  wrote  in 
1874,  about  38  percent;  but,  according 
to  the  last  Heport  of  the  Commissioners 
on  National  Education,  there  were  now 
in  Ireland  10,674  teachers,  and  of  these 
only  3,394  were  trained — that  was  to 
say,  only  about  32  per  cent  of  all  the 
teachers  in  Ireland  were  trained.  So 
that,  instead  of  getting  better,  matters 
were  getting  much  worse;  and  if  the 
thing  was  urgent  in  1866  it  was  still 
more  so  now.  That,  then,  was  the  state 
of  affairs  in  Ireland ;  and  before  saying 
more  upon  it  he  wished  to  call  attention 
for  a  few  moments  to  what  was  done  in 
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England  and  Scotland.    In  England  and 
Scotland  no  such  system  as  that  forced 
upon  Ireland  was  in  existence.    In  Eng- 
land district  training  colleges  attached 
to  the  different  religious  denominations 
were  recognized  and  endowed.    Up  to 
the  passing  of  the  Education  Act  of 
1871,    not    only    were    denominational 
schools    and    training    colleges   recog- 
nized, but  actually  religious  teaching 
itself  was  inspected  and  reported  upon. 
Since  1871  this  had  ceased.     The  State 
no  longer  recognized  religious  teaching ; 
but  it  did  not  place  it  under  a  ban.  It  £d 
not  say  that  where  religious  teaduDg 
was  given  no  grant  should  be  made  for 
secular  teaching,  and  it  did  not  make  the 
teaching  of  religious  truths  a  disability. 
Yet  that  was  what  was  attempted  to  be 
done  in  Ireland.  In  England  there  were 
over  40  training  Colleges  aided  by  the 
State  in  connection  with  almost  every 
considerable    religious  Body   over  the 
country — with  the  Church  of  England, 
the  Wesleyans,  Congregationalists,  Bo- 
man  Catholics,  and  even  the  Secularists 
— for  the  latter  he  ventured  to  call  as 
much  a  separate  and  distinct  sect  as  any 
other.     All  these  Colleges  were  assisted 
by  the  State,  and  what  was  the  result  ? 
It  appeared  from  the  last  Heport  of  the 
Committee  of  the  Privy  Council  that  of 
teachers  employed  in  schools  in  England 
and  Wales  only  25  per  cent  were  un- 
trained,   75   being   trained;    and   that 
training  did  not  consist  in  a  miserable 
stay  of  three  or  four  months  in  a  training 
school,  as  61  per  cent  of  the  teachers  em- 
ployed in  English  schools  had  undergone 
two  years'  training,  10  per  cent  for  more 
than  one  year,  and  only  3  per  cent  leas 
than  a  year.     Further  than  that,  the 
proportion  of  untrained  teachers  in  the 
schools  was  yearly  diminishing.    The 
training  schools  in  England  and  Wales 
had  now  about  3,000  students  in  train- 
ing for  the  two  years'  course,  and  sup- 
plied annually  1,500,  which  was  nearly 
or  just  about  the  full  number  required 
to  supply  vacancies ;  whereas  in  Ireland, 
with    an    annual    want  of   about  700 
teachers,  the  total  number  trained  in 
1878,  according  to  the  last  Beport  of  the 
Board,  was  166.    Then,  as  to  Scotland. 
There,  as  in  England,  separate  deno- 
minational training  schools  were  recog- 
nized.   In  Scotland,  of  the  masters  em- 
ployed in  teaching,  53  per  cent  had  been 
trained  for  two  years,  13  per  cent  for 
one  year,  and  5  per  cent  for  less  than  a 
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year,  and  29  per  cent  were  untrained  ; 
ifidof  mistresses  69  per  cent  were  trained 
for  two  years,  9  per  cent  for  one  year,  1 
percent  for  less  than  a  year,  and  only 
21  per  cent  untrained.  There  were  1 ,000 
stndents  in  training  for  the  two  years' 
course,  an  annual  supply  of  500  teachers, 
or  more  than  the  full  number  supplied 
for  the  annual  vacancies.  The  training 
schools  in  Scotland  were  essentially  de- 
nominational, and  religious  instruction 
vas  given  in  them.  The  fact  was  re- 
ported even  in  the  Beport  of  the  Go- 
Temment  Inspector,  and  examinations 
in  reL'gious  knowledge  were  held  at  the 
end  of  the  course ;  and  on  this  point  of 
reh'gious  teaching  the  teachers  or  com- 
mittees having  charge  of  the  College 
had  the  most  ample  powers  to  teach  what 
they  wieihed,  and  how  they  wished.  To 
these  denominational  Colleges  annual 
grants  xFere  made  of  £100  for  every 
master  trained  two  years,  and  £70  for 
e?ery  mistress.  And  further  than  that, 
an  arrangement  had  been  made  with  the 
Scotch  Universities,  by  which  a  special 
conrseof  study  and  examination  at  those 
Un?ersities  was  provided  for  a  certain 
number  of  those  students,  and  the  at- 
tendance at  that  course  of  study,  and  the 
passing  of  those  University  examina- 
tions, entitled  the  students  to  have  their 
certificates,  and  the  Colleges  from  which 
they  came  to  the  payments  on  their  be- 
half, so  that  they  had  there  in  Scotland 
purely  denominational  Colleges  receiv- 
ing direct  grants  of  £50  a-year  for  each 
student  who  passed  a  certain  University 
examination  corresponding  as  they  were 
told  m  the  Report  with  that  of  the 
degree  of  B.A.  Yet,  in  the  face  of 
that,  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren)  felt  justified 
in  getting  up  in  the  House  and  declar- 
ing, in  a  speech  which  he  had  thought 
worth  while  to  have  printed  in  pamphlet 
form,  that  the  grant  of  £20  a-year  to 
denominational  Colleges  for  the  results 
of  teaching  proficiently  in  secular  sub- 
jects in  Ireland  was  *' absolutely  mon- 
strous." In  Ireland  no  grants  were 
made  for  training  schools  beyond  those 
niade  to  the  Government  institutions, 
and  the  result  was  that  68  per  cent  of 
the  teachers  were  untrained,  and  of  those 
<^ed  trained  only  a  very  small  propor- 
tion received  more  than  four  months* 
tuning.  In  England  and  Scotland 
Jttge  grants  were  made  to  denomina- 
tional training  schoolB,  with  the  result 
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that  in  England  only  25  per  cent  of  the 
masters  were  untrained,  and  in  Scotland 
only  29  per  cent.  The  system  adopted 
in  Ireland  had  been  condemned  by  suc- 
cessive Governments,  it  had  been  con- 
demned by  the  Board  of  Education,  it 
had  been  ,  condemned  by  a  Royal  Com- 
mission ;  yet  nothing  was  done  to  alter 
it,  and  it  remained  unchanged,  side  by 
side  with  a  totally  different  system  in 
England  and  Scotland.  It  was  impos- 
sible in  these  circumstances  for  Irish- 
men, and  especially  for  Irish  Catholics, 
not  to  feel  that  in  this,  as  in  every  other 
branch  of  the  Education  question,  they 
were  treated  exceptionally,  wholly  on  ac- 
count of  their  religion.  If  they  were  not 
Irishmen  and  Catholics  it  would  bo  im- 
possible for  this  state  of  things  to  continue. 
Even  from  the  most  an ti- religious  point 
of  view  it  was  monstrously  absurd.  If, 
by  it  young  men  could  bo  induced  to 
enter  in  to  the  mixed  State  training  schools, 
and  that  Catholic  candidates  for  the 
office  of  teacher  were  to  be  found  there 
in  large  numbers,  there  would  be  some 
excuse  for  the  proceeding  on  the  ground 
of  common  senHC ;  but  when  that  was  not 
the  case,  and  when  the  only  result  was 
having  the  education  of  the  country 
carried  on  by  untrained  teachers,  the 
proceeding  was  absolutely  senseless. 
But  it  might  be  said  that  the  granting 
of  the  demands  in  respect  of  this  train- 
ing of  teachers  would  be  contrary  to  the 
whole  spirit  and  principle  of  education 
in  Ireland,  lie  denied  that  altogether. 
The  system  of  primary  education  in  Ire- 
land might  be  called  anything  that 
people  liked  ;  but  it  was,  practically,  a 
denominational  system,  and  the  moment 
the  State  approved  of  the  non-vested 
primary  schooL^  and  gave  grants  to  those 
schools,  that  moment  the  whole  principle 
of  mixed  education  was  given  up,  and 
after  the  reality  was  given  up  it  wns 
idle  to  fight  about  the  shadow.  What 
he  wished  to  press  upon  the  House  by 
the  adoption  of  his  Motion  was  that  the 
principle  of  the  non-vested  system  should 
bo  extended  to  the  training  schools,  and 
that  non-vested,  and,  he  would  admit, 
practically  denominational  schools,  just 
as  non-invested  primary  schools,  should 
be  put  on  the  same  footing  of  recogni- 
tion as  similar  schools  in  England  and 
Scotland.  This  demand  was  a  just  one. 
It  was  a  simple  one.  It  was  supported 
by  the  highest  authorities,  by  the  Go- 
vernment   of  1866,   by  the    Board  of 

K 


259  Ireland^Training  of  TeaeherB  [COMMONS)        in  Elmmtary  Sehooh.       260 


Education,  by  the  Boyal  Comnnssiou 
appointed  by  the  Party  now  in  power ; 
and  he  could  not  believe  that  the  present 
Government,  who  had  at  such  an  early 
period  shown  an  interest  in  the  matter, 
would  refuse  to  grant  it.  The  money 
for  carrying  it  out  was  at  hand,  or, 
at  least,  a  portion  of  it.  Nearly  £50,000 
a-year  was  at  present  spent  in  Ireland 
on  the  central  training  schools  of  the 
district  model  schools,  and,  in  a  great 
part,  uselessly  spent.  Some  -  of  those 
funds,  at  least,  might  be  usefully  diverted 
in  the  manner  he  proposed ;  and  in  the 
confident  hope  that  the  Government 
would  do  that  little  act  of  justice  he 
begged  to  move  the  Besolution  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  EREINGTON,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  quoted  statistics  to  show  the 
defective  nature  of  the  arrangements 
that  had  been  made  for  the  training  of 
teachers,  as  referred  to  in  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Roe- 
common  (the  O'Conor  Don).  Estimating 
the  minimum  number  of  the  teachers 
who  should  be  trained  for  Ireland  at 
500,  he  calculated  that  the  cost  per 
annum  would  amount  to  £25,000.  His 
hon.  Friend  asked  for  an  increase  in 
the  present  Vote  of  £25,000,  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Meldon)  also  asked  for  an  increase. 
Both  of  those  hon.  Members  wished 
to  improvid  the  condition  of  the  teachers, 
the  one  intellectually,  and  the  other 
physically.  Considerable  retrenchment 
might,  he  thought,  be  effected  in 
other  directions.  One  branch  of  those 
Estimates  required  very  careful  con- 
sideration. The  model  schools  were, 
professedly,  a  portion  of  that  training 
system ;  and  the  reports  of  the  Inspectors 
pointed  out  how  completely  they  had 
failed  in  that  respect.  Taking  those  schools 
simply  on  economical  grounds,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  could  fairly  effect  a  consider- 
able reduction  upon  them.  The  objects 
sought  by  those  schools  were  to  give  a 
model  of  mixed  education,  to  afford 
examples  for  the  National  Schools,  and 
also  to  give  a  preparatory  training  to 
young  teachers.  But  they  had  absolutely 
failed  as  training  schools,  and  very  few 
of  them  were  really  models  of  mixed 
education.  The  Royal  Commissioners 
showed  that  a  very  great  proportion  of 
the  children  educated  in  those  schools, 
with  money  voted  for  the  benefit  of  the 
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poorer  classes,  were  the  children  of  the 
respectable  and  richer  classes.  In  1874, 
a  Department  Commission  of  the 
Treasury  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
those  schools,  as  there  was  a  proposal  to 
increase  the  salaries  of  the  masters.  The 
Commissioners  said  that  not  more  than 
one- third  of  the  children  in  those  schook 
were  drawn  from  the  working  classes. 
No  less  a  suib  than  £40,000  a-year  was 
thrown  away  upon  those  schools,  which 
had  failed  in  every  object  for  which  they 
were  intended.  In  point  of  fact,  the 
model  schools  were  intermediate  schools. 
For  a  long  time  past  the  managers  of 
schools  in  Ireland  had  been  alive  to  the 
serious  nature  of  the  want  of  training; 
and,  accordingly,  in  1875,  the  Cathohc 
Bishops  started  a  training  College  of 
their  own.  In  1878-79  there  were  45 
teachers  in  that  institution.  The  hon. 
Member  concluded  by  expressing  a  hope 
that  the  House  would  accept  the  pro- 
posals of  his  hon.  Friend. 

Amendment  proposed. 

To  leave  out  the  word  *'  That  *'  to  the  end  of 
the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words  "  con- 
sidering the  very  large  proportion  of  untrained 
Teachers  in  charge  of  Elementary  Schools  in 
Ireland,  and  the  recommendations  of  the  Boyal 
Commission  on  Primary  Education  which  re- 
ported in  1868,  it  is  desirable  that  steps  should 
be  immediately  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  GoTcrn- 
ment  to  give  effect  to  the  Resolution  in  regard 
to  Grants  to  Training  Schools  adopted  by  the 
Board  of  National  Education  in  Ireland  in 
December  1874,*'--(r/*e  O'Conor  Don,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  COGAN  said,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
who  had  already  addressed  the  House 
(the  0' Conor  Don)  had  entered  at  suck 
length  into  this  subject  that,  at  that 
late  hour,  he  should  not  be  justified  in 
taking  up  much  of  the  time  of  the  House. 
He  should  not  have  intruded  into  the 
debate  at  all,  if  he  had  not  wished  to 
bear  his  testimony  to  the  deep  interest 
felt  in  Ireland  with  regard  to  this  sub- 
ject. The  House  had  heard,  with  feelings 
of  regret,  the  sad  history  that  had  been 
given  to  it  of  the  state  in  which  so  vast 
a  number  of  teachers  in  the  National 
Schools  in  Ireland  now  were.  It  was  a 
melancholy  thing  for  them  to  have  to 
state  now  that  a  system  which  had  been 
in  force  for  so  many  years  in  Ireland 
should  only  possess  31  per  cent  of  trained 
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teacHers,  when  the    total   number    of 
teachers  was  about  6,000.    He  believed 
that  in  any  effort  which  they  might 
initiate,  and  which  they  were  prepared 
to  make,  the  state  of  the  National  School 
teachers  in  Ireland  was  the  most  im- 
portant matter  to  be  considered,  and 
more  particularly  their  training  for  the 
aTocations  which  they  had  to  pursue. 
Though  he  was  always  ready  to  advocate 
any  scheme  for  improving  their  physical 
well-being,  and  to  increase  their  salaries, 
yet  the  most  important   matter  of  all 
was  that  this  Q!ouse  should  see   that 
the  persons  to  whom  it  had  intrusted 
teaching  in  Ireland  should  be  qualified 
for  the  position  in    which  they  were 
placed.    It  had  been  shown  to  the  House 
that  for  a  long  series  of  years  the  state 
of  the  training    for    National    School 
teachers  in  Ireland  had  been  complained 
of,  and  that  a  Royal  Commission  had 
sat  upon  the  subject,  and  that  successive 
Chief  Secretaries  for  Ireland  had  felt  it 
80  important  a  matter   that  they  had 
hrought  it  under  the  notice  of  the  Board. 
It  had  also  been  shown  that,  so  long  ago 
as  1874,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  who 
now  filled  the  Office  of  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  wrote  to  the  Board  of  National 
Edacation    in  Ireland,   putting  before 
them  two  proposals  with  regard  to  the 
training  schools.     One  was  the  proposal 
of  Mr.  Forbes'  Committee  in  1860,  and 
the  other  was  the  proposal  of  the  Royal 
Commission,  headed  by  Lord  Powis,  in 
1868.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  now 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies, 
in  1874,  brought  these  proposals  before 
them,  with  the  purpose  then  pointed  out 
by  him,  and  with  the  desire  that  the  assist- 
ance of  the  Commissioners  of  National 
Education  should   be  given  to  devise 
some  practical  and  reasonable  scheme 
to  remove  the  state  of  things  which  was 
aa  obstacle  to  giving  a  high  standard  of 
education  to  the  Irish  people.     He  was 
glad  to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
whom  he  alluded   then  in   his   place, 
and  he  trusted  that  they  would  have  his 
assistance  in  carrying  out  the  objects 
which  they  had  in  view.     The  right  hon. 
^ntleman  declared  then  that  it   was 
necessary  for  carrying  out  the  education 
of  the  Irish  people   that  an  alteration 
should  be  made  with  regard  to  the  train- 
ing of  the  teachers,  and  he  submitted 
^eae  two  proposals,  which  were,  to  a 
gnat  extent,  identical  in  principle,  and 


which  would  carry  out  the  object  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Boscommon  (the 
O'Conor  Don).  He  trusted  that  this 
subject  had  been  so  long  considered  that 
they  would  have  an  assurance  from  the 
Government  that  night  that  the  hopes 
of  the  Irish  people  would  not  be  left 
uncared  for.  This  matter  was  of  very 
serious  importance,  for  it  should  be 
recollected  that  every  year  which  passed 
saw  a  number  of  the  youth  of  the  country 
pass  away  from  these  schools,  and  the 
whole  of  their  future  lives  would  be  in- 
fluenced for  good  or  for  ill  by  the  educa- 
tion which  they  had  there  received.  He 
did  not  think  that  anything  could  be 
more  disastrous  to  the  future  well-being 
of  the  Irish  people  than  that  a  system 
of  training,  which  had  been  admitted  on 
all  hands  to  be  defective,  should  be 
continued.  They  desired  that  that  House 
should  unanimously  come  to  the  conclu- 
sion that  nothing  could  be  more  injurious 
than  the  existence  of  these  schools  which 
were  not  fit  for  their  work;  and  he 
trusted  tliat  they  would  have  an  assur- 
ance from  the  Government  that  they 
would  be  ready  to  carry  out  the  sug- 
gestions addressed  to  the  National  Board 
by  the  late  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 
The  National  Board,  in  response  to  his 
application,  put  before  him  a  scheme 
which  had  been  detailed  at  length  by 
other  hon.  Members ;  and  he  trusted 
that  they  would  have  some  assurance 
from  the  Government  that  they  would 
consider  this  question,  and  that  they 
were  prepared  to  deal  with  it.  If  they 
did  so,  ho  was  sure  that  they  would 
confer  a  lasting  benefit  upon  the  Irish 
people. 

Mr.  BRUEN  observed,  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eoscommon  (the  0' Conor 
Donj  had  stated  what  he  considered  to 
be  the  evils  in  this  system  as  it  now 
existed,  and  what  he  proposed  to  do  to 
remedy  them.  It  was  a  very  serious 
thing  if  any  large  number  of  teachers 
were  not  competent  ;  but  he  (Mr. 
Bruen)  did  not  think  he  could  quite 
coincide  with  his  hon.  Friend  in  the 
remedy  ho  proposed.  He  proposed,  in 
fact,  that  the  training  of  teachers  should 
be  taken  from  under  the  control  of 
the  National  Board  of  Education,  and 
should  bo  committed  to  the  care  of  inde- 
pendent voluntary  bodies  of  persons. 
At  present,  the  training  of  teachers  was 
conducted  under  the  control  of  the 
National  Board,  and  not  under  the  con- 
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trol  of  other  bodies ;  and  he"  must  say 
that  he  gave  his  preference  to  the  train- 
ing institutions  remaining  under  the 
control  of  the  National  Board.  He  did 
not,  however,  think  that  even  if  the 
training  institutions  for  teachers  were 
placed  under  the  control,  or  in  the  hands 
of  persons  other  than  the  National 
Board,  the  evils  which  his  hon.  Friend 
had  pointed  out  would  be  remedied, 
for  he  thought  the  evils  which  he 
had  noticed  proceeded  from  an  entirely 
different  source  from  that  which  had 
been  stated.  He  believed  that  the  cause 
of  there  being  so  few  competent  teachers 
in  Ireland  was  that  the  remuneration 
was  so  very  small.  The  remuneration 
at  present  given  to  teachers  in  Ireland 
was  perfectly  inadequate  to  induce  men 
to  spend  a  certain  portion  of  their  lives 
in  preparing  to  enter  the  service  of  the* 
National  Board,  and  afterwards  con- 
tinuing in  it.  The  present  training  in- 
stitutions trained  a  very  considerable 
number  of  men ;  but  it  must  not  be  sup- 
posed that  the  whole  number  trained 
ever  became  teachers.  It  had  been 
noticed  that  out  of  those  trained  a  very 
large  proportion,  for  instance,  of  those 
educated  at  the*  training  establishment 
in  Marlborough  Street  never  became 
teachers  in  National  Schools  at  all; 
or,  even  if  they  did,  they  left  the  ser- 
vice very  shortly,  and  got  into  other 
occupations.  That  fact  showed  where 
the  evil  laid,  and  that  it  was  not  in  the 
institutions,  or  in  their  management, 
but  in  the  want  of  inducement  to  teachers 
to  remain  in  the  service.  Had  he  been 
in  Order,  he  should. have  been  inclined 
to  move  an  Amendment,  to  the  effect 
that  it  was  expedient  that  additional  in- 
ducements should  bo  given  to  teachers 
to  continue  in  the  service  of  the  Board, 
and  that  they  should  have  increased  re- 
muneration. He  believed  if  increased 
remuneration  were  paid  to  teachers,  they 
would  very  soon  have  a  sufficient  supply 
of  perfectly  competent  teachers.  No 
doubt,  this  question  was  one  of  expense, 
and,  of  course,  it  was  very  difficult  to 
come  down  to  that  House  and  ask  for  a 
larger  supply  of  money  for  educational 
purposes  in  Ireland.  He  did  not  think 
that  they  would  be  driven  to  that  neces- 
sity. The  hon.  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  Errington)  had  told  the  House  of 
the  class  of  children  that  were  educated 
in  some  of  the  model  schools.  He 
thought  it  would  be  ^  reasonable  thing 
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if  some  school  fees  were  imposed  upon 
those  persons  able  to  pay  them,  who 
sent  their  children  to  these  schools.  By 
that  means,  they  would  obtain  sufficient 
money  to  increase  the  salaries  of  the 
teachers  in  Ireland  without  additional 
taxation.  He  did  not  wish  to  see  these 
fees  imposed  upon  the  poorer  classes, 
who  were  unable  to  pay  for  sending  their 
children  to  school.  There  should  be 
some  provision  that,  whenever  a  person 
was  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians,  able  to  pay  the  school  fees, 
then  the  school  fees,  or  a  portion  of 
them,  should  be  remitted.  By  that 
means,  they  would  get  such  a  sum  of 
money  as  would  be  sufficient  to  offer  a 
very  material  inducement  to  competent 
teachers. 

Mr.  macartney  said,  that  there 
had  been  three  attacks  made  upon  the 
system  of  education  in  Ireland.  One 
attack  was  directed  against  the  Univer- 
sity system ;  the  second  against  the 
education  represented  by  the  National 
Schools;  and  the  third,  which  was  most 
likely  to  follow,  was  for  the  purpose  of 
doing  away  with  the  present  system  of 
National  Education,  and  introducing  an 
entirely  denominational  education.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Hoscommon  (the 
O'Conor  Don)  had  brought  before  the 
House  a  Paper  containing  the  recom- 
mendations made  to  the  Government 
in  1874,  through  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  was  now  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach). 
He  (Mr.  Macartney)  was  not  surprised 
that  the  Government  of  the  period  did 
not  act  upon  the  recommendations  made 
by  a  small  majority  of  the  National 
Board  of  Education  in  Dublin.  Anyone 
who  went  through  the  Papers  would 
see  that  opinions  were  very  much 
divided  upon  that  Board,  and  that 
three  or  four  different  plans  were 
proposed.  Ultimately,  by  a  narrow 
majority,  the  recommendations  were 
made  which  had  now  been  brought  to 
the  attention  of  the  House.  For  ^Ye 
years  the  hon.  Member  for  Roscommon 
had  thought  it  right  not  to  take  any 
step  in  the  matter ;  but  he  had  at  leng^ 
brought  it  forward.  In  the  first  place, 
it  was  proposed  to  establish  training 
Colleges  which  should  be  entirely  de- 
nominational, and  that  75  per  cent  of 
the  yearly  expense  of  these  Colleges 
should  be  paid  by  the  State.  The 
amount  to  be  paid  for  these  Colleges 
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for  the  taraining  of  masters  and  mis- 
tresBes  was  not  to  exceed  75  per  cent  of 
the  total  expenditure.     The  Motion  did 
not  saj  the  total  expenditure  for  teach- 
ing, but  the  total  expenditure  for  the 
esUiblishment  of  the  Colleges.     Thus, 
&6  State  was  to  be  at  the  expense  of 
maintaining  institutions  of  an  entirely 
denominational  nature,  and  was  to  pay 
three-fourths     of    their    maintenance. 
The  hon.  Member  maintained  that  in 
England  and  Scotland  a  large  sum  of 
money  was  contributed   to  denomina- 
tional education ;  but  he  did  not  tell  the 
House  how  much  of  the  total  expenses 
of  the   denominational    education    so 
afforded  came  from  private  sources,  and 
how  much  from  public  revenues.     If  he 
had  done  so,  he  would  have  told  the  House 
that  if  75  per  cent  was  to  be  given  in 
Ireland  a  very  much  smaller  proportion 
was  now  given  in  England  and  Scotland. 
Another  of  the  proposals  made  was  that 
the  candidates  should  be  recommended 
&r  examination  by  the  managers  of  the 
Colleges,    or    else    by   the    patron    or 
manager  of  the  school.     Hon.  Members 
were  not,    perhaps,    aware    how    the 
patrons    and    managers    of    National 
bchools  in  Ireland  were  appointed.     In 
England,  generally,  the  patron  of  the 
fichool  was  a  person  who  had  built  it,  or 
endowed  it,  or  who  paid  a  very  large 
proportion  of  the  sum  required  for  its 
maintenance.     In  Ireland,  the   schools 
generally  were  of  a  very  modest  charac- 
ter, and  had  cost  very  little,  and  most 
frequently  the  patron  did  not  contribute 
a  single  shilling  towards  the  expenses 
of  the  school,  and  the  school  manager 
&nd   patron    were    not    in    the    same 
position  as  in  England.     The  great  ma- 
jority of  patrons — not  the  managers — 
were  persons  who  paid  nothing  towards 
the  maintenance  of  the  school ;  but,  not- 
withstanding that  fact,  it  was  proposed 
that  those  persons  should  give  the  recom- 
mendations for   the   training  Colleges. 
The  patrons  were  generally  clergjrmen, 
ei&er  Boman  Catholic,  or,  perhaps,  of 
the  Church  of  Ireland,  or  Presbyterian, 
•ad  were  very  unlike  the  patrons  in 
England,  who  had  expended  money,  or 
contributed  towards  the  maintenance  of 
the  school.     The  great  complaint  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  fioscommon  was  that 
the  persons  sent  to  be  trained  at  the 
training   school    in    Dublin   were    not 
«&ahled  to  remain  there  long  enough. 
It  Memed  to  him  that  it  would  be  better 


to  propose  that  they  should  be  kept  in 
Dublin  for  a  much  longer  period,  being 
maintained  there  by  the  same  Body  that 
now  maintained  them.     If  they  com- 
pared the  schools  in  Ireland  under  the 
control    of   private    persons    with   the 
schools  under  the  control  of  the  Com- 
missioners, it  would  bo  found  that  the 
latter  would  compare  very  favourably 
with  them.     He  believed  that  anyone 
investigating  the  state  of  the  schools  in 
Ireland  would  find  that  the  schools  of 
which  the  sole  direction  was  under  the 
Commissioners    wore    infinitely    better 
conducted    than    those    under    private 
management.     Experience  taught  that 
a  transfer  of  the  schools  now  under  the 
control  of  the  Commissioners  to  private 
persons  would  result  in  the  infiiction  of 
a    great    injury  upon    education.     He 
wished  to  refer  to  one  question  which  his 
hon.  Friend  had  made  a  main  feature  of 
his  proposal.  At  one  time  during  his  hon. 
Friend's  speech,    he  (Mr.   Macartney) 
had  thought  he  was  about  to  suggest 
that  the  money  required  should  be  taken 
from  some  source  such  as  was  proposed 
in  his  University  scheme — namely,  the 
surplus  revenues  of  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land.     He   (Mr.    Macartney)    thought 
that  as  he  had  proposed  that  source  for 
University  Education,  he  would  propose 
that  the  money  for  the  National  Schools 
in  Ireland  should  be  derived  from  the 
same  source.    But  he  had  not  made  that 
proposal,  and  had  suggested  instead  that 
the  expenditure  on  the  National  Model 
Schools  of  Ireland  should  be  reduced. 
In  his  (Mr.  Macartney's)  opinion,  these 
schools  were  of  the  greatest  benefit  to 
Ireland,  and  were  the  best  feature  of  Irish 
education  below  the  University.     The 
Eeturns  showed  the  efficiency  of  these 
schools  in  a  very  remarkable   degree. 
They  were  largely   attended;   and  he 
might  mention  that  among  a  total  of  29 
schools  about  600  pupils  were  educated 
in  each  school.    The  average  attendance 
at  the  schools  showed  that  they  were  by 
no  means  inefficient.     He  was  confident 
that  no  better  schools  where  classics  were 
not  taught  existed.     These  schools  were 
excepted  from  the  operation  of  the  In- 
termediate Education  scheme,   why  he 
did  not  know.     He  was  one  that  wanted 
them  admitted ;  but  they  were  not  ad- 
mitted to  the  benefits  of  the  Act.     The 
schools  might  be  at  a  disadvantage  as 
compared  with  others  for  one  reason, 
and  that  was,  they  were  not  approved 
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by  the  highest  ecclesiastical  authorities 
in  Ireland.  The  ecclesiastics  objected 
to  the  attendance  at  the  schools  of  all 
who  professed  the  Roman  Catholic  faith ; 
but,  notwithstanding  the  objection  to 
them,  the  attendance  at  the  schools  was 
very  good.  What  the  hon.  Member's 
proposition  amounted  to  was,  therefore, 
that,  with  a  view  to  improving  the  edu- 
cation of  Ireland,  all  the  best  schools 
should  be  swept  away,  and  schools 
should  be  substituted  which  would  be 
under  the  control  and  administration 
of  the  clergy.  All  other  countries  in 
Europe  had,  at  the  present  moment, 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  education 
should  not  be  under  the  control  of  the 
clergy,  and  it  was  asked  that  Great 
Britain  and  Ireland  should  go  upon  a 
different  principle  to  that  which  was 
now  adopted  in  all  countries  which  pro- 
fessed the  Homan  Catholic  religion.  He 
hoped  and  believed  that  this  country 
would  not  be  behind  the  French,  Ger- 
man, and  other  nations,  and  that  they 
would  not,  at  this  the  closing  part  of 
the  19th  century,  take  such  a  retrogade 
step  as  to  establish  denominational 
schools  under  the  exclusive  control  of 
the  Church  of  Home. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  thought  that  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  who  had 
introduced  this  Motion  (the  O'Conor 
Don),  had  been  delivered  to  a  House 
which  was  somewhat  fatigued  by  the 
more  animated  discussion  which  had 
occupied  the  earlier  part  of  the  evening. 
Of  course,  it  was  more  than  could  be 
expected  from  human  nature  to  be  proof 
against  the  serious  attack  which  had 
been  made  upon  their  time  during  the 
last  few  nights.  He  was  not  surprised, 
therefore,  at  the  Benches  being  empty, 
even  when  that  interesting  subject  which 
the  hon.  Member  brought  forward  was 
being  discussed,  and  Gentlemen  repre- 
senting Irish  constituencies,  who  they 
knew  took  great  interest  in  this  subject, 
were  unfortunately  prevented,  from  the 
causes  to  which  he  had  referred,  from 
being  present  in  any  number.  He  had 
been  led  to  make  these  remarks  from 
seeing  that  scarcely  half-a-dozen  Irish 
Members  collectively  were  present  at  any 
time  during  the  speech  of  the  hon .  Member 
for  BoBCommon,  and  those  who  followed 
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in  the  discussion  did  not  succeed  in 
obtaining  a  better  audience.  The  sub- 
ject which  had  been  introduced  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Roscommon  had  failed 
on  that  occasion  to  arouse  any  very  great 
interest  on  the  part  of  Representative! 
from  Ireland ;  but  it  was,  undoubtedly, 
a  subject  of  very  g^reat  importance. 
Perhaps  its  importance  was  insignificant 
compare  with  the  question  of  Order  oi 
disorder,  or  with  attempts  to  alter  oi 
vary  the  Forms  of  Procedure  of  th* 
House;  but,  although  a  subject  of  le« 
moment,  it  was  one  which,  undoubtedly 
commanded  considerable  attention.  Il 
was  a  remarkable  fact  that  there  were  f 
vast  number  of  untrained  teachers  em- 
ployed in  the  schools  of  Ireland.  Thai 
was  a  deficiency  that  called  for  ver} 
serious  attention.  The  hon.  Member,  ii 
enunciating  that  proposition,  was  upoi 
very  safe  ground ;  it  was  not  likely  that 
ho  would  find  anyone  to  rise  in  his  place 
and  confute  that  statement.  It  wai 
true,  he  proceeded  to  suggest  the  remedj 
for  this  state  of  affairs.  There  had  been 
two  remedies  suggested  with  the  view  oi 
meeting  the  difficulty,  and  yet  of  avoid- 
ing the  alternative  of  an  increased  school 
grant.  The  hon.  Member  for  Ros- 
common and  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Errington] 
appeared  to  go  into  the  matter  vei^ 
fairly  upon  the  question  of  expense,  and 
it  might  very  properly  be  considered  that 
that  was  an  important  element  in  deal- 
ing witht  he  subject.  The  hon.  Membei 
for  Longford  suggested,  as  he  thought 
he  was  bound  to  do,  some  item  for  re- 
trenchment which  would  justify  the 
House,  in  what  were  popularly  called 
bad  times,  in  incurring  any  additional 
expense.  The  subject  which  the  hon 
Member  had  suggested  for  retrenchment 
was  that  of  model  schools.  If  the  House 
had  been  in  a  more  complete  state  thai 
it  was  when  the  remarks  were  addressed 
to  it,  some  other  hon.  Members  migh 
have  competed  in  making  suggestion! 
with  the  hon.  Member.  He  thought  th( 
hon.  Member  would  have  found  alsc 
that  many  hon.  Gentlemen  would  hav< 
risen  in  their  places  and  expressed  them< 
selves  strongly  in  favour  of  the  mode 
schools.  He  did  not  feel  called  upon  t( 
discuss  to  what  extent  model  schooL 
really  carried  out  the  specific  work  foi 
which  they  were  intended,  nor  how  fai 
many  persons  had  taken  advantage  o: 
pubUo  funds  for  obtaining  an  educatioi] 
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towliicli  they  ought  to  contribute.  It  was 
not  necessary  for  him  to  say  more  upon 
those  subjects,  but  only  to  point  out 
that  the  model  schools  were  doing  their 
TTork  well,  and  that  the  subject  should 
be  well  considered  before  they  were 
abolished.  With  respect  to  National 
School  teachers,  their  position  had  for 
some  time  engaged  the  attention  of  the 
Government ;  and  he  hoped,  before  many 
days  were  over,  to  be  in  a  position  to 
submit  to  the  House  a  scheme,  which  he 
hoped  would  meet  with  its  approval,  for 
improYing  their  position  in  life.  That, 
of  course,  could  not  be  done  without 
some  addition  to  public  burdens,  and 
without  financial  arrangements  into 
which  it  was  not  then  proper  for  him  to 
enter.  As  they  were  aware.  Parliament 
had  then  arrived  at  a  very  late  period 
of  the  Session,  when  the  time  of  the 
House  was  counted  by  moments,  and 
it  was  impossible  at  that  time  to  deal 
with  any  fresh  subject.  They  must  be 
all  aware,  from  sources  of  information 
open  to  everyone,  that  there  was  a  mea- 
sore  then  engaging  the  attention  of 
Parliament  in  "another  place,"  which 
they  might  hope  soon  to  have  brought 
before  them.  He  said  this  to  show  that 
the  time  of  Parliament  during  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session  would  be  fully 
occupied,  and  more  than  usually  occu- 
pied, with  the  subject  of  education  in 
Ireland.  Therefore,  he  thought  the 
House  could  scarcely  be  unprepared  for 
his  statement  on  the  present  occasion, 
which  was  that  the  Government  was 
not  prepared  at  the  present  time  to  enter 
upon  this  very  important  and  by  no 
means  small  field  which  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  opened  out  that  night.  He 
pight,  however,  state  that  it  was  a  sub- 
ject which  had  been  engaging  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  for  some  time ; 
uid  if  he  could  see  his  way  at  once, 
without  raising  any  difference  of  opinion 
on  the  other  side,  to  settle  this  question, 
he  could  assure  the  House  that  he 
should  be  glad  to  do  so.  Anyone  must, 
howerer,  see  that  if  there  were  any  pro- 

Sal  made  it  would  be  met  with 
erence  of  opinion  on  one  side ;  and 
where  it  was  likely  that  a  subject  would 
meet  with  opposition  from  one  Party  or 
another  at  that  period  of  the  Session, 
the  GoFemment  would  not  be  justified 
in  taking  up  the  time  of  the  House  by 
t^noging  it  on.  At  the  same  time,  he 
^i^Qla  assure  the  House  that  the  subject 


was  one  which  would  not  be  lost  sight 
of  by  the  Government ;  it  would  involve 
considerable  financial  arrangements  when 
they  came  to  approach  it.  The  hon. 
Gentleman,  by  the  discussion  he  had 
raised  that  night,  had  done  good  ser- 
vice ;  he  had  stated  his  views  with  great 
ability  and  clearness.  He  had  succeeded 
also,  in  the  interests  of  the  public 
service,  in  illustrating  the  fact  that  this 
subject  was  not  to  be  approached  without 
great  consideration,  and  that  it  would 
occupy  more  time  than  the  Government 
felt  at  that  moment  was  at  their  disposal. 

Major  NOLAN  remarked,  that  hon. 
Members  must  be  very  glad  to  hear 
that  the  Government  were  going  to 
do  something  for  the  National  School 
teachers  of  Ireland.  That  was  the  only 
bright  spot  in  tho  otherwise  gloomy 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.  If  the 
Government  were  going  to  introduce  a 
scheme  for  the  benefit  of  National 
School  teachers,  a  groat  advance  would 
be  achieved  in  primary  education  ;  and 
he  did  not  think  that  so  long  as  they  were 
going  to  do  something  the  Government 
was  open  to  very  much  censure.  The 
points  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon  (tho  O'Conor 
Don)  were  very  important.  In  telling 
the  House  only  that  the  Government 
were  going  to  do  something  for  the 
National  School  teachers,  and  in  not 
going  into  any  of  these  matters,  he 
thought  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
had  been  playing  with  the  House.  The 
Chief  Secretary  had  said  nothing  of  any 
sort  or  kind  about  the  Motion,  except 
that  something  was  to  be  done  for  the 
school  teachers,  and  that  the  subject 
would  be  considered.  Amongst  the  very 
vague  promises  offered  them,  there  was, 
as  he  had  remarked,  the  only  bright 
spot,  that  something  was  to  be  done  for 
the  teachers.  The  present  Government 
had  been  in  Office  six  years,  and  he 
thought  it  time  they  did  something  for 
Ireland,  as  it  was  now  said  they  wero 
going  to  do.  He  would  remind  them 
that  this  was  the  last  Session  that  they 
could  be  put  off  with  mere  promises,  and 
that  the  time  had  come  when  these 
matters  must  receive  attention. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  wished  to 
say  one  word  with  respect  to  the  cost  of 
training  school  teachers.  Every  pupil 
trained  in  the  school  college  at  Dublin 
cost  £50  a-year.     The  English  system 
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gave  a  great  deal  more  freedom,  and 
cost  £60  a-year  per  teacher.  But  there 
was  this  difference  with  regard  to  the 
result  of  the  English  system — no  one  was 
paid  in  England  until  two  years'  training 
had  been  completed,  and,  more  than  that, 
until  two  years  had  been  passed  in 
teaching,  and  the  teacher  had  been  re- 
ported upon  favorably.  At  the  College 
in  Marlborough  Street,  a  teacher  received 
£50  a-year  during  the  first  two  years  of 
his  career,  whether  he  afterwards  became 
a  teacher  or  not.  The  cost  of  the  English 
system,  which  had  so  many  advantages 
was,  therefore,  only  one-fifth  more  than 
the  cost  of  the  Irish  system.  Some  re- 
marks had  been  made  with  regard  to 
the  managers  and  patrons  of  ^tional 
Schools  in  Ireland  having  expended 
very  little  money,  and,  therefore,  not 
being  deserving  of  much  considera- 
tion ;  but  hon.  Gentlemen  forgot  that 
the  reason  for  this  was,  when  the 
National  system  was  introduced  into 
Ireland  the  landowners  set  their  faces 
against  it,  and  not  only  would  not  con- 
tribute, but  would  not  dispose  of  their 
land  for  the  schools.  In  consequence 
of  that,  the  Catholic  clergy  were  obliged 
to  collect  money  from  their  poor  pa- 
rishioners in  order  to  provide  schools ; 
and  in  too  many  cases  these  schools 
were,  from  the  nature  of  things,  miser- 
able edifices.  That  was  one  of  the 
reasons  why  National  Schools  in  Ireland 
were  in  so  unsatisfactory  a  state. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  believed  he  had 
no  right  to  reply  ;  but  just  wished  to  say, 
in  consequence  of  the  answer  given  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland,  that  as  he  did  not  perceive, 
in  the  answer  he  had  made,  any  sort  of 
promise  that  his  desire  would  be  carried 
out,  he  could  not  but  express  his  feelings 
in  a  Division.  He  thought  the  measure 
should  be  pressed,  especially  as  it  had 
been  before  Parliament  ever  since  the 
year  1874. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  64,  Noes 
48  :   Majority  16.— (Div.List,  No.  161.) 

Main  Question  proposed,    ''That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair." 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  after 
One  o'clock  tiU  Monday  next. 

Colonel  CoUhurU 


TVamwaye  BiU, 
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MINUTES.] —  Select  Committeb— Jfcjpw^- 
Land  Titles  and  Transfer  [No.  145]. 

Pritate  Bill — E^»ort — London  Bridge  iww 
London  Bridge  Approaches*. 

Public  Bills — First  Reading — Customs  Build- 
ings* (146);  Slave  Trade  (East  African 
Courts)*  (147). 

Second  Reading — Marriages  Confirmation  (Her 
Majesty's  Ships)  *  (124). 

Committee — Report — Sale  of  Food  and  Drugs 
Act  (1876)  Amendment*  (127);  avil  Pro- 
cedure Acts  Bepeal  *  (132). 

Report — University  Education  (Ireland)  (134). 

Third  Reading  —  Wormwood  Scrubs  Begok- 
tion*  (128),  B,nd  passed. 

BEENTFORD    AND    ISLEWORTH 
TRAMWAYS    BILL. 

THIRD   READnrO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Read- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  '*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3'." 

Lord  TRURO  moved  the  rejection  of 
the  Bill  on  the  ground  that  the  popula- 
tion of  the  district  was  insuffi.cient  to 
support  the  line,  and  that  there  was  no 
traffic  of  sufficient  extent  to  make  it  re- 
munerative. The  line  was  only  the 
middle  part  of  a  projected  line,  the  two 
extremities  of  which  had  been  rejected. 
It  was,  moreover,  of  such  a  length — one 
mile  and  a  few  chains — as  to  render  it 
unavailable  for  any  useful  purpose,  and 
the  road  on  which  it  was  to  be  con- 
structed was  only  24  feet  in  the  broadest 
part,  and  17  feet  in  the  narrowest. 
Therefore,  a  tramway  on  such  a  road 
would  be  an  obstruction  and  incon- 
venience. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
MAN  of  Committees)  asked  how  it  was 
that  the  parties  who  objected  to  the  Bill 
had  not  appeared  to  oppose  it  before  the 
Select  Committee  ? 

Lord  TRURO  said,  the  parties  who 
objected  to  its  construction  nad  no  locut 
standi,  and,  therefore,  had  been  unable 
to  appear  against  it.  He  moved  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  third  time  that  day  three 
months. 

The  Earl  of  REDESDALE  (Chaih- 
MAX  of  Committees)  thought  that  after 
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the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord  fur- 
ther consideration  of  the  measure  was 
desirable.. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  mth- 
irawn. 

SUVE  TRADE— SOUTH    EAST    COAST 
OF  AFRICA.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Eabl  GRANVILLE  said,  there  was 
a  matter  of  great  interest  with  regard  to 
which  the  public  would  be  glad  to  have 
some  more  information  than  they  pos- 
sessed at  present.  He  referred  to  the 
Treaty  with  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  for 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  in 
that  part  of  the  African  coast  over  which 
hisinfluence  extended.  It  was  known  that 
though  the  Sultan  had  at  first  refused 
some  pressure  to  induce  him  to  agree  to 
the  Treaty,  yet  that  since  his  agree- 
meut  to  the  Treaty  he  had  not  only  ful- 
filled its  conditions  to  the  letter,  but  he 
had  gone  beyond  them.  If  the  Govern- 
ment could  give  some  decided  informa- 
tion on  the  point,  it  would  give  satisfac- 
tion to  the  country. 

The  Maequess  op  SALISBURY  : 
There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  per- 
suasion which  has  been  brought  to  bear 
upon  the  Sultan  of  Zanzibar  in  this 
matter  is  one  of  the  most  successful 
operations  on  record.  The  Sultan's  con- 
version to  the  noble  Lord's  views  has 
been  complete.  The  Sultan  signed  a 
Treaty,  and  since  that  he  has  given  a 
most  hearty  and  cordial  co-operation  in 
the  eappression  of  the  Slave  Trade  in 
those  regions.  We  have  acknowledged 
this  conduct  on  the  part  of  the  Sultan  on 
«?eral  occasions,  and  recently  by  pre- 
senting him  with  a  considerable  number 
of  Enfield  rifles — the  substantial  form 
in  which  we  have  recognized  his  thorough 
good  fiaith.  But  I  merely  refer  to  this 
as  showing  that  we  are  not  insensible  to 
the  valuable  assistance  we  have  received 
fenn  the  Sultan,  and  let  me  add  that 
if  slavery  is  ever  to  be  completely  sup- 
pi^sed  there,  it  will,  no  doubt,  be  owing 
nuunly  to  his  co-operation. 

TKEATY    OF    BERLIN  —  EVACUATION 
OF  THE  PROVINCES. 

KOnOX    FOB    AN    ADDEESS. 

Low)  CAMPBELL,  in  rising  to  call 
^ntion  to  the  Correspondence  on  the 
^ffittre  of  Turkey  and  the  present  posi- 
tion of  matters   with  reference  to  the 
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Eussian  evacuation  of  the  territory  on 
this  side  of  the  Pruth,  and  to  move  an 
Address  to  Her  Majesty  on  the  subject, 
said :  My  Lords,  I  know  how  hard  it  is 
to  draw  attention  to  the  subject  of  this 
Notice  when  the  mind  of  Parliament  is 
agitated  by  another  set  of  circumstances. 
At  present,  except  upon  South  Africa, 
the  grief  it  has  occasioned,  the  vicissi- 
tudes it  offers,  nearly  everyone  is  doomed 
to  find  unwilling  ears,  or  make  unwel- 
come observations.  I  will,  therefore, 
pass  at  once  to  a  few  details,  which  may 
be  easily  recalled,  and  which,  at  least, 
show  that  the  topic  now  before  us  is  ap- 
propriate and  necessary  to  the  moment. 
It  is  now  the  14th  of  July.  On  the  3rd 
of  August,  the  whole  of  the  foreign  ter- 
ritory occupied  by  Eussian  Armies  ought 
to  be  evacuated.  Nothing  has  •  been 
said  of  late  as  to  their  movements.  The 
journals  are  nearly  silent  with  regard  to 
them.  According  to  a  paragraph  which 
has  reached  me  from  Constantinople,  so 
late  as  the  25th  of  June  two  regiments 
were  still  in  Eaet  Eoumelia.  Whether 
the  great  body  are  there,  or  in  Bulgaria, 
or  concentrated  between  the  Danube  and 
the  Pruth,  if  known  at  all,  is  only  known 
to  the  Government.  My  Lords,  we 
should  remember,  here,  the  evacuation 
had  two  stages,  according  to  the  22nd 
Article  in  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  The 
first  stage  was  not  completed  at  the 
period  assigned  for  it.  I  cannot  venture 
to  repeat  what  has  been  said  before  in 
this  House  upon  the  subject,  or  go  back 
to  a  controversy  with  which,  perhaps, 
your  Lordships  are  fatigued;  but  the 
more  it  is  examined  the  clearer  it  bo- 
comes  that,  at  the  end  of  nine  months, 
East  Eoumelia  and  Bulgaria  ought  both 
to  have  been  quitted.  Such,  I  am  con- 
vinced, was  the  original  impression  of 
the  Government,  as  it  appeared  to  be 
the  language  of  their  Eepresentatives 
and  organs.  A  deficiency  having  oc- 
curred upon  the  first  stage,  not  only 
suggests  a  deficiency  upon  the  second, 
not  only  offers  a  temptation  to  it,  not 
only  raises  a  specious  argument  in  favour 
of  it — which  it  would  be  imprudent  to 
exhibit — but  really  makes  it  harder  to 
avoid  it.  If  Eussian  troops  had  not  re- 
mained beyond  the  leg  J  time  within 
the  territory  of  the  Sultan,  the  three 
months  allotted  as  a  margin  would  have 
more  easily  sufficed  to  march  across 
Eoumania,  as  the  Treaty  contemplated, 
or,  if  that  method  was  preferred,  to  gain 
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Odessa  from  a  port  of  embarkation.  On 
the  whole,  then,  there  is  little  reason  to 
anticipate  the  final  exit  on  the  3rd  of 
August,  without  new  efforts  to  obtain  it. 
The  Address  which  I  submit,  although 
no  censurt  is  involved  in  it,  would  be  an 
effort  of  this  kind.  It  would  unavoidably 
sustain  the  efforts  which  the  Govern- 
ment are  making,  or  hasten  those  they 
are  preparing.  Had  something  of  the 
kind  been  done  in  the  middle  of  April, 
we  should  probably  have  now  been  in  a 
different  situation.  But  it  would  then 
have  had  the  aspect  of  gratuitous,  and 
thus  of  hostile,  admonition.  It  is  now 
dictated  by  experience  of  something 
which  has  happened,  and  of  something 
we  regret.  My  Lords,  although  I  have 
not  spoken  very  long,  the  whole  case  is 
now,  in  some  degree,  before  your  Lord- 
ships. Everyone  can  see  that  the  ob- 
servance of  the  Treaty  on  the  3rd  of 
August,  after  the  damage  it  incurred  on 
the  3rd  of  May,  is,  primd  facie,  impro- 
bable. But  doubt  may  possibly  arise 
as  to  the  importance  of  delivering  the 
territory,  whether  it  is  termed  Roumani a, 
or  Moldavia  and  Wallachia,  at  the  sti- 
pulated period.  Men  may  ask  whether 
it  is  worth  while  to  be  tenacious,  how- 
ever justly,  on  the  point,  after  the  great 
events  and  hazards  they  appear  to  have 
surmounted  ?  The  answer  is — that  the 
War  of  1854  was  brought  about  by  no- 
thing but  the  occupation  of  the  Danubian 
Principalities.  When  that  occupation 
ceased  peace  might  have  been  nego- 
tiated, although  a  separate  attempt,  a 
new  departure,  was  resolved  on.  The 
alliance  of  France,  Sardinia,  and  Great 
Britain,  the  Expedition  which  left  our 
shores,  the  resolution  to  embark  on  war 
after  an  interval  of  40  years — these 
new  and  mighty  elements  of  policy — 
had,  as  their  immediate  aim,  to  clear 
from  Hussian  Armies  the  Danubian 
Principalities;  although,  according  to 
the  Czar,  those  Armies  were  not  directed 
against  the  integrity  of  the  Ottoman 
Empire,  any  more  than  the  existing  ones 
profess  to  be.  Indeed,  it  is  remarkable 
that  on  the  day  when  Bussia  passed  into 
Moldavia  in  1853,  as  Mr.  Kinglake, 
the  historian,  has  mentioned  it,  the  four 
Powers,  then  acting  together,  sent  out 
their  protest  to  discountenance  the  move- 
ment. We  have,  therefore,  their  autho- 
rity, with  that  of  Lord  Clarendon,  Count 
Cavour,  and  Napoleon  III. — who  cannot 
be  forgotten  in  this  country — for  main- 

Lord  Campbell 


taining  that  the  occupation  of  the  Danu- 
bian Principfidities — whatever  object  is 
assigned  to  it,  whatever  mask  it  nuT 
assume — is  not  a  state  of  things  whidi 
Europe  can  assent  to.     If  it  was  dan* 
gerous  in  1853,  it  is  now  far  more  so. 
At  that  time,  the  line  of  the  Danube  was 
protected  by  considerable  Armies,  with 
so  great  a  Commander  as  Omar  Paaha 
to  direct  them.     Beyond,  there  was  a 
quadrilateral    of    fortresses,   of   which 
Silistria    made    itself    immortal.     An 
Army  of  the  present  Czar,  in  the  Danu- 
bian Principalities,  has  nothing  to  inte^ 
cept  a  march  upon  Sophia,  unless  it  is 
a  new  Bulgarian    Militia,    which  his 
policy  has  organized.    Diplomatists  and 
strategists  would  equally  admit  that  thi 
occupation  of  the  region  can  less  than 
ever    be    regarded    with    indifference. 
Indeed,  we  should  remember  that  if  it 
lasts  a  day  beyond  the  3rd  of  Augost 
a  European  war  is  justified.      What 
justifies  a  war  is  not  certain  to  prodooe 
a  war ;  but  it  involves   a  fatal  bar  to 
the  tranquillity   so    requisite  to  eveiy 
branch  of  industry   and    commerce  aX 
this    moment.     My  Lords,    it   is  now 
worth  while  to  reflect  upon  the  many 
interests,  the  many  recollections,  whidi 
tend  to  a  delay  of  the  withdrawal,  unleM 
your  Lordships  counteract  them.    One 
ground  of  the  roluctanee  to  be  reckoned 
on  is  connected  with  the    position  of 
Austria  in  Herzegovina  and  Bosnia.    I 
leave  the  House  to  reason  on  the  subject. 
To  pass  on,  influence  at  Bucharest  has 
long  been  assiduously  cultivated  at  St. 
Petersburg.     To   sway  the  counsels  of 
Tirnova  or  Sophia  is  a  newer  and,  pe^ 
haps,  a  keener  aspiration.     To  goven 
indirectly  at  Constantinople  was  an  aim 
of  Eussia  long  before,  and  cannot  be 
renounced  when  she  has  nearly  been 
established  in  that  capital.     These  ob- 
jects all  suggest  to  her  delay  in  the  with* 
drawal.     It  is  encouraged  by  the  many 
triumphs  over  the  rest  of  Europe  her 
Government     has     recently     obtained, 
whether    in    luring  towards  her  CoB!- 
tinental  States  which  had  formerly  op* 
posed  her ;  or  in  suspending  whoUy  the 
resistance  of  this  country  to  her  efforts ; 
or  in  finding  zealous  partizans  among  the 
authors  of  the  War  in  the  Crimea ;  Grin 
proving  the  futility  of  Treaties  to  reetraa 
her  from  encroachment ;  or  in  gaining  at 
Berlin,  twice  over,  nearly  all  that  she  was 
seeking;  or  in  reducing  the  baianoeof 
power    to    a    collapse    imparalleled  in 
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historj.  Another  strong  consideration 
for  the  delay  of  the  withdrawal  arises 
from  what  is  going  on  in  South  Africa. 
VITe  haye  there,  apparently,  a  Force  as 
lar^  as  went  out  in  1854,  however  dif- 
*erent  may  he  the  objects  in  their 
nagnitade.  We  have  there  the  military 
eader  whom  the  puhlio  is  most  inclined 
0  depend  on.  We  have  there  the 
Mudons  and  the  energies  which  any 
>ther  struggle  would  require ;  and  there 
re  seem  to  be  exhausting  all  the  spirit 
if  the  country.  Last  of  all,  delay  of 
he  withdrawal  is  encouraged  by  the 
neTitable  lassitude  the  Eastern  Ques- 
ion  has  occasioned  in  the  Legislature, 
liter  attention  has  been  so  long,  exclu- 
flvely,  and  painfully  devoted  to  it.  If 
my  other  proof  is  wanted  of  the  Russian 
iisposition,  the  Treaty  of  San  Stefano 
rereals  it.  The  Treaty  of  San  Stefano 
indades  an  occupation  of  a  year  beyond 
the  length  eventually  conceded  in  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin.  But  the  Correspon- 
deace  of  this  Session — which  the  Notice 
Ins  adverted  to — is  one  continued  illus- 
tration  of  the  tendency  to  enlarge  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin  into  the  Treaty  of  San 
SteCuo.  If  thus,  my  Lords,  the  risk 
ve  have  to  deal  with  is  established,  an 
Address  of  the  kind  which  I  submit  must 
^e  at  once  that  a  large  class  in  the 
united  Kingdom — and  not  an  unen- 
lightened one — regard  the  matter  with 
wlicitttde.  Indeed,  the  very  language 
of  the  noble  Earl  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Treasury,  when  he  came  back  from 
Berlin,  would  be  sufficient  to  defend  it. 
At  ^t  time,  the  noble  Earl,  according 
to  the  ordinary  channels,  stated  as  the 
peat  political  conclusion  to  which  he 
had  been  led  by  so  remarkable  a  Con- 
irress  was  that  the  language  of  Great 
Britain  ought  to  be  more  distinct  as 
regards  the  line  of  action  she  desires  to 
»omote  upon  the  Continent.  No  doubt, 
he  lesson  has  had  many  illustrations. 
3ad  her  language  been  more  distinct  in 
1853,  it  is  notorious  that  the  costly 
tmggle  which  ensued  might  have  been 
^y  avoided.  Had  her  language  been 
Dore  distinct  in  1873,  the  three  Powers 
roold  have  paused  before  advancing  in 
heir  scheme  against  the  independence 
f  the  Ottoman  Empire.  In  1877,  the 
)89on  was  repeated.  Had  the  language 
een  more  distinct  some  months  ago, 
'QMian  troops  might  not  have  lingered 
%er  the  3ra  of  May  in  East  Eoumelia 


and  Bulgaria.  Unless  it  is  now  dis- 
tinct, you  have  not  any  reason  to  assume 
that  an  occupation  will  bo  terminated  as 
you  wish,  when  there  are  keen  and 
nearly  irresistible  temptations  to  prolong 
it.  But,  still,  it  may  be  asked  whether 
this  House  ouglit  to  declare  itself?  My 
Lords,  during  five  years  the  Eastern 
Question  has  perpetually  occupied  it. 
Numerous  debates  have  taken  place,  and 
they  have  been  initiated  in  a  g^eat  diver- 
sity of  quarters.  Some  noble  Lords 
have  come  forward  as  the  special  patrons 
of  the  races  subject  to  the  Porte,  some 
as  the  converted  and  little-qualified  ad- 
herents of  St.  Petersburg,  some  as  the 
avowed  supporters  of  what  was  done  in 
1856,  so  far  as  it  was  possible  to  guard 
it.  But  at  no  time  in  a  drama  so 
eventful  has  the  House  been  permitted 
to  exercise  the  influence  over  arrange- 
ments without  which  discussion  seems  to 
be  a  mere  parade  of  knowledge  and  of 
argument.  So  far  as  my  memory 
recalls  it,  in  the  whole  transaction  which 
has  occupied  us  in  so  many  of  its  phases, 
nothing  has  been  brought  about  as  yet, 
or  been  averted  by  your  Lordships. 
Neither  as  regards  the  vassal  Princi- 
palities, the  Herzegovinian  insurrection, 
the  more  momentous  conflict  which  en- 
sued, the  settlement  which  followed  it, 
has  the  voice  of  this  House  been  fruitful 
or  effective.  At  length,  it  may  exert 
itself  in  such  a  way  as  to  promote  the 
deliverance  of  all  the  European  Powers 
from  a  considerable  peril.  Had  the  Go- 
vernment succeeded  in  effecting  the  first 
departure  at  the  proper  time,  there  would 
be,  of  course,  no  ground  of  interference 
from  your  Lordships.  As  they  did  not  suc- 
ceed— however  little  we  reproach  them 
for  it — such  interference  is  legitimate. 
It  is  the  conclusion  of  experience  ;  it  is 
the  step  of  prudence ;  there  is  not  any 
title  to  resent  it.  It  would  be  a  fitting 
close  to  the  long,  the  agitating,  but 
hitherto  the  unproductive  toil  your  Lord- 
ships have  devoted  to  the  subject.  It 
may  be  asked,  perhaps,  still  more  par- 
ticularly in  what  manner  the  Address 
would  tell  on  Bussian  counsels,  should  it 
be  the  pleasure  of  your  Lordships  to 
adopt  it  ?  Looking  to  what  is  known  of 
the  interior,  and  what  our  meditation 
would  suggest  to  us,  there  are  probably 
two  parties  at  St.  Petersburg — one  de- 
sirous to  close,  the  other  to  extend  the 
occupation.     One  would  dwell  on  the 


279 


li'eaty  of  Berlin — 


( LOBDS }     JSvaeuaiion  of  the  Protineet. 


recent  discontent,  not  less  alarming  be- 
cause deprived  of  any  regular  expres- 
sion, the  commotion  which  has  taken 
place,  and  the  transition  which  appears 
to  be  preparing,  as  a  reason  for  bringing 
liome  the  Forces  of  the  Empire.  The 
other  may  refer,  with  greater  accuracy 
than  I  have  done  to-night,  to  all  the 
grounds  of  distant  policy  which  are  cal- 
culated to  prolong  the  tenure  we  object 
to.  Except  upon  particular  occasions, 
divided  judgment  seems  to  be  the 
chronic  state  of  Governments  and  Em- 
pires. The  action  of  the  House  would 
clearly  strengthen  the  Party  who  sup- 
port the  execution  of  the  Treaty.  It 
would  throw  weight  into  the  scale, 
which  at  this  moment  may  only  want  a 
little  to  establish  the  preponderance  we 
aim  at.  By  this  view,  also,  an  answer 
may  be  given  to  the  only  possible  objec- 
tion— namely,  a  reluctance  to  evince 
distrust  in  the  governing  authority  of 
Bussia.  Beluctance  to  evince  distrust 
when  long  experience  creates  it,  is  not 
the  most  intelligible  part  of  statesman- 
ship and  wisdom.  But  let  this  be  for- 
gotten. Let  it  be  granted  that  on  special 
grounds  the  governing  authority  of 
Hussia  is  entitled  to  the  deep  considera- 
tion of  the  Legislature.  But  if  the 
Sovereign  of  Hussia  is  forced  to  oscillate 
between  two  sets  of  contradictory  ad- 
visers, to  uphold  the  more  enlightened 
set  is  thoroughly  in  accord  with  the 
imagined  obligation.  It  is  a  boon,  be- 
cause it  tends  to  shorten  painful  indeci- 
sion. It  is  a  boon,  because  it  tends  to 
bring  about  the  choice  of  safety  and  of 
honour.  It  is  a  favourite  topic  in  some 
quarters  that  for  many  errors  into 
which  Russian  policy  is  drawn  the 
ruling  power  is  not  to  be  considered  as 
accountable.  The  noble  Marquess  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
(the  Marquess  of  Salisbury)  not  long 
ago  explained  that  much  of  what  we  are 
accustomed  to  protest  against  arises  in 
that  country,  because  no  Department  is 
acquainted  with  the  conduct  of  another. 
It  has  been  often  pointed  out  that  mili- 
tary leaders  distinctly  arrogate  a  power 
independent  of  the  Government  they 
theoretically  act  under.  Distrust  of 
Bussian  policy  is  not,  therefore,  distrust 
of  the  legitimate  authority,  but  of 
Bomethingundefined — ofsomethingdark, 
of  something  surreptitious,  which  that 
authority  is  not  sufficient  to   contend 
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with  and  to  master.  But  if,  upon  Am 
other  hand,  men  do  hold  the  govenung 
authority  responsible  for  all  that  hu 
been  done  from  the  Crimean  War  dowa 
to  this  moment,  they  certainly  are  not 
required  to  withhold  any  step  whioh  k 
calculated  to  enforce  the  Treaty  it 
Berlin  and  to  release  the  territory  ocoa- 
pied,  because  it  may  not  be  acceptaUe 
at  St.  Petersburg.  The  noble  Ma^ 
quess  may  point  out  that  movementi 
have  taken  place  which  insure  Am 
retreat  by  the  3rd  of  August,  althoii|^ 
they  have  been  studiously  oonoeabd 
from  us.  He  will  not  probably  reoar 
to  the  position  that  Treaties  are  m^ 
chanically  sure  to  execute  themselTOi; 
that  their  spontaneous  force  in  the  dii- 
charge  of  obligations  may  be  thorougUj 
relied  on ;  that  they  do  not  want  tliB 
slightest  vigilance  to  guard  them.  Er** 
pared  to  listen  to  anything  by  whiflk 
it  may  be  shown  that  such  a  coaxal 
is  not  essential  to  its  object,  I  mofl 
the  Address  of  which  I  have  giftt 
Notice. 

Moved  that  an  humble  Address  be  pit" 
sentedto  Her  Majesty  praying  Her  Majesty  It 
exorcise  her  diplomatic  influence  in  the  mautf 
best  calculated  to  secure  the  complete  evacnatioa 
by  Russian  troops  of  all  territory  on  this  side  of 
the  Pruth,  whether  belonging  to  theSublinw 
Porte  or  to  Roumania,  at  the  tune  stipulated  tat 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin.— -(rAe?  Lord  Siruthtdm 
and  Campbell.) 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUKT:  I 
trust  I  shall  bo  able  to  give  a  satis&o- 
tory  answer  to  the  noble  Lord ;  but  I  aai 
not  quite  certain  of  the  subject,  forlaai 
not  absolutely  sure  what  the  points  of 
the  noble  Lord's  observations  were.  Ha 
was  exceedingly  discursive,  wandering 
over  a  wide  extent  of  territory.  Thi 
number  of  troops  we  have  in  Soulk 
Africa,  the  operations  of  Omar  Pasha  ii 
1853,  the  Crimean  campaign,  the  stiftt 
of  Hussian  politics,  the  division  of  par- 
ties in  that  country,  and  the  proceeding! 
which  took  place  at  Berlin — all  soooe^ 
sively  had  the  honour  of  his  attention.  I 
am  not  quite  certain  whether  I  have  a^ 
curately  summarized  the  points  whidl 
the  noble  Lord  wished  to  bring  befarl 
the  House.  But  as  I  understand  it,  it 
was  this — that  the  Bussians  had  beaft 
g^ty,  as  he  expressed  it,  of  ineffidenfif 
in  the  evacuation  of  the  territoriea  in- 
ferred to,  and  that  in  consequence  wa 
could  not  trust  them  for  the  future ;  and 
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he  fears  that  they  will  not  falfil  the 
Aitide  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  which 
hinds  them  to  evacuate  all  the  territory 
West  of  the  Pruth  by  the  8rd  of  August. 
As    I   understand,    the    noble    Lord's 
sohdtude  is  engaged  mainly  upon  the 
position  of  Boumania,  and  the  proba- 
bihty  that  if  Bussian  Forces  continue  to 
occupy  that  Province  there  will  be  dan- 
ger that  this  country  would  be  involved 
in  iror.    I  do  not  think  there  is  much 
danger  of  any  continuous  occupation  of 
Bonmania ;  because,  by  the  information 
I  have  received  vrithin  the  past  two  or 
three  days  from  Mr.  Oomberbach,  the 
acting  Bepresentative  of  Her  Majesty  in 
that  Principality,  I  learn  that  there  is  no 
Bussian  soldier  within  the  confines  of 
Bonmania  at  this  moment.  With  regard 
to  the  fulfilment  of  that  Article  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin  which  binds  Bussia  to 
have  none  of  her  soldiers  West  of  the 
Pputh  by  the  3rd  of  August,  of  course,  I 
have  not  the  gift  of  prophecy,  but  I  can 
only  say  I  have  receivea  the  most  posi- 
tive and  distinct  assurances  from  the 
Bussian  Government,  and  when  I  saw 
Count  Schouvaloff  the  other  day  he  re- 
peated these  assurances  in  the  most  dis- 
tinct manner.  All  the  information  I  have 
received  from  Her  Majesty's  Bepresen- 
tatives  in  these  countnes,  though  I  am 
unable  to  say  what  is  the  exact  number 
of  Bussian  troops  West  of  the  Pruth, 
leads  to  the  belief  that  they  are  compara- 
tively few,  and  that  they  are  rapidly  mov- 
ing to  the  port?  from  which  they  are  to  eim- 
bark.     I  understand  that  Philippopolis 
▼as  yesterday  to  have  been  entirely  de- 
nuded of  all  the  Bussian  troops  there, 
and  that  they  are  moving  upon  Varna 
and  Bourgas,  where  they  are  to  embark. 
All  the  indications  which  have  reached 
me  lead  me  to  believe  that  by  the.  stipu- 
lated time  the  Bussian  troops  will  have 
left  all  the  territory  West  of  the  Pruth, 
and  I  have  received  no  indication  point- 
ing in  an  opposite  direction.   That  is  the 
only  answer  I  can  give.  The  noble  Lord 
appears  to  attach  more  force  to  these 
Motions  than  they  really  possess.     He  is 
pursued  by  remorse  because  he  did  not, 
in  April  last,  bring  forward  a  Motion  of 
tMs  kind,  in  which  case  he  thinks  the 
period  of  the  evacuation  would  have  been 
materially  altered.      I  think  it  my  duty 
to  convey  some  consolation  to  the  discon- 
tented mind  of  the  noble  Lord. 

Lord  CAMPBELL  said  he  had  never 
°^  iuch  a  statement. 


The  MARQxrBss  of  SALISBUBY  :  If 
ho  had  made  the  Motion,  the  noble 
Lord  believes  the  course  of  things  would 
have  been  materially  altered.  However, 
I  can  assure  him  that  if  he  had  made 
any  number  of  Motions  things  would 
have  been  not  in  the  least  different,  and 
I  do  not  believe  this  Motion  will  have 
much  effect  in  influencing  the  movement 
of  the  Bussian  troops  or  asserting  the 
policy  of  the  Government.  I  think  any 
Motion  indicating  an  unnecessary  tremor 
upon  the  part  of  the  House  had  better 
not  be  put  from  the  Woolsack,  and,  for 
my  part,  if  it  is  put  I  shall  say  ''-Not- 
content." 

LosD  HOUGHTON  said,  he  had 
heard  with  great  satisfaction  from  those 
who  could  speak  with  authority  that 
the  hostile  population  of  Boumania 
were  settling  down  into  a  state  of  tran- 
quillity, and  consequent  prosperity,  to 
a  degree  almost  beyond  what  could 
have  been  expected  by  the  most  sanguine 
among  us. 

LoED  CAMPBELL,  in  reply,  said, 
that  no  importance  ought  to  be  attached 
to  the  contemptuous  manner  in  which 
the  noble  Marquess  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs  was  equally 
disposed  to  treat  his  friends  and  his 
opponents.  The  noble  Marquess  had 
at  first  attributed  to  him  (Lord  Camp- 
bell) remorse ;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  the 
self-reproach  which  the  noble  Marquess 
had  incurred  for  too  easy  acquiescence 
in  the  first  departure  from  the  22nd 
Article  could  alone  explain  the  uncalled- 
for  acrimony  he  had  introduced  into  the 
discussion.  The  confidence  of  the  noble 
Marquess  in  the  opinion  that  the  Bussian 
Army  would  pass  over  the  Pruth  by  the 
3rd  of  August  did  not  seem  to  be  greatly 
backed  by  the  admission  that  it  had  not 
yet  entered  the  territory  of  Boumania. 
But  no  one  was  so  much  interested  in 
the  final  execution  of  the  Article  as  the 
noble  Marquess.  While  he  declared 
hitnself  convinced  that  the  Address  pro- 
posed would  not  conduce  to  that  result, 
the  House  would  naturally  be  unwilling 
to  adopt  it.  If  the  retreat  by  the  3rd 
of  August  took  place,  the  debate  would 
have  promoted  it;  if  it  did  not,  the 
responsibility  of  the  Government  would 
be  much  enhanced  by  the  proceedings 
of  that  evening. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with' 
drawn. 
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UNIVERSITT   EDUCATION    (IRELAND) 
BILL— (No.  134.) 

{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 
REPORT   OF  AMENDMENTS. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  receiving  the 
Beport  of  the  Amendments,  read. 

Moved,  *'  That  the  said  Report  be 
now  received." — {The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

Lord  EMLY  :  My  Lords,  it  is,  I 
think,  unfortunate  that  this  Bill,  in  its 
various  stages,  has  not  been  put  down 
as  the  first  Order  of  the  Business  of  the 
Day,  and  that,  consequently,  very  little 
time  has  been  allowed  to  your  Lordships 
to  discuss  the  measure  thoroughly.  I 
am  not  so  presumptuous  as  to  imagine 
that  any  suggestions  of  mine  could  have 
any  weight  with  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment; but  still,  as  a  witness,  I  may, 
perhaps,  claim  some  authority  as  to 
what  the  grievance  is  under  which  those 
who  conscientiously  reject  to  reside  in 
Trinity  College  or  the  Queen's  Colleges 
suffer,  and  as  to  how  far  this  Bill,  if 
passed  into  law,  will  remove  that  griev- 
ance. As  I  wish  to  detain  your  Lord- 
ships for  as  short  a  time  as  possible,  I 
will  confine  my  observations,  as  far  as  I 
can,  to  the  statement  made  by  the  noble 
and  learned  Earl  on  the  Woolsack  on 
Tuesday  last.  The  noble  and  learned 
Earl  claimed,  as  a  merit  for  the  Bill, 
that  it  allowed  no  affiliation  of  Colleges  ; 
and,  secondly,  that  University  Education 
could  not  be  placed  under  the  same 
amount  of  strict  control  as  Intermediate 
Education  can;  and  that  a  Conscience 
Clause  could  not  be  applied  to  it.  Con- 
sequently, in  the  opinion  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  principle  of  the  intermediate 
schools  could  not  be  applied  to  University 
Education.  The  first  of  these  proposi- 
tions shows  that  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  fails  to  comprehend  the  grievance 
with  which  he  proposes  to  deal.  The 
second,  that,  in  his  judgment,  the  only 
possible  means  of  redressing  that  great 
grievance  cannot  be  applied  to  it.  I 
think  I  correctly  sum  up  the  result  of 
Tuesday's  debate,  when  I  say  that  noble 
Lords  on  both  sides  of  the  House  who 
took  part  in  it  advocated  the  principle 
of  educational  equality  in  Ireland— in 
other  words,  that  the  same  educational 
opportunities  should  be  open  to  those 
who,  by  conscientious  convictions,  are 
prevented  from  availing  themselves  of 


the  existing  UniversitieB  which  are  en- 
joyed by  their  fellow-countrymen.  Its 
not  going  at  any  length  into  the  contM- 
versy  as  to  whether  this  Bill  woxdd,  ifil  ] 
became  law,  confer  any  benefiton  thoM&r 
whose  relief  it  purports  to  be  intendad. 
I  agree  with  my  noble    and   leaned 
Friend  near  me  (Lord  O'Hagan)  tint 
this  Bill  confers  no  benefit  at  all.    Itk 
quite  true  that  the  fees  for  non-readent 
students    in    Trinity    College    are  16 
guineas  a-year  ;  but  all  the  prizes  aad 
honours  of  Trinity  College  are  open  to^ 
those  students ;  whereas,  under  this  KB, 
not  a  single  prize  or  reward,  such  astht 
students  of  the  Queen's  CoUeges  enjov, 
is  open  to  students  who  are  to  be  ad- 
mitted to  the  new  University.    I  adk 
whether  this  is  a  step  towards  edu«k 
tional  equality  ?    We  are  to  be  united 
with  the  Queen's  Colleges,  and  to  be  m 
Pariahs  —  to  carry  about  with  us  ihl 
marks    of    our  inferiority.     I  belien^ 
further,  that  the  degrees  of  the  Londflt 
University  would  be  more  valued  dm 
degrees  conferred  by  this  new  UniTe^ 
sity ;  and  though  the  noble  and  leamel 
Earl  says  degrees  cannot  be  procured 
in  Ireland,  except  by  the  students  of- 
Colleges,    whereas    a  Bom  an  Catholie 
living  anywhere  may  get  degprees  undff 
the  new  University,  he  shows  that  hi 
has  not  made  even  the  faintest  approtti 
to  understand  what  we  want.  My  Lordly 
what  we  ask  for  is  educational  equalitfi 
and  not  the  mere  empty  title  of  a  de- 
gree.    This  is  open  to  us  now  ;  but  thil 
robust    formation    of    character,  thoN 
ennobling  associations,   the  concentift* 
tion  of  each  Professor  with  his  own  sab* 
ject,  can  only  be  had  in  a  College— m* 
less  you  give  College  life  and  Collegl 
training  you  give  us  nothing.    Gaidinil 
Newman,  an  authority  than  which  noD% 
1  am  sure,  in  the  opinion  of  your  Loidf 
ships,  can  be  higher,  somewhere  oot* 
traststhe  so-called  University  EducatioBi 
which    dispenses    with    residence   vai 
tutorial  superintendence,  and  gives  ill 
degrees  to  any  person  who  passes  •& 
examination  in  a  wide  range  of  subjediy 
with   a  University  which  bad  no  Pw* 
fessors  or  administrators  at  all,  and  ex- 
presses the  opinion  that  the  latter  woaU 
be  more  successful  than  the  former  lA 
moulding  and  enlarging  the  mind.  Ian 
sure  your  Lordships'  experience  rendeA 
any  lengthened  argument  on  the  subjeet 
unnecessary.     A  friend  of  mine,  a  mtt 
of  great  ability,  who,  though  youngihil 


I 

■4 

J 

i 

I 

■4 

1 


I 


285 


TTniwnUy  Siucathn        f  Jitly  14,  1879] 


(Irelani)  Bill. 


286 


attained  one  of  the  highest  positions  in 
the  oonntrj,  went  up  for  examination  in 
Trinity  College.     He  had  received  all 
the  training  which  could  be  given  to  him 
in  the  country,  and  still  he  got  no  prize. 
After  this  he  came  to  reside  in  Dublin, 
and   studied   under    the    Professor  of 
Trinity  College ;  and  he  for  three  suc- 
cessive years  got  every  honour  that  was 
open  to  him.    Turn  to  the  calendar  of 
the  London  University,  and  your  Lord- 
ships will  find,  out  of   18,   15   in   the 
Bachelor  of  Arts'  examinations  for  ma- 
thematics, who  got  the  first  places  for 
their  respective  years,  had  an  education 
at  Oxford  and  Cambridge.     If  we  look 
around,  the  same  phenomenon  presents 
itself.    I  assert,  therefore,  without  fear 
of  contradiction,  that  unless   you  give 
those  who  are  excluded  by  conscience 
from  Trinity  College  and  the  Queen's 
Colleges  the  means  of  having  a  College 
of  their  own,  with  richly-endowed  Pro- 
fessorships, with  libraries  and  museums, 
you  do  not  place  them  on  a  level  with 
their  fellow-countrymen  who  enjoy  those 
advantages.     Examinations    for   those 
who  have  not  had  the  opportunity  of 
Collegiate  Education  are    excellent  as 
a  supplement  to  a  University  system. 
They  are  the  only  ways  of  providing  for 
minorities.    But  to  offer  such  a  system 
to  the  majority  of  the  Irish  nation,  par- 
ticularly when  the  minority  have  the 
better  way  provided  for  them,  seems  to 
me  little  less  than  trifling  with  a  great 
subject.    I  agree  with  what  the  noble 
Marquess  opposite  said  as  to  bit-by-bit 
reform.    When  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department,  in  the  other 
House,  intimated  this  Bill,  I  exhorted 
my  Friends  to  accept  it,  if  it  should  be 
found  to  contain  any  real  concessions. 
But  although  it  is  a  good  thing  to  make 
any  step  on  the  road  we  wish  to  travel, 
I  object  to  be  led  into  a  bye-path  which 
terminates  in  a  bog,  where  I  am  to  have 
iny  legs  and  arms  powerless,  while  those 
with  whom  I  have  to  contend  have  full 
play  of  their  limbs.    I  come  now  to  the 
second  point  in  which  I  take  exception 
to  the  noble  and  learned  Earl's  speech. 
I  adhere  to  the  mode  of  settling  this 
question   I    proposed  some    13    years 
ago  in  the  House  of  Commons.    I  wish 
to  see  the  Irish  Act  of  1793,  enabling  a 
i^fiw  College  to  be  erected  in  the  Uni- 
versity of  Dublin,  so  amended  as  to  allow 
a  Catholic  College  to  be  established  there. 
I  should  like  to  see  the  students  of  this 


College  vie  with  one  another  for  Uni- 
versity honours,  associating  together  as 
the  men  of  Oriel  and  Christ  Church  used 
to>  associate  when  I  was  at  Oxford.  This 
scheme  seemed  once  likely  to  succeed. 
It  was  looked  on  with  favour  by  many 
of  the  most  distinguished  men  of  Trinity 
College ;  but  they  have  yielded  to  the 
seductive  voice  of  Mr.  Fawcett,  and  the 
day  for  its  adoption,  I  fear,  has  passed, 
and  I,  therefore,  have  given  my  entire 
adhesion  to  the  proposal  suggested  by 
the  Irish  Government,  and  accepted  by 
the  Catholics  so  entirely,  that  with  honour 
they  could  not  recede  from  it.  In  one 
word,  the  plan  was  to  apply  the  prin- 
ciple of  the  Intermediate  Education  Act 
to  University  Education.  It  was  in- 
tended to  give  power  to  the  Senate  of 
the  University  to  be  created,  to  limit  the 
number  of  Colleges  to  be  affiliated,  and 
to  allow  no  result  fees  to  be  paid  for  any 
but  the  students  of  affiliated  Colleges. 
Thus,  the  teaching  power,  of  which  we 
have  not  a  superabundance  in  Ireland, 
would  have  been  concentrated,  not  scat- 
tered. I  ask  the  noble  and  learned  Earl 
to  explain  why  there  should  not  have  been 
a  Conscience  Clause  imposed  on  those 
two,  or  three,  or  four  Colleges,  and  why 
every  provision  and  control  in  the  In- 
termediate Education  Act  should  not 
have  been  applied  to  this  ?  Would  this 
plan  have  endowed  religious  education  ? 
Why,  the  Bill  contained  a  direct  prohibi- 
tion to  pay  one  halfpenny  for  religious 
education.  Was  this  prohibition  nomi- 
nal merely,  or  was  it  real  ?  Look  at  the 
safeguards  by  which  it  was  surrounded. 
The  Senate  was  to  be  lay  and  mixed, 
composed  both  of  Catholics  and  Pro- 
testants ;  the  subjects  were  to  be  fixed  by 
the  Senate  ;  Examiners  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed by  the  Senate;  not  a  shilling 
could  be  paidexceptonaccount  of  passing 
an  examination  on  subjects  fixed  before 
Examiners  so  appointed.  Secular  edu- 
cation is  the  article  wanted,  and  secular 
education  alone  would  be  the  article 
paid  for.  Are  you  responsible,  my 
Lords,  for  the  character  of  the  estab- 
lishment where  you  buy  your  clothes  ? 
Do  you  refuse  to  take  your  sugar  or 
your  tea,  because  it  is  produced  in  a 
slave-holding  country  ?  If  the  State 
gets  that  which  it  asks  for,  I  submit 
that  it  has  no  responsibility  as  to  the 
character,  religious  or  otherwise,  of  the 
factory  where  it  is  prepared.  The  noble 
and  learned  Earl  recited  my  right  hon. 
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Friend's  (Mr.  Gladstone's)  strong  de- 
nunciation of  concurrent  endowment. 
We  have  also  the  advantage  of  having 
Mr.  Gladstone's  strongly-expressed  opi- 
nion that  the  principle  of  the  scheme  I 
am  discussing  in  no  way  involves  con- 
current endowment.  Last  year,  in  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  Intermediate  Education 
Bill,  Mr.  Gladstone  used  the  following 
language : — 

"  I  do  not  feel,  therefore,  so  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, seeing  that  I  have  never  given  direct  or 
indirect  support  to  the  endowment  of  a  Roman 
Catholic  University,  that  I  am  involved,  by  as- 
senting to  the  principle  of  this  Bill,  in  any  in- 
convenient consequences  in  assenting  to  Uni. 
versity  education  in  Ireland;  while,  at  the 
same  time,  I  can  conceive  that  a  large  part  of 
the  practical  grievance  which  I  believe  to  exist 
in  Ireland  on  the  subject  of  University  educa- 
tion in  Ireland  as  it  did  exist  six  or  eight  years 
ago,  when  we  endeavoured  to  remove  it,  may  be 
removed  by  acting  upon  the  principle  of  this 
Bill.  Well,  then.  Sir,  the  principle  seems  to  be 
in  conformity  with  that  for  which  we  have 
long  contended — that  no  man,  on  account  of  his 
religious  opinions  or  preferences  is,  as  to  educa- 
tion, to  be  placed  in  a  position  of  disadvantage 
as  regards  secular  knowledge,  or  any  of  the 
honours  and  rewards  which  may  bo  assigned  to 
a  secular  knowledge  by  the  wisdom  of  Parlia- 
ment."—[3  Hansard,  ccxli.  1499-1600.] 

We  have,  therefore,  Mr.  Gladstone's 
distinct  denial  that  the  principle  of  this 
scheme  involves  the  consequences  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl  attributes  to  it. 
The  noble  Earl  the  Prime  Minister  has 
received  a  declaration  in  favour  of  this 
scheme  signed  by  every  Catholic  of  posi- 
tion, professional  or  otherwise,  in  Ireland. 
It  has,  in  its  main  features,  received 
the  support  of  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition. Let  me  put  this  question  to 
you,  my  Lords.  If  the  Presbyterians  of 
Scotland  laboured  under  the  crushing 
grievance  of  which  we  complain — if  the 
organs  of  the  Government  in  Scotland 
had  proposed  a  scheme  for  remedying 
this  grievance — if  the  Leaders  of  the 
Opposition  had  shown  themselves  favour- 
ably disposed  to  it — if  every  Presbyte- 
rian in  Scotland,  from  the  Duke  of  Argyll 
to  the  smallest  medical  practitioner  in 
the  Highlands,  had  accepted  it,  and  if  it 
had  been  defeated  by  the  agitation  of  a 
knot  of  Irish  Catholics,  would  Scotland 
be  a  country  very  easy  to  govern  ?  How 
can  you  expect  loyalty  in  Ireland,  if  you 
adopt  a  course  towards  her  which,  if 
adopted  there,  would  extinguish  loyalty 
in  Scotland  ?  I  am  afraid,  my  Lords, 
that  the  course  pursued  by  the  Govem- 
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ment  of  raising  expectations  on  iUi 
subject,  and  then  dashing  them  to  tkt 
ground  by  this  Bill,  which  is  haidh 
worth  the  paper  on  which  it  is  printeo, 
can  have  but  one  result.  It  will  kindb 
again  the  smouldering  embers  of  Home 
Hule,  and  it  will  revive  and  exdta 
agitation  in  a  country  which,  above  all 
things,  requires  peace. 

Lord  WAVENEY  rose,  and  had 
commenced  to  address  the  Hoiue, 
when 

Earl  GRANVILLE  interposing,  said: 
There  are  a  great  many  noble  Lords 
sitting  with  me  on  these  Benches  who 
think  such  an  important  question  u 
that  raised  by  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Emly)  deserves  an  answer  of  some  kind 
or  other  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  other  day  I  addressed  to  the 
Government  what  appeared  to  me  a  not 
unreasonable  question,  and  I  got  from 
them  absolutely  no  answer.  My  nobh 
Friend,  who  has  every  right  to  speak, 
especially  on  a  subject  of  Irish  interest, 
has  made  a  most  telling  speech  on  thii 
question,  and  I  am  surprised  that  Hei 
Majesty's  Government  should  think  ii 
respectful  to  your  Lordships'  House  U 
drop  the  subject  without  offering  ani 
remarks  upon  it  at  all.  The  noble  Loi) 
has  given  a  distinct  challenge  with  re- 
gard to  a  plan  formerly  proposed  bythi 
Government,  and  since  entirely  a-bao- 
doned  by  them.  It  tempts  me  almo^ 
to  think  that  there  are  such  persons  ai 
Conservative  Circassians ;  but  I  do  tniii* 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  conseai 
to  give  an  answer  to  the  statement  of  m] 
noble  Friend. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  nutf 
first  point  out  to  the  noble  Earl  the  graft 
irregularity  of  which  he  has  been  guilt} 
I  must  say  that  I  have  never  witnesses 
a  greater  irregularity  in  your  Lordship! 
House.  The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Waveney 
behind  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Granvillfl 
got  up,  and  had  commenced  his  speeefa 
when  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of  tb 
Opposition  rose  in  his  place,  not  upon  i 
point  of  Order,  but  because  he  though 
tit  to  regulate  the  course  which  th 
debate  should  take.  All  I  will  say  i 
that  it  would  have  been,  and  it  will  be,  v, 
duty  to  make  some  observations  on  th 
speech  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Eml] 
at  the  proper  time  ;  but  the  noble  Loi 
(Lord  Waveney)  was  in  the  act  of  :pui 
ting  a  Question,  when  he  was  inteiruptc 
by  the  noble  Earl. 
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Eail  GBANYILLE  :  I  was  not  aware 
that  the  noble    Lord  behind  me  was 

ring  to  speak  on  the  general  question, 
thought  he  was  about  to  move  an 
Amendment. 

LoED  WAVENEY  was  understood  to 
Ilk  whether  ladies  would  be  admitted 
to  degrees  under  the  Bill. 

The  Eabl  of  BEACONSFIELD: 
The  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition has,  acting  under  a  considerable 
misapprehension,  been  induced  to  take 
I  course  which  I  believe  is  not  very 
usual  in  this  or  any  other  House  of  Par- 
liament. The  other  night,  when  the 
Boble  Earl  complains  that  no  answer 
TO  given  to  his  observations — referring, 
I  believe,  to  me  personally — he  forgets 
that  on  that  occasion  his  observations 
were  personally  addressed  to  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack. 
Again,  this  evening,  the  noble  Lord 
who  introduced  this  subject  (Lord  Emly) 
particularly  addressed  his  remarks  to 
By  noble  and  learned  Friend  on  the 
Woolsack,  and  called  upon  him  to  ex- 
^n  a  statement  which  he  had  made  to 
the  House  before,  and  vindicate  some 
ittertions  that  he  had  made  on  the  same 
occasion.  It  certainly  appears  strange 
that  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  should  blame  the  manner 
•nd  the  mode  in  which  we  think  it  wisest 
to  allow  the  debato  of  this  measure  to 
poeeed.  I  shall  leave  my  noble  and 
I«amed  Friend  to  answer  the  questions 
tbat  have  been  particularly  addressed  to 
him.  But  I  must  advert  to  the  extraor- 
&utty  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  who 
introduced  the  discussion  to-night.  I 
an  only  say  that  I  listened  to  that 
speech  with  amazement.  Nothing  of 
the  romance  in  which  the  noble  Lord 
Appeared  to  be  indulging  is  known  to 
&e.  We  know  nothing  of  this  negotia- 
tion—nothing of  these  schemes  or  plans 
proposed  by  us — no  proposal  was  over 
authorized  by  me,  either  directly  or 
indirectly,  on  the  subject;  and  I  do 
not  know  upon  what  authority  he 
ntakes  the  statement  which  he  has 
BJade  to-night.  I  must,  on  my  own 
pipt,  entirely  repudiate  it  —  and  I 
fed  sure  that  my  Colleagues  would 
equally  repudiate  any  knowledge  of  it. 
I  think  it  is  only  due  to  the  House  that 
^  noble  Lord  should  give  his  autho- 
rity for  making  it.  If  he  made  it  on  the 
<^gth  of  confidential  communications, 
hi  must  use  his   discretion  as  to  the 
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course  he  may  adopt ;  but,  so  far  as  I 
am  concerned,  I  entirely  free  him  from 
any  awkward  feeling  he  may  have  on 
that  head.  The  whole  narrative  of  the 
noble  Lord  appears  to  me,  as  far  as  I 
am  individually  concerned — and  I  be- 
lieve I  may  speak  also  with  the  same 
clearness  and  firmness  for  my  Colleagues 
— one  which  relates  to  circumstances 
of  which  we  are  ignorant;  and  I  can 
only  say  that,  so  far  as  we  are  con- 
cerned, there  is  not  the  slightest  founda- 
tion for  the  extraordinary  statement 
which,  according  to  his  noble  Leader  in 
this  House,  has  been  a  most  efi'ective 
speech.  Certainly  his  statement  is  one 
which  would  very  much  tend  to  rouse 
the  passions  of  your  Lordships,  and  to 
cause  a  view  of  this  important  and  in- 
teresting question  to  be  taken  for  which 
there  is  no  foundation,  and  which,  to 
my  mind,  may  occasion  much  inconve- 
nience in  the  future  discussion  of  this 
subject. 

LoKD  EMLY  was  understood  to  say 
that  he  had  not  spoken  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  but  of  the  Irish  Govern- 
ment, and  that  he  had  himself  seen  the 
proposition  to  which  he  had  referred. 
He  repeated  his  statement,  that,  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  supposed  in  Ireland  that 
the  Government  had  adopted  a  Bill 
founded  on  that  proposition,  and  it 
would  have  been  highly  dishonourable 
on  the  part  of  the  heads  of  the  Boman 
Catholics  in  Ireland  if  they  had  opposed 
a  measure  which  they  had  themselves 
accepted. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOE  :  My 
Lords,  before  I  answer  the  statements 
in  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Emly),  I  hope  your  Lordships  will  allow 
me  to  make  an  explanation  of  the  state- 
ment which  I  made  on  a  former  even- 
ing, and  which,  in  some  quarters,  ap- 
pears to  have  been  misunderstood — I 
mean  in  reference  to  the  Dublin  Uni- 
versity. In  speaking  of  the  Dublin 
Uuiversitv,  I  stated  it  was  local  in  its 
operation ;  but  I  was  not  speaking  in 
disparagement  of  the  University  —  I 
meant,  as  is  the  case  with  the  Durham 
University,  that  it  was  local  in  the  sense 
of  being  mainly  resorted  to  by  the  in- 
habitants of  the  Northern  parts  of  the 
country,  and  I  did  not  intend  any  opi- 
nion unfavourable  to  the  great  work  in 
which  the  Durham  University  is  en- 
gaged. I  desire  also  to  answer  a  ques- 
tion put  to  me  by  a  noble  Lord  who 
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Spoke    second     this     eveniDg     (Lord 

Waveuey).  I  may  Bay  tliat  the  Bill 
wliich  ne  hare  introduced  contom plates, 
in  the  preparation  of  the  Charter,  vorda 
almost  identical  with  the  words  which 
are  found  ia  tbe  Supplemental  Charter 
of  the  London  XTniveraity  with  regard 
to  conferring;  degrees  upon  women.   We 

S repose  that  the  Senate  of  this  new 
rniversity  shall  hold  examinatione  and 
grant  certificates  and  degrees  ;  and  it 
vill,  of  course,  be  the  duty  of  the  Senate 
to  make  rules  and  regulations  for  that 
purpose,  which  it  would  be  out  of  place 
to  do  in  this  Bill.  The  noble  Lord  who 
commenced  the  diseuBsion  (Jxird  Enily) 
■aid  that  the  want  of  those  whose  inte- 
rests he  represented  was  not  the  power 
of  obtaining  degrees  —  that  they  hod 
already  by  means  of  the  UniTersities  of 
Dublia  and  London  —  therefore,  the 
noble  Lord  says  this  Bill  confers  no- 
thing. Now,  with  regard  to  Dublin 
University,  I  have  always  understood 
that  the  argument  of  these  whom  the 
noble  Lord  I'epresented  was,  that  it  vas 
a  grierance  to  be  complained  of  that 
tbey  should  be  obliged  to  obtain  a  de- 
gree from  Dublin  University.  A  degree 
can,  no  doubt,  bo  obtained  without  resi- 
dence from  the  Dublin  University  ;  but 
in  order  to  do  so  it  is  necessary  to  make 
an  annual  payment,  which  amounts  to 
almost  as  much  as  the  fees  of  a  moderate 
College;  and  two  exaniinationg  must  be 
passed  in  the  year,  which  were  not  gene- 
ral examinations  to  ascertain  general 
proficiency  in  literature,  but  to  ascertain 
proficiency  in  the  particular  and  specific 
books  which  were  required  in  the  curri- 
culum of  Trinity  College,  and  not  in  the 
curriculum  of  studies  of  those  whom  the 
noble Lordreprescnted.  Asto  theLondon 
University,  no  doubt,  it  can  hold  eiami- 
nations  in  Ireland ;  but,  in  the  first 
place,  it  ia  a  matter  of  expense ;  and, 
secondly,  it  is  a  matter  of  finding  centres 
at  which  a  sufficient  number  of  students 
can  becoUected  for  examination,  llaving 
denied  that  the  difiieulty  of  obtaining 
degrees  was  their  grievance,  the  noble 
Iiord  went  on  to  say  that  what  those 
whom  he  represented  wanted  was  a  sys- 
tem of  Collegiate  training  where  there 
might  be  refiidence,  with  the  advantage 
of  having  Professors  who  were  able  to 
conduct  the  training  of  residential  Col- 
leges of  that  kind.  Nothing  can  be 
dearer  than  what  that  meant.  I  am 
not  passing  any  opinion  whether  that  ii 
The  Lord  Chanctlhr 
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desirable  or  not — I  quite  agree  with  tht 
view  of  the  noble  Lord  that  a  Cotlep, 
where  there  are  residence  and  trainia^ 
in  Colleg^iate  life,  ia  aa  auperiortoaUu- 
vereity  which  merely  examines  and  con- 
fers degreea  as  one  kind  of  educstnn 
can  be  to  another.  I  am  for  the  CollC' 
giate  system  which  prevails  at  Oifoni 
and  Cambridge;  and  I  look  upon  i 
University  which  merely  confers  de- 
grees without  residence  and  training  u 
a  very  inferior  institution.  But  whit 
doea  the  demand  of  the  noble  Loid 
reaUy  amount  to  7  When  he  said  tint 
they  wanted  a  system  of  Collegiate  tnin- 
ing,  with  residence  and  a  ataff  of  Pro- 
fesBore,  he  means,  of  course,  that  th^ 
want  money  in  order  to  provide  these 
things — I  will  not  call  it  endowmenl, 
but  they  want  money.  I  cau  onljn- 
peat  what,  as  I  understand  it,  is  ths 
clear  principle  upon  which  Parliamtft 
is  prepared  to  proceed — that  a  system  of 
endowment  and  denominational  CoUegts 
is  onewhich  they  are  not  prepared  to 
accept.  The  linos  upon  which  Parlia- 
ment has  proceeded  hitherto,  and  ths 
one  on  which  it  is  prepared  to  procsod 
for  the  future,  if  we  may  judge  from  is- 
cent  debates,  as  well  as  from  long  stup- 
ing practice,  are  that  demands  for  lii 
in  favour  of  separate  inatitutioniia  tht 
form  of  endowments  for  denominations! 
Colleges  cannot  be  acceded  to.  I  iriO 
now  proceed  to  consider  the  mode  bf 
which  the  noble  Lord  proposes  to  grt 
rid  of  this  difflcully.  He  says,  why  not 
do  what  you  did  last  year  ?  Why  not 
proceed  upon  the  lines  of  the  Lit»> 
mediate  Education  Act ;  and  he  dtia 
Mr.  Gladstone  as  an  authority.  But,  in 
calling  iu  Mr.  Gladstone  as  auaatlioiitj 
for  his  proposal,  let  me  say  the  nobis 
Lord  should  have  read  a  little  furthvis 
the  eamo  speech  than  the  quotation  npoa 
which  he  relies.  It  he  had  read  slitlh 
further,  lie  would  have  seen  where  the 
difficulty  lies;  because  it  is  very  eingulsr 
that,  ailhough  Mr.  GtadBtone'a  stett- 
ment  is  in  favour  of  the  Intermedisli ; 
Education  measure  so  far  aa  it  nIsW,! 
to  prizes  and  paj-monts  made  to  ths* 
dent,  he  takes  the  ohi«<ctitm  IT 
might  be  tiaid — and,  evidently,  1 
ought  to  be  paid— that  vh««^ 
payments,  not  to  the  ■ 
the  institutions 
running  counter  to  t 
staining  from  tha  aficU 
nation^  institntioB^  i 


"11  ii  Torth  Ihe  vUle  of  tio  GoT^maieiat  to 

tBuida  ■luthci  there  is  any  value  ia  the  con- 
taniini  that  the  Bill,  in  providing  for  thepay- 
aol  of  tee*  to  the  roanagcra  of  echoola,  would 
Ml  go  Iir  to  bs  Tcg&rdcd  M  pSTmeDt  to  porticu- 
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the  tf^o  oases.  I  said  the  other  night 
that  tlie  Act  of  last  year  was  passed 
wiDiout  the  slightest  reference  to  any 
particular  school  or  schools  in  Ireland  ; 
that  it  was  an  Act  intended  to  confer 
benefits  on  every  school,  north,  south, 
east,  and  west,  which  might  be  able  to 
send  out  students  with  a  sufficient  at- 
tainment in  Intermediate  Education.  If 
any  existing  schools  chouse  to  use  the 
provision  of  that  measure  they  are  en- 
titled to  do  BO ;  and  if  an;  new  Bchoole 
are  set  up  they  are  privileged  to  do  the 
same,  their  claims  being  the  same — that 
they  have  pupils  sufficiently  trained. 
There  is  no  intention,  either  avowed  or 
intended,  to  confer  the  benefits  provided 
by  the  Act  of  last  year  upon  any  parti- 
cular schools,  or  upon  the  schools  of  any 
one  denomination  more  than  upon  those 
of  any  other.  But  the  case  is  altogether 
diifercnt  with  regard  to  the  demands 
made  on  behalf  of  Colleges.  There  is  no 
disguising  the  demand  made  by  the 
noble  Ixird  (Lord  Emly)  to-night,  which 
is  the  demand  always  made^namely, 
"Hero  are  two  or  three  Colleges  in 
Ireland  which  are  denominational,  and 
which  are  in  want  of  funds  for  their 
support.  We  cannot  ask  you  to  make 
a  grant  of  money  to  these  Colleges; 
but  we  do  ask  you  to  make  pay- 
ments indirectly,  which,  ''  to  use  the 
language  of  a  noble  Lord,  "will  reach 
these  institutions."  Now,  that  is  the 
first  and  overwhelming  diO'erence  be- 
tween the  Act  of  last  year  and  the  Bill 
which  thoGovernment  have  now  brought 
in.  Tbei-e  was  then  not  the  slightest 
intention  or  deaire  to  benefit  any  parti- 
cular school.  If  they  were  to  receive 
advantage  it  was  to  be  openly  on  the 
same  footing  an  others.  But  here  you 
meet  us  with  a  demand  which,  if  acceded 
to,  would  take  the  form  of  endowment; 
and  it  is  asked  for  to  benefit  institutions 
which  would  be  just  asdiatinctly  pointed 
at  by  the  Bill  were  the  demand  com- 
plied with  as  if  their  names  were  set  out 
one  by  one.  I  am  asked  what  I  conu- 
der  the  difi'erence  between  a  Conscience 
Clause  applied  to  a  College  or  Univer- 
sity and  a  primary  or  intermediate 
school?  There  is  all  the  difference  in 
the  world.  If  your  University  and  Col- 
leges were  scattered  all  over  tho  coun- 
try and  in  every  parish  of  every 
oounty,  just  as  primary  and  interme- 
"*'  ■ '  Bchools  are  distributed,  there 
")  a  strong  probabiUty  that  they 


"If  yon  confine  yonr  eihibitions  and  priaea 
to  ttir  yooag  men,  aiking  no  queition  at  all 
nccpt  u  to  their  competence,  you  get  rid  of 
tlu  Thais    difficultj-    aa   to    tlm    Conacieoce 

That  has  no  place  in  this  Bill,  except  in 
nference  to  schools  where  there  are 
mansgers'  fees,  I  would  not  refer  to 
tliia,  if  it  had  not  been  said  that  Mr. 
GUdslone  was  in  favour  of  extending  to 
UniTeraity  Education  the  whole  princi- 
ple of  the  Intermediate  Education  Bill. 
Tha  distinction  is  taken  by  Mr.  Olad- 
«ona  between  two  kinds  of  payments — 
the  payment  which  goes  for  prizes  and 
eihibitions  directly  to  the  student,  and 
thepavment  which  does  not  go  to  the  stu- 
dmt,  hut  to  the  institution  where  the 
ttuiJent  is  educated.  My  first  answer, 
therefore,  is,  that  if  the  noble  Lord  asks 
fcr  payments  which  are  to  bo  made  in 
tha  ibspe  of  prizes  and  exhibitions  to 
the  students,  all  I  have  to  say  is, 
»hit  I  said  on  a  former  occasion, 
tint  I  do  not  consider  this  denomina- 
tiaiiBl  endowment.  I  consider  it  to  be 
»  payment  fairly  made  for  the  open 
idrmeement  of  education,  without  re- 
fwence  to  denomination  ;  but  if  he  goea 
fiiMher,  and  says  that  what  he  wants  is 
»  tabvention  to  enable  residential  Col- 
li^ to  be  set  up  or  supported,  and  to 
p)  towards  the  payment  of  Professors  in 
mch  Colleges — then,  I  say,  the  malter 
Mamea  an  entirely  difierent  &hape,  and 
trenches  upon  what  I  understand  to  be 
Ihe  firm  and  settled  principle  of  ParJia- 
unit  with  reference  to  concurrent  en- 
tonsent.  The  noble  Lord  tells  me  that 
!  We  failed  to  point  out  the  distinction 
Mtwwn  the  arrnngements,  especially  aa 
'<Cuda  a  Conscience  Clause,  of  the  sys- 
Ml  of  Intermediate  Education  and  the 
fnriaoni  of  the  present  Bill.  The 
An  night  the  noble  Earl  the  Leader  of 
kAMcaition  traa  good  enough  to  refer 
■Br  ha  called  my  points  oF  distinc- 
HMirees  the  Ui  ' 
RiBd  the  Intel 
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would  be  resorted  to  by  all  persons  of 
proper  age  in  their  immediate  neigh- 
bourhood, and  the  protection  of  a  Con- 
science Clause  would  be  requisite — in 
order  that  no  boy  should  be  compelled 
in  attending  the  school  of  his  neighbour- 
hood for  the  purpose  of  secular  educa- 
tion should  be  compelled  to  take  reli- 
gious education  along  with  which  you 
must  have  a  Conscience  Clause.  Then 
the  Conscience  Clause  plays  a  perfectly 
intelligent  and  very  luseful  part.  It  is 
useful  and  necessary,  and  has  a  most 
happy  effect  upon  the  diffusion  of  edu- 
cation through  the  length  and  breadth 
of  the  land.  JBut  what  application  could 
it  have  to  a  large  College  set  up — say  in 
Dublin — for  the  denominational  educa- 
tion of  the  Roman  Catholic  youth  of 
that  city?  It  could  have  none  at  all. 
There  is  not  the  slightest  chance — ^I 
would  say  it  would  be  a  moral  impossi- 
bility to  find  anyone  entering  that  Col- 
lege except  members  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  mith.  The  institution  would 
not  be  intended  for  anybody  else,  and  it 
is  admitted  that  there  would  not  be  the 
least  probability  or  likelihood  of  any- 
body else  entering  its  walls.  Those  who 
do  not  belong  to  the  Roman  Catholic 
faith  prefer  to  go  elsewhere.  Therefore, 
to  set  up  a  protection  of  that  kind — to 
set  up  a  Conscience  Clause — in  an  insti- 
tution never  visited  by  those  whom  you 
are  to  protect  against  its  influence,  is 
merely  to  proclaim  a  mockery.  My 
Lords,  I  think  it  is,  to  say  the  least, 
tlirowing  a  little  dust  in  our  eyes  to  say 
that  whatever  proposal  might  be  made 
with  respect  to  a  Conscience  Clause  in  a 
residential  and  teaching  University  such 
as  we  are  asked  to  provide  would 
have  any  weight  or  application  what- 
ever. These  are  the  answers  I  have 
to  make  to  the  noble  Lord  —  and  I 
am  sorry  if  they  are  of  a  character  less 
favourable  to  his  views  than  he  would 
have  desired. 

Lord  SELBORNE  :  Although  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  has  told  us 
what  is  the  settled  principle  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  although  it  may  be  true  that 
Mr.  Gladstone  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons expressed  some  doubt  whether  the 
Bill  of  last  year  did  not  contravene  that 
supposed  principle,  yet  I  must  remind 
your  Lordships  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons and  this  House  passed  that  Bill, 
and  that  Mr.  Gladstone  himself  did  not 
oppose  it.   Therefore,  it  is  proved  by  that 

Th$  Lord  Chancellor 


instance,  either  that  Parliament  has  not 
established  any  such  principle,  or  thai 
it   is    not  infringed  by    payments  ac- 
cording  to   results  in  aid    of  Bchooli 
of  denominational  education:    Yoa  nj 
that  payments   by    results,    which  go 
directly  to   the  institution  and  not  to 
the    individual    student,    trench  upon 
the   settled    principles    of    Parliament 
as  to  denominational  endowment.    But 
is    not   that  what  has    actually  beeli 
done  by   the    Intermediate  Edacatioa 
Act  ?    I  distinctly  protest,  in  the  name 
of    England,    against  the  propositioiL 
In  England  it  is  the  settled  practice  for 
the  State  to  give  aid,  through  result  feei, 
to  denominational  schools,  both  Chnrdi 
and  Dissenting   and    Roman   Catholie 
schools,   all    over    the    country.    And, 
therefore,  I  take  the  liberty  of  saying 
that  in  whatever  sense  the  principle  of 
the  noble  and  learned  Earl  may  be  true— 
and  in  some  sense  it  is  true— it  is  not 
true  that  the  practice  of  Parliament  ii 
consistent  with  the  view,  that  the  en- . 
couragement  of  secular  teaching  in  de- 
nominational institutions  by  State  pay- 
ments according  to  results,  is  equivalent 
to  the   direct  endowment  of  those  de- 
nominational institutions.    It  is  a  nev 
extension  of  the    principle,    and  con- 
trary to  anything  yet  laid  down  aa  a 
rule  to  Government  by  Parliament,  to 
say  that  payment  by  results,  which  go 
to  the  institution,  and  not  to  the  pupiltf 
is  an  endowment  of  denominational  edu- 
cation. Now,  as  to  the  distinction  pointed 
out  by  the  noble  and  learned  Earl  bo- 
tween  the  operation  of  the  Conscience 
Clause  under  the  Act  of  last  year,  and  iti 
operation  under  a  measure  aiding  tbeie 
institutions,  I  do  not  think  much  can 
turn  on  it.    In  the  first  place,  as  every' 
body  knows,  those  intermediate  achook 
are,   most  of  them,  strictly  denomio^ 
tional,  and  some  of  them,  I  am  tcddf 
are  conducted  by  the  Jesuits'  Societyi 
and  it  is  not  less  improbable  thatanf 
Protpstant  boy  would  go  to  a  school  ol 
that  description,  than  that  he  would  go 
to  Colleges  such  as  we  are  now  asked  to 
assist.     I  cannot  think  there  is  mtK» 
in  that  argument  against  the  O'CottO* 
Don's  Bill.     With  regard  to  the  Con- 
science  Clause,  I  always  supposed  i*^ 
always  adopted  in  the  schools  in  EnglaS^ 
which  are  aided  by  the  State,  Bomi^ 
Catholic  schools  included,  not  becaoi* 
it  was  taken   for   granted  that  thero 
would  be  many  persona  to  avail  theiA* 
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selres  of  it,  but  because  the  State  made 
it  a  condition  of  State  aid  that  if  the 
parent  of  any  child  desired  to  use  a 
school  of  a  denomination  different  from 
his  own  he  should  be  at  liberty  do  so 
without  submitting  to  the  specific  reli- 
gions teaching  usually  given  in  that 
school.  Now,  it  may  even  be  possible ' 
now  and  then  that,  under  particular 
circumstances,  some  Protestant  parents 
might  wish  their  children  to  enter  Bom  an 
Catholic  Colleges ;  but  without  sup- 
posing many  of  such  oases,  there  are, 
at  any  rate,  the  Itoman  Catholic 
schools,  aided  in  accordance  with  the 
Bill  of  last  year,  in  which  the  Con- 
science Clause  exists  as  a  condition  of 
State  aid.  The  Conscience  Clause  in 
the  Bill  of  last  year  would  be  neither 
more  or  less  effective  than  a  similar 
clause  in  a  University  Bill.  This  is  a 
measure  of  importance  to  Ireland,  and 
it   is  essential    you    should  not   press 

rinst  Ireland  principles  on  the  subject 
denominational  education  or  con- 
ditions upon  which  State  aid  is  to  be 
granted  really  differing  from  those  which 
you  apply  to  England. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Amendments  re* 
porUd  accordingly ;  and  Bill  to  be  read 
3*  T(hmorrow, 

Hoose  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past 

Seven  o'dock,  till  To-morrow, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  liihJuly,  1879. 
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[233). 
Committee  —  Army  Discipline  and  Re^^nlation 
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Tueomm,)  •  [234]— e.p. 
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COMMISSARIAT  AND  ORDNANCE 

STORE  DEPARTMENTS-RE-ORQANIZA- 

TION.— QUESTION. 

Sir  henry  HAVELOCK  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  "War,  When 
it  is  probable  that  the  long-promised 
Warrant  for  the  reorganisation  of  the 
Commissariat  Department  will  be  pub- 
lished ;  whether,  considering  the  great 
demands  which  the  war  in  South  Africa 
is  making  on  the  services  of  that  depart- 
ment, he  will  consider  the  advisability 
of  setting  the  officers  at  rest  as  to  their 
future  prospects  as  soon  as  possible ; 
and,  when  he  proposes  to  deal,  in  a 
similar  manner,  with  the  claims  of  the 
Ordnance  Store  Department  ? 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  Warrant  for  the  re-organi- 
zation of  the  Commissariat  Department 
was  now  on  its  way  to  the  Treasury, 
and  he  hoped  it  would  be  shortly  pub- 
lished. The  position  of  the  officers  of 
the  Ordnance  Store  Department  as  re- 
garded pay,  promotion,  and  retirement, 
would  be  on  all  fours  with  that  of  the 
officers  of  the  Commissariat  Department. 
There  would  be  no  unnecessary  delay 
in  the  publication. 

INDIAN  OATHS  ACT— ALLEGED 
TORTURE.— QUESTION. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
with  reiPerence  to  an  alleged  use  of  tor- 
ture in  a  case  tried  before  an  assistant 
magistrate  in  India,  Whether  he  can 
now  state  the  result  of  the  further  in- 
quiries into  the  subject  which  he  under- 
took to  make  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  Sir,  I  received 
this  morning  a  communication  on  the 
subject  from  his  Grace  the  Goyernor  of 
Madras  in  reply  to  my  letter.  His  Grace 
informs  me  that  no  question  of  torture 
was  ever  raised  in  connection  with  the 
proceedings  of  Mr.  Cox  in  April,  1878, 
and  there  was,  in  fact,  no  torture.  What 
happened  was  this.  By  the  Indian.  Oaths 
Act,  oaths  may  be  administered  in  any 
form  common  among,  or  held  binding 
by  persons  of,  the  race  or  persuasion  to 
which  the  witness  belongs.  Among  the 
Tamil  race  the  form  of  oath  held  most 
binding  is  one  taken  by  the  swearer  in 
the  act  of  worship  with  light  in  hand. 
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Burning  camplior  is  frequently  need  for 
lights  ia  Temple  ceremonies.  Hr.  Cox, 
in  the  course  of  hia  inquiry  into  the  mal- 
practices of  certain  village  authorities, 
found  great  difficulty  in  obtaining  evi- 
dence from  inferiora  against  auperiorB. 
In  his  anxiety  to  elicit  the  whole  truth 
he  allowed  himself  to  commit  certain 
irregularitiea.  First,  he  directed  the 
Tahsildar  to  call  up  certain  persons  to 
Arconum  and  to  detain  them  there  three 
days  in  order  to  remove  them  from  the 
presBureof  objection  able  influence,  which 
ha  hadno  legal  authority  to  do.  Secondly, 
he  directed  the  witnesses  to  be  sworn  in 
their  most  binding  manner,  intending  it 
to  be  done  nnder  the  provisions  of  the 
Indian  Oaths  Act.  He  omitted,  however, 
to  obtain  the  offer  of  the  persona  to  sub- 
mit to  the  binding  form  of  oath,  but  re- 
quired them  to  take  it.  This,  although 
there  is  no  report  of  any  objection,  was 
beyond  the  law.  And  he  also  allowed 
the  oath  to  be  taken  in  an  informal 
manner.  The  Sessions  Judge  made 
severe  comments  on  these  irregularities. 
and  sent  up  the  case  to  the  High  Court. 
The  High  Court  made  no  order,  ap- 
parently thinking  the  notice  of  the  Ses- 
sions Judge  sufficient.  The  matter  was 
some  months  afterwards  reported  to  the 
Government  of  Madras  ;  and  they,  not- 
withstanding the  Judge's  remarks,  re- 
corded an  opinion  that  Mr.  Cox's  pro- 
cedure was — 

"  Most  irre^lar  and  improper,  directly  cal- 
ciliated  to  eDcourage  subordinatA  officials  in  a 
rMortto  illegal  ex)i«dicDts  in  aimilar  cues," 

and  directed  their  opinion  to  be  com- 
municated to  Mr.  Cox.  His  Grace  par- 
ticularly wishes  me  to  add  that  through- 
out seven  years'  service  Mr.  Cox  has 
proved  himself  a  good  officer  and  ma- 
gistrate, no  previous  overstepping  of  his 
authority  having  occurred,  nor  any  eom- 
plaint  of  irregularity  of  procedure.  Dur- 
ing a  long  and  harassing  course  of 
famine  duty  be  proved  himself  a  good 
and  considerate  officer. 

ABMT— ARMT    SERVICE- REPOET    OP 

COMMITTEE.-QUESTION. 

CoLOHEL  AEBUTHNOT   asked  the 

Secretary  of  State  for  War.  Whether  he 

has  yet  considered  the   Beport  of  the 

Committee    which    inquired^  into     the 

question  of  the  service  of  Officers  under 

twen^  years  of  age  and  other  matters ; 

if  he  hu  arrived  at  any  decision  on  those 
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I  points  ;  and,  whether  he  has  any  dtjio- 
tion  to  lay  theKeport  upon  the  Table? 
CoLOKBL  STANLEY,  in  reply,  uid, 
he  could  not  state  in  terms  the  deouoa 
at  which  the  Committee  had  arrind 
with  respect  to  this  matter.  A  null 
Committee  had  sat,  preaided  over  bj  bit 
hon.  Friend  the  Financial  Secretary,  tad 
they  had  drawn  up  a  very  able  Beport. 
That  Beport  had  been  put  into  thefoim 
of  a  Warrant  and  was  now  being  en- 
bodied  in  a  Circular.  That  iraa  all  k* 
could  state. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— P0I30NIN0  BT 

ALCOHOL.— QUESTION. 
Sir  WILFRID  L.4WS0N  asked  thi 

Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depufr  ' 
ment.  Whether  his  attention  has  Dsn 
cnlled  to  the  case  of  a  hawker,  nsnwd 
Finley,    whoso  death   a  coroner's  jnij 
has  found  to  have  resulted  from  poisMi' 
iug  by  alcohol ;  whotherit  is  a  facttba^ 
on  the   day   of  his  death,    a  bottls  of' 
whiskey  was   supplied  to  him  at  thi  ■ 
Boyal   Hotel  tap,   Winchester,  for  thi 
purpose  of  consumption  on  the  premiMi    . 
that  he  drank  the  whiskey  in  aboat  thi    J 
space  of  twenty  minutes,  and  died  withia    , 
a  few  hours ;  and,  whether  the  condoat    i 
of  those  who   supplied   this  man  with    \ 
drink  requires  any  further  iavestigttiot    ' 
by  the  authorities  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  Tea,  ffiii 
I  am  afraid  the  facts  stated  in  the  hon. 
Baronet's  Question  are  true,  and  a  moit 
disgraceful  state  of  facts  it  is.  I  biT( 
called  the  attention  of  the  Mayor  of  thi 
town  to  the  matter,  and  I  have  confidenW 
from  his  judgment  and  right-tniadM-  , 
QOss  that  the  investigation  of  the  cut 
may  be  safely  left  in  nis  hands. 

SCIENCE    AND    ART    DEPARTMEHT- 

UNITED  WESTMINSTER  SCHOOL  OF 

AKT— SUSPENSION  OF  MR.  GOFFIN. 

QCESTIOK. 

CoLosEL  BEEESFOBD  asked  tto 
Yice  President  of  the  Council  on  Edo- 
cation.  Whether,  before  taking  the  Tot* 
fortbo  "  Scienceand  Art  UepartmeQt,"hi 

;il  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  HooN  a 
Copy  of  any  further  Correspondenc* 
between  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment and  the  Chairman  of  the  Boaid  ct 
Governors  of  the  United  Weotminot* 
School,  in  continuation  of  Papers  alreadj 
presented ;  and,  whether  he  would  in- 
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dade  the  docamentaiy  evidence  referred 
toon  page  37,  Parliamentary  Paper,  No. 
86,  consisting  of  the  boys'  note-books 
and  notes  of  their  written  admissions, 
and  of  the  notes  taken  by  Captain  Abney 
of  the  answers  of  four  of  the  boys  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON :    Sir, 
there  will  be  no  objection  to  the  produc- 
tion of  further  Correspondence  on  this 
sabject,   and  the  Correspondence   will 
itself  explain  the  difficulty  of  producing 
the  notes    and  documentary    evidence 
alladed  to  in  the  way  required.    As  the 
suspension  of  Mr.  Goffin  has  in  certain 
quarters  excited  a  gp'eat  deal  of  interest, 
and  as  the  Governing  Body  of  the  school 
of  which  he  is  head-master  are  dissatis- 
fied with  that  decision,  it  may  be  con- 
venient if  I  were  now  to  state  the  course 
which  we  propose  to  pursue.     The  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir 
John  Lubbock),  who  is  the  head  of  the 
Governing  Body,  has,  within   the  last 
few  days,  put  a  Notice  upon  the  Paper, 
asking  for  a  Select  Committee  to  inquire 
into  this  case.     Facts  have,  within  the 
last  few  days,  also  come  to  our  notice 
which  makes  it,   in  our  opinion,  very 
advisable  that  a  searching  inquiry  should 
at  once  be  instituted  into  all  the  trans- 
actions connected  with  Mr.  Goffin' s  sus- 
pension.   I  shall,  therefore,  propose  to 
move,  as  soon  as  is  possible,  for  a  Select 
Committee  to  inquire  into  and  report 
npon  the  circumstances  relating  to  the 
charges  against  Mr.  Gt)ffin. 

INDIA— DEPARTMENT    OF     AGBICUL- 
TORE  AND  COMMERCE.— QUESTION. 

8ia  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether,  since  this  House  has  affirmed 
the  need  of  a  Department  of  Agricul- 
ture and  Commerce  in  this  Country 
where  there  is  so  much  private  enter- 
prise, the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
will  reconsider  the  propriety  of  abolish- 
mg  the  Department  of  Agriculture  and 
Ck)inmerce  established  by  the  late  Lord 
Mayo  in  India,  where  the  people  are  so 
much  less  able  to  help  themselves,  and 
of  reforming  and  improving  that  De- 
partment rather  than  abolish  it  ? 

Me.  E.  stanhope  :  Sir,  at  present 
we  have  hardly  received  any  information 
on  the  subject  mentioned  by  the  hon. 
Member.  We  know  that  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  has  transferred  to  the 
Home  Department  the  duties  at  present 


discharged  in  theDepartmentofBevenue, 
Agriculture,  and  Commerce.  1  believe 
that  it  is  expected,  from  the  diminution 
of  other  duties,  the  Home  Department 
will  be  fully  able  to  undertake  them. 

RIVEBS  CONSERVANCY  BILL. 
QtTESTION. 

Me.  GARFIT  asked  the  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  Whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Gt)vemment  to 
proceed  with  the  Rivers  Conservancy 
Bill  this  Session  ? 

Mb.  SOLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  he  was  sorry  to  state  that  the  Go- 
vernment thought  they  would  not  be 
able  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  this  Session. 

ARTIZANS*  AND  LABOURERS'  DWELL- 
INGS ACT,  1875— COST  OF  METRO- 
POLITAN  IMPROVEMENTS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
Whether,  as  it  has  been  stated  that  the 
loss  caused  to  the  Metropolitan  rate- 
payers by  clearing  six  sites  under  **  The 
Artizans  and  Labourers  Dwelling  Act, 
1875,"  will  be  over  £550,000,  he  can 
inform  the  House  if  any  estimate  has 
been  formed  of  what  will  be  the  entire 
loss  to  the  Metropolitan  ratepayers  from 
caiTying  out  this  Act  in  the  Metropolis  ; 
whether  any  representation  has  been 
made  by  the  Board  to  the  Home  Secre- 
tary with  a  view  to  such  an  amendment 
of  the  Act  of  1875  as  will  diminish  the 
cost  of  carrying  it  into  operation  ;  and, 
if  such  representation  has  been  made, 
what  was  the  reply  received  ? 

Sib  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG :  Sir, 
it  is  impossible  to  say  what  will  be  the 
entire  cost  to  the  Metropolitan  ratepayers 
of  carrying  out  the  Artizans'  and  La- 
bourers' Dwellings  Act,  as  there  are 
many  cases  before  the  Board  in  respect 
of  which  schemes  have  not  yet  been  pre- 
pared nor  estimates  made.  Up  to  the 
E resent  time,  of  14  schemes  approved 
y  Parliament,  the  loss  on  the  six  sites 
referred  to  will  be  £562,061,  while  that 
on  the  remaining  eight  is  estimated  at 
£514,409,  assuming  that  the  prices  re- 
ceived for  land  equal,  and  do  not 
exceed,  those  already  offered.  The 
whole  matter  is  under  consideration  by 
a  Committee  of  the  Board,  who  propose 
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to  make  a  representation  to  the  Secretary 
of  State,  with  a  view  to  an  amendment 
of  the  Act. 

EAST    INDIA    MUSEUM,  SOUTH    KEN- 
SINGTON.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  GRANT  DUFF  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
is  true  that  it  is  intended  to  break  up 
and  disperse  the  Museum  which  was 
collected  by  the  East  India  Company 
and  was  transferred  from  the  Company 
to  the  Crown  when  the  change  of  Go- 
vernment took  place  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir,  it  has  been 
decided  by  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council  to  remove  the  collections  now  in 
the  East  India  Museum  at  South  Ken- 
sington. The  distribution  of  these  col- 
lections has  not  yet  been  determined  on, 
and  is  the  subject  of  investigation  by  a 
Committee  in  communication  with  the 
authorities  at  the  British  Museum,  South 
Kensington,  and  Kew  Gardens.  The 
main  object  which  is  expected  to  be 
gained  by  this  step  is  the  increased 
utility  of  the  collections  to  the  public. 
The  Economic  Section,  for  instance, 
could  be  maintained  and  perfected  with 
great  public  advantage  in  the  expe- 
rienced hands  of  Sir  Joseph  Hooker  at 
Kew,  where  he  already  has  a  far  better 
collection  of  similar  objects;  while  as 
regards  the  Zoological,  Ethnological, 
and  Art  collections,  their  transfer  to 
departments  where  they  will  be  more 
generally  seen  and  appreciated  seems 
better  than  to  retain  them  in  a  Museum 
which,  somehow  or  other,  does  not 
attract  visitors.  I  may  add  that  it  will 
have  the  additional  advantage  of  causing 
an  ultimate  saving  to  the  Indian  Ee- 
venues  of  £9,000  a-year. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— CRIMINAL  PROCEED- 
INGS AGAINST  SOLDIERS. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  If  there  is 
any  record  kept  by  the  Military  autho- 
rities, or  by  any  department  of  the 
War  Office,  of  the  number  and  result 
of  criminal  proceedings  instituted  against 
soldiers  before  the  civil  tribunals  in  the 
United  Kingdom  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY:  Sir,  there  is  no 
such  record  in  any  Department  of  the 
War  Office,  as  far  as  I  can  ascertain. 
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The  only  record  kept  by  the  militair 
authorities  is  the  entries  in  the  regi- 
mental books  after  each  man's  name. 

DELAYED  IRISH  RETURNS. 

QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  When  the 
Correspondence  between  the  local  autho- 
rities, under  the  Contagious  Diseases 
(Animals)  Act,  and  the  authorities  of 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  and  with 
the  Chief  Secretary,  ordered  by  this 
House,  will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House?  Also,  when  the  Setam 
with  regard  to  Admiralty  cases  in  the 
Belfast  and  Cork  Local  Courts,  ordered 
by  this  House  on  the  19th  ult.  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  Sir,  I  hope  to 
lay  the  Correspondence  under  the  Con- 
tagious Diseases  (Animals)  Act  on  the 
Table  before  many  days.  The  Return 
with  regard  to  Admiralty  cases  has  been 
furnished ;  but  it  is  not  yet  in  proper 
form,  although  I  hope  in  some  few  days 
it  will  be. 

MERCANTILE  MARINE  —  WRECK  OF 
THE  "STATE  OF  LOUISIANA"  ON 
THE  HUNTER'S  ROCK,  LARNE. 

QUESTION. 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGG  asked 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  danger  to  navigation  caused  by 
the  wreck  of  the  ocean-going  steamttf 
''  State  of  Louisiana,''  which  has  lain  at 
the  entrance  of  Larne  Harbour  since  the 
26th  December  last;  and,  whether  it  is 
proposed  to  take  any  steps  for  the  speedy 
removal  of  the  wreck  ? 

Viscount  SANDON:  Sir,  the  Com- 
missioners of  Irish  Lights,  who  are  the 
responsible  authority,  have  not  con- 
sidered it  necessary  either  to  light  or  to 
remove  the  wreck,  inasmuch  as  the 
Hunter's  Eock,  on  which  it  lies,  is  a 
well-known  danger,  which  is  already 
buoyed  and  marked  by  a  red  sector  of 
light  from  the  Lame  Lighthouse,  and 
for  the  avoidance  of  which  instructions 
are  carefully  laid  down  in  the  sailing 
directions.  An  additional  or  wreck-buoy 
has  been  placed  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Irish  Lights,  who  have  stated  to  me 
that  there  is  no  further  danger  to  navi* 
gation  than  that  which  has  hitherto 
existed  in  the  rock  itself.     I  am  adTiaed 
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that,  even  before  the  wreck  occurred,  it 
wonld  hare  been  a  most  hazardous  pro- 
ceeding for  a  master  knowingly  to  shape 
a  course  to  go  over  the  rock. 

BOABD  OF  WORKS  (IRELAND)— 

SALARIES  OF  THE  STAFF. 

QUESTIOK. 

CoLOJTKL  COLTHURST  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasunr,  Whether  it 
is  the  intention  of  the  Goyemment  to 
carry  into  offset  the  recommendations 
(frhich  have  now  been  before  them  for 
twelve  months)  of  Lord  Crichton's  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  into  the  Board  of 
Works  in  Ireland,  as  regards  the  salaries 
of  the  staff;  and,  whether  there  is  any 
reason  for  delaying  farther  the  decision 
on  that  part  of  the  Beport  which  deals 
with  the  special  cases  of  hardship  in  the 
office  establishment  directed  to  be  in- 
quired^ into  by  Colonel  Stanley's  letter 
of  the  7th  January  1878  ? 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON  : 
Sir,  the  Treasury  had  hoped  to  be  able 
to  deal  with  the  cases  referred  to  before 
now ;  hut  on  considering  the  main  ques- 
tions dealt  with  by  the  Committee,  it  ap- 
peared that  they  involved  a  consideration 
of  certain  of  the  duties  of  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  and  of  the  relation  of 
that  Department  to  the  Board  of  Works. 
It  is  thought  that  a  better  distribution  of 
duties  may  be  made  between  the  two 
than  that  which  now  exists ;  but  it  has 
not  been  possible  during  the  Session  to 
give  sufficient  time  to  the  subject  to  ar- 
range details  of  the  scheme,  and  it  is  in- 
tended to  postpone  further  action  till  the 
aotiunn.  Meanwhile,  with  such  a  scheme 
in  contemplation,  it  is  not  a  favourable 
moment  for  re-adjusting  the  salaries  of 
an  establishment  which  may  be  seriously 
affected  by  it. 

TURKEY— CHEFKET  PASHA. 
QUESTIONS. 

8iE  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Chefket  Pasha  has 
been  appointed  by  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment to  an  important  command  in  that 
portion  of  Thessaly  which  lies  to  the 
nuth  of  the  line  named  in  the  Thirteenth 
Protocol  of  the  Congress  of  Berlin. 

Ma.  H.SAMUELSON  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  Chefket  Pasha  who  has 


been  appointed  to  an  important  command 
in  Thessaly  is  the  Chefket  Pasha  spe- 
cially mentioned  by  the  Earl  of  Derby 
in  an  official  Despatch  to  Sir  Henry 
Elliot,  dated  21st  September,  1877 
(Turkey,  No.  1,  1877.  No.  316),  order- 
ing  him  to  demand  audience  of  the  Sul- 
tan, and  to  require  the  punishment  of 
the  authors  of  the  atrocities  in  Bulgaria? 
Mr.  BOUKKE  :  I  do  not  suppose  any- 
one can  doubt  that  the  Chefket  Pasha 
referred  to  in  the  Question  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chelsea  is  the  same  person 
as  is  alluded  to  in  the  Question  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Frome.  In  November 
last  Chefket  Pasha  was  transferred  from 
Manister  to  Larissa  in  Thessaly,  where 
he  is  serving,  we  understand,  under  the 
orders  of  Mushir  Pasha.  That  is  all  I 
can  say  on  the  subject. 

CENTRAL    ASIA— RUSSIAN    ADVANCE 
ON  MERV.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  C.  BECKETT-DENISON  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  If  the  Government  have  any 
reliable  information  as  to  the  military 
operations  of  Bussia  against  the  Tur- 
komans in  the  direction  of  Merv;  and, 
whether  any  inquiries  have  been  made 
at  St.  Petersburg  as  to  the  aim  and  ob- 
ject of  those  operations  ? 

Mr.  BOURKB:  Sir.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  believe  that  operations  have 
been  undertaken  lately  from  the  Attrek 
in  the  direction  of  that  portion  of  the 
country  which  is  inhabited  by  the  Tekke 
Turkomans.  With  regard  to  the  second 
part  of  the  Question,  the  Bussian  Go- 
vernment have  denied  formally  to  Her 
Majesty's  Ambassador  at  St.  Petersburg, 
and  the  Bussian  Ambassador  here  has 
also  formally  denied  to  my  noble  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Af- 
fairs, that  there  is  any  intention  to 
march  further  towards  Merv. 

BURIALS  ACTS  —  CHURCHYARDS 
(ENGLAND).— QUESTION. 

Sir  GEOEGE  JENKINSON  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, If  his  attention  has  been 
directed  to  the  numerous  churchyards  in 
England  which  are  full,  and  therefore 
unfit  for  further  interment  in  them ;  also, 
that  the  number  of  these  is  constantly 
increasing,  without  any  adequate  remedy 
to  abate  this  evil  being  applied  by  the 
parishes  so  circumstanced;  whether  h^ 
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will  grant  a  Betum,  in  a  tabulated 
form,  of  the  various  parishes  in  which 
the  above  is  the  case ;  and,  whether  the 
Government  intend  takinp:  any,  and,  if 
so,  what  steps  without  delay  to  com- 
pel the  parishes,  where  such  a  state  of 
things  exists,  to  provide  a  remedy  by  the 
enlargement  of  the  existing  churchyards 
or  otherwise  ? 

Me.  ASSHETON  OEOSS  :  Sir,  I 
have  no  doubt  a  considerable  number  of 
churchyards  in  England  are  very  full. 
Some  time  ago  the  Government  wished 
to  have  a  very  accurate  Return  ;  but  it 
was  found  such  a  Eetum  would  not  cost 
less  than  £5,000,  and  we  did  not  think 
ourselves  justified  in  putting  the  public 
to  that  expense.  Certain  Returns,  how- 
ever, have  been  made  which  there  will 
be  no  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table.  I 
have  no  power  when  a  churchyard  is  full 
to  order  a  parish  to  enlarge  it  or  to  close 
it ;  but  I  hope  that  this  question  will  in 
future  bo  treated  as  a  sanitarv  matter, 
and  that  something  will  be  done  to 
remedy  the  inconvenience  complained  of. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— IMPRISON^IENT  FOR 
STEALING  FLOWERS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  pease  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Homo  Department, 
Whether  his  attention  has  been  called 
to  the  circumstance  of  two  little  girls 
being  sent  from  Camborne  Petty 
Sessions  to  the  county  gaol  at  Bodmin 
under  the  following  circumstances:— 
That  one  girl,  named  Madden,  was 
about  11  years  of  age;  that  the  other 
girl,  named  Stevens,  was  only  about  nine 
years  of  age ;  that  they  had  neither  of 
them  ever  been  convicted  before;  that 
they  were  fatherless  and  the  children  of 
very  poor  widows ;  that  the  crime  with 
which  they  were  charged  was  that  of 
stealing  the  flowers,  or  the  plants  and 
flowers,  off  a  grave  in  the  churchyard  of 
Lelant ;  that  they  pleaded  guilty  on  the 
3rd  of  June,  and  were  flned  le.  and 
costs ;  on  the  24th  of  June,  in  default  of 
payment,  they  were  sentenced  to  seven 
days  in  Bodmin  gaol ;  that  they  were 
actually  in  gaol  six  days,  having  arrived 
there  the  day  after  commitment ;  and 
whether  he  thought  little  children  of 
such  an  age  should,  under  such  circum- 
stances, be  sent  to  county  gaols  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Sir,  I  have 
said,  over  and  over  again,  that  I  am  alto- 
gether   opposed    to    the  sending  such 
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young  persons  to  gaol.  I  gave  orders 
long  ago  that  if  any  such  case  oocurrod 
my  attention  should  be  called  to  it  at 
once.  The  facts  in  this  case  did  not 
come  to  my  knowledge  till  the  term  of 
imprisonment  had  expired.  With  re- 
gard to  the  facts  stated,  I  have  received 
a  communication  from  the  clerk  to  the 
Justices ;  and  it  is  but  just  to  the  ma^s- 
trates  that  I  should  state  that,  according 
to  that  letter,  the  circumstances  of  the 
case  are  inaccurately  put  in  the  Ques- 
tion. I  am  told  that  the  offenders  were 
not  young  children  of  nine  and  11,  bat 
girls  of  14  and  15  years.  The  offence 
had  been  one  of  frequent  occurrence,  and 
it  was  not  only  that  flowers  in  grate- 
yards  had  been  plucked,  but  the  plants 
were  torn  up  and  taken  away.  Sach  a 
practice  could  not  be  allowed  to  go  on. 

CLERKS  OF  THE  CROWN  (IRELAND)- 
REPAYMENT  OF  ADVANCES. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  murphy  asked  the  Secretaiy 
to  the  Treasury,  What  has  been  the 
cause  of  the  delay  in  the  repayment  to 
the  several  Clerks  of  the  Crown  and 
Peace  in  Ireland  of  the  amounts  whiok 
have  been  disbursed  by  them  to  8 1st 
December  1878,  in  discharge  of  the  ex- 
penses of  their  olBBces,  and  for  which 
payments  vouchers  have  been  fumiehed 
to  the  Treasury  j  and,  why  those  officeit 
have  been  obliged  to  continue  to  make 
advances  out  of  their  own  moneys  to 
meet  expenses  necessary  to  enable  ihe 
business  of  their  several  departments  to 
be  carried  on  ? 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON: 
Sir,  the  delay  has  arisen  from  a  difficid^ 
in  determining  the  amount  with  which 
the  Clerks  of  the  Crown  and  Peace 
should  be  debited  in  respect  of  the  ex- 
pense of  keeping  open  an  office  in  the 
Assize  towns  of  their  counties,  as  they  art 
required  to  do  by  the  County  Officers 
and  Courts  Act.  But  it  is  hoped  that 
this  difficulty  will  soon  be  removed,  and, 
in  the  meantime,  in  order  to  save  the 
officers  inconvenience,  the  Treasuiyhai 
authorized  payment  to  them  of  p^opo^ 
tions  varying  from  two-thirds  to  three- 
fourths  of  the  amounts  of  their  claims. 

INTEMPERANC  E— LEGISLATION. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  STEVENSON  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Departme&ti 
If  ho  is  prepared  to  announce  the  oouxil 
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which  the  Gk>yemment  intend  to  take 
in  regard  to  the  recommendations  of  the 
Lords  Committee  on  Intemperance,  par- 
ticularly as  to  the  hours  of  dosing  on 
Sondajs;  or,  if  the  Gt>7emment  intend  to 
embody  their  views  in  a  Bill  to  be  laid 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  before  the 
dose  of  the  Session  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  :  Sir,  it  is 
not  rerj  convenient  to  take  a  particular 
part  of  the  Keport  of  the  Lords'  Com- 
mittee on  Intemperance,  in  order  to 
ascertain  the  views  of  the  Government 
upon  that  Beport.  I  have  no  intention 
to  introduce  a  Bill  at  present,  and  think 
it  will  be  quite  time  for  me  to  express  the 
views  of  the  Gbvemment  when  it  be- 
comes necessary  to  introduce  a  Bill  on 
the  subject. 

INDU— KntWEOE  PRIZE  FUND. 
QUESTION. 

Loud  GEORGE  CAVENDISH  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
If  he  would  explain  why  the  Return, 
No.  213,  of  Session  1876,  which  does 
not  account  for  all  the  movable  assets  of 
the  ex-chiefs  of  Kirwee,  has  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House  as  a  complete  Re- 
turn of  all  their  movable  assets;  and, 
why  the  amount  retained,  as  a  right  of 
war  or  otherwise,  by  the  local  Govern- 
ment, has  not  been  entertained  therein 
as  the  Parliamentary  Orders  of  Session 
1873  and  Session  1874  expressly  re- 
quire ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir,  I  am 
afraid  that  I  can  add  very  little  to  a 
former  answer  of. mine  on  Ihe  same  sub- 
ject. The  third  and  final  distribution 
was  ordered  to  be  made  on  the  number 
of  shares  admitted  to  the  31st  March, 
1876,  since  which  date  some  few  claims 
have  been  admitted  in  addition  to  that 
number.  Exclusive  of  these  later  ad- 
missions, the  balance  against  the  Trea- 
Boiyonthatdatewasl^upees  15,235  2  6. 
The  Return  of  1876  is  complete,  and — 

^'SkovB  the  amount  of  all  movable  property 
of  enemies  or  insurgents  in  the  territories  of 
Onde  or  Kirwee,  or  of  the  proceeds  thereof, 
vhich  have  passed  into  the  possession  of  the 
Mthorities  of  India  since  the  outbreak  of  the 
*v  in  1857,  distinguishing  the  funds  which 
We  been  di^ribnted  among  the  troops  and  the 
fands  which  have  been  retained  or  otherwise 
disposed  of  by  the  local  Government/' 

It  thus  complies  in  every  detail  with 
the  ParHamentaiy  Orders  of  1 873-4.  I 
im  informed  that  the  promissory  notes 


to  which  the  noble  Lord  aUudes  never 
passed  into  the  possession  of  the  autho- 
rities in  India.  According  to  the  Beport 
of  the  Advocate  General  in  1862,  there 
was  no  seizure  or  capture  of  these  notes, 
and  they  consequently  have  never  be- 
come prize. 

AFGHANISTAN— THE    CEDED    DIS- 
TRICTS.—QUESTION. 

Me.  C.  BEOKETT-DENISON  asked, 
Whether  the  troops  had  returned  within 
the  limits  of  India  proper,  and  what 
arrangements  had  been  made  for  guard- 
ing our  newly-acquired  territory  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  I  can  only 
give  the  movements  of  the  troops  on  the 
line  of  the  Khyber  Pass,  and  as  regards 
those  of  particular  regiments,  I  can 
give  no  more  information  than  my  hon. 
Friend  will  find  in  the  newspapers.  The 
garrisons  to  be  maintained  for  the  pre- 
sent on  the  Khyber  line  consist  of  two 
batteries  of  Boyal  Artillery,  one  regi- 
ment of  British  Infantry,  one  of  Native 
Cavalry,  four  of  Native  Infantry,  and  one 
of  Sappers  and  Miners.  The  remainder 
of  the  Force  will  return  to  their  various 
stations  in  India. 

EDUCATION   (IRELAND)   ACT— ASSIST. 
ANT  TEACHERS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  PATEIOK  MARTIN  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether 
his  attention  has  been  called  to  the 
several  declarations  made  in  the  south 
and  west  of  Ireland  by  so  many  in- 
fluential and  experienced  managers  of 
national  schools,  condemning  the  con- 
templated restriction  of  assistant  teachers 
in  the  -schools  under  their  charge,  and 
stating  authoritatively  from  their  know- 
ledge as  managers  that  the  recent  change 
made  by  the  Board  of  National  Edu- 
cation requiring  a  newly  increased  ave- 
rage of  pupils  in  the  schools  to  entitle 
them  to  the  benefit  of  assistant  teachers 
would  be  seriously  detrimental  to  the 
efficiency  of  the  teaching  staff,  and  most 
prejudicial  to  the  interests  of  education; 
can  he  state  on  whose  suggestions  such 
change  was  thus  made  by  the  Board  of 
National  Education,  and  with  what  ob- 
jects; and,  having  regard  to  the  em- 
phatic disapprovals  thus  manifested, 
does  he  intend  to  make  any  suggestions; 
and,  if  so,  to  what  effect,  in  reference  to 
this  contemplated  innovation  on  the 
former  practice  ? 
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Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE :  Sir,  I  am  aware 
that  objections  have  been  made  in  some 
quarters  to  the  scheme  alluded  to.  The 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  asks  on 
whose  suggestion  the  change  was  made. 
I  am  unable  to  say  what  suggestions 
had  most  weight  with  the  Commissioners 
of  Education ;  but  among  others  were 
some  made  by  myself.  As  some  mis- 
apprehension appears  to  exist  upon  this 
subject,  1  wish  to  point  out  how  the 
case  stands.  In  England,  one  assistant 
teacher  is  allowed  for  every  100  pupils. 
In  Ireland,  until  a  few  years  since,  one 
assistant  was  allowed  for  every  75  pupils, 
when  an  alteration  was  made  under 
which  one  assistant  was  allowed  for 
every  60  in  the  case  of  males,  and  for 
every  50  in  the  case  of  females.  Under 
the  new  rule  of  the  Commissioners  one 
assistant  is  allowed  for  every  70  pupils, 
male  or  female.  Before  adopting  this 
alteration  they  caused  a  conference  to  be 
held  of  the  head  inspectors,  chiefs  of  in- 
spection, and  secretaries,  among  whom 
a  very  general  opinion  was  expressed  to 
the  effect  that  the  proposed  plan  would 
not  operate  in  any  way  injuriously  to 
the  interests  of  education.  I  certainly 
look  upon  it  as  a  decided  improvement. 

ROYAL   IRISH   CONSTABULARY. 
QUESTION. 

Me.  GEAY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary  for  Ireland,  How  many  *'  non- 
effective" men  are  now  in  the  Royal 
Irish  Constabulary  ;  how  many  of  them 
have  been  non-effective  for  six  months 
or  longer ;  and  how  many  have  served 
for  a  period  enabling  them  to  retire  on 
pension  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  :  Sir,  it  is  rather 
difficult  to  answer  this  Question  in  the 
precise  form  in  which  it  stands  on  the 
Paper,  because  the  number  of  those 
coming  technically  within  the  definition 
of  non-effective  is'  subject  to  variation 
from  day  to  day,  from  the  fact  of  men 
being  on  the  sick  list  for  a  few  days  and 
then  returning  to  their  duty.  It  will 
probably,  however,  carry  out  the  hon. 
Member's  object  if  I  take  three  months* 
absence  from  the  effective  strength  as 
the  basis  of  calculation.  I  find  that 
there  are  at  present  43  men  who  have 
been  non-effective  for  a  period  of  three 
months  and  less  than  six  months;  17 
have  been  non-effective  for  periods  rang- 
ing between  six  and  nine  months,  which 


makes  a  total  of  60  in  all ;  39  of  these 
60  are  men  entitled  to  pension,  having 
served  for  15  years  or  upwards. 

TURKEY— AMOOSH  AGA. 

QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  the 
Amoosh  Aga,  who  is  Chief  of  the  PoUce 
under  the  Turkish  Government  in  the 
portion  of  Epirus  proposed  to  be  an- 
nexed to  Greece  by  the  Berlin  Treaty,  is 
the  same  man  of  whom  the  Special  Cor- 
respondent of  the  *'  Times"  in  Thessalj 
wroteinthat  paper  of  April  4th,  1878,  that 
on  February  28th,  1878,  he  had  caused 
to  be  **  hacked  almost  to  pieces"  certain 
innocent  inhabitants  of  Bulgarini,  of 
whom  the 

**  Bodies  were  then  piled  up  like  a  row  of 
wood,  a  row  .with  feet  this  way,  a  row  with  feet 
that  way,  and  branches,  which  had  been  placed 
underneath  them,  fired ;  '* 

And,  whether  he  will  make  any  repre- 
sentations to  the  Turkish  Qt)vemment 
with  a  view  to  the  removal  of  Amoosh 
Aga  from  a  post  in  which  he  has  power 
over  the  lives  and  fortunes  of  the  Th^ 
salian  peasants  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE:  Sir,  we  have  not 
heard  who  is  commander  of  police  in 
that  part  of  Thessaly. 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  :  Sir,  in  read- 
ing the  Question,  I  substituted  Epiros 
for  Thessaly,  which  I  had  written  by 
mistake. 

Mr.  BOURKE  :  I  am  sorry  I  did  not 
hear  that  the  hon.  Member  made  the 
correction;  but  it  makes  no  difference 
to  the  answer.  We  have  not  heard 
who  is  commander  of  the  police  in 
either  Thessaly  or  Epirus.  In  the 
Papers  already  laid  before  the  House 
relating  to  Thessaly  and  Epirus,  there 
is  a  name  somewhat  similar  to  that  men* 
tioned ;  but  I  am  not  sure  whether  it  is 
the  same  individual.  We  have  no  means 
of  knowing  whether  the  statement  in 
27ie  Times  is  correct,  or  whether  the  in- 
dividual therein  mentioned  is  now  in 
command  of  the  police. 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON:  Will  the 
hon.  Gentleman  ascertain  whether  he  is 
the  same  man  of  whom  Mr.  Ogle  wrote 
the  paragraph,  to  which  paragraph,  no 
doubt,  that  gentleman  owed  his  death  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE:  Sir,  I  think  that 
must  be  left  to  the  discretion  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government.    I  do  not  think 
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I  should  be  doiDg  mj  duty  if  I  were  not 
to  state  that  these  events  are  alleged  to 
have  oocnrred  a  year  and  some  months 
ago.  Already  all  documents  relating  to 
them  have  been  commnnicated  to  the 
House,  and  I  do  not  think  there  is  any 
reason  now  for  stirring  up  these  matters 
again  unless  some  report  has  reached 
Her  Majesty's  Oovernment  through 
official  channels.  The  ofEcers  em- 
ployed by  the  Government  in  Turkey 
are  perfectly  alive  to  all  these  dreadful 
oocurrences,  and  they  report  upon  them 
from  time  to  time  ;  but  I  must  say  that 
the  harm  done  by  raking  up  these  oc- 
currences      

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  :  I  rise  to  a 
point  of  Order.  I  wish  to  know  whe- 
ther the  hon.  Oentleman,  in  answer  to  a 
simple  Question,  whether  he  would  ascer- 
tain who  a  particular  individual  was,  has 
any  right  to  debate  the  question  whether 
an  inquiry  would  do  harm  in  Epirus  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE:  The  hon.  Member 
was  certainly  travelling  beyond  the 
limits  of  a  reply.  At  the  same  time, 
I  must  point  out  that  in  regard  to  a 
Question  of  this  kind  it  is  expedient 
that  Notice  should  be  given. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  gave  Notice 
that  he  should  renew  the  Question  on 
Thursday. 

PABLUMENT— PRIVILEGE— PROCEED- 
INGS OF  THE  HOUSE— NOTE-TAKING 
IN  THE  MEMBERS*  SIDE-GALLERY. 

PERSONAL  EXPLANATION. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL:  I  wish,  Sir,  to 
make  a  personal  explanation  with  re- 
ference to  your  calling  me  to  Order  on 
Friday  last.  I  was  arguing,  Sir,  on  the 
general  question  of  the  evidence  to  he 
supplied  to  Mr.  Speaker  with  regard  to 
the  Business  of  the  House,  and  I  was 
pointing  out  the  difference  between  the 
weighty  and  valuable  evidence  that 
▼ould  be  supplied  by  a  body  of  re- 
porters or  officials  appointed  and  directed 
by  this  House,  and  that,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  evidence  supplied  by  officials 
or  reporters  not  appointed  by  this  House 
would  be  valueless  and  worthless  evi- 
dence. At  this  point.  Sir.  an  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  rose  and  declared  that  I 
bad  used  un-Parliamentanr  language. 
I  did  not  notice  the  point ;  but  you,  Sir, 
immediately  replied  that  I  had  used  un- 
I  Parliamentary  language,  and  that  the 
gentlemen  in  question  were  gentlemen 


as  well  as  ourselves.  I  did  not  under- 
stand the  point  of  your  censure  either, 
Sir,  until  I  read  it  in  the  newspapers 
containing  the  report  of  the  discussions. 
Then  I  found  that  the  hon.  Qentleman  op- 
posite had  understood  me  to  use  the  words 
*'  worthless  agents,"  while  I  used  the 
words  **  worthless  evidence."  'There 
may  be  some  similarity  between  the 
sounds  of  the  different  words ;  but  I  wish 
to  explain  that  I  did  not  use  the  words 
imputed  to  me.  My  objections  were  in 
no  way  directed  towards  the  individuals 
you  employed.  Sir,  whose  characters  I 
have  nothing  to  say  against ;  and,  there- 
fore, I  beg  to  state  most  respectfully 
that  you  were  quite  mistaken  by  think- 
ing that  I  used  the  words  "  worthless 
agents."  I  spoke  entirely  of  worthless 
evidence.  Sir,  and  I  wish  it  to  be  under- 
stood that  I  am  not  to  be  judged  of 
being  guilty  of  bringing  anything 
against  the  character  of  these  gentle- 
men, whom  I  must  conclude  are  honour- 
able and  respectable  men. 

MOTION. 

PAELIAMENT  —  PUBLIC  BUSINESS  — 
ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY— TUESDAYS 
AND  WEDNESDAYS. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  have  now  to  move — 

'*That,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session, 
Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  of  Notices 
of  Motion  upon  Tuesdays,  Government  Ordors 
having  priority ;  and  that  Government  Orders 
have  priority  on  Wednesdays." 

As  I  mentioned  the  other  day,  this  is 
the  same  day  of  the  year  upon  which 
a  similar  Order  was  made  last  year,  and 
I  need  not  detain  the  House  by  pointing 
out  how  very  much  we  haye  still  of 
Business  to  set  through  in  the  few  weeks 
that  remain  oefore  the  natural  termina- 
tion of  the  Session.  I  would  say  that  the 
first  Business  we  have  still  before  us  is 
the  Army  Discipline  and  Begulation  Bill. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  are  perfectly  aware  of 
the  position  in  which  that  Bill  stands  in 
relation  to  the  expiry  of  the  Continuance 
Act  which  was  passed  in  April ;  and  I 
would  remind  the  House  that  unless  we 
are  able  to  get  that  Bill  through  the 
House  in  the  course  of  this  week  very 
great  difficulty  and  inconvenience  wiU 
arise.  I  hope  it  may  be  possible  to 
conclude  the  Committee  on  the  Bill,  if 
not  to-night,  at  all  events,  to-morroW| 
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and  that  we  may  be  able  to  take  the 
Beport  on  Thursday.  Well,  then,  Sir, 
there  are  the  Estimates,  which  are  con- 
siderably in  arrear.  We  have  a  great 
number  of  Votes  still  to  take,  including 
some  important  and  pressing  Votes,  for 
which  our  Votes  on  Account  are  running 
out  or  have  run  out ;  and  we  shall  pro- 
ceed with  these  as  speedily  as  we  can. 
Amongst  the  Estimates  there  will  be 
one  which  is  not  already  before  the 
House,  but  for  which  hon.  Members  will 
be  prepared — that  is,  a  Vote  of  Credit  in 
respect  of  the  War  in  South  Africa. 
These  Estimates  will,  of  course,  require 
some  time  for  discussion.  Then  we 
have  the  two  India  Loans  Bills,  which 
will,  no  doubt,  take  a  day  or  two  for 
-discussion.  Then  there  is  the  Public 
Works  Loans  Bill.  There  is  a  good 
deal  of  opposition  offered,  I  am  aware, 
to  that  measure,  which  is  upon  the 
Table  ;  but  whether  that  measure  passes 
in  its  entirety  or  not,  it  is  abso- 
lutely necessary  that  a  Bill  should  pass, 
because,  otherwise,  we  shall  have  no 
funds  out  of  which  to  make  advances  to 
local  authorities  that  are  expecting  them. 
The  advances  last  year  are  nearly  ex- 
hausted, and  the  time  has  come  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  matter.  I  pass  over  other 
minor  matters  which  will  take  some 
little  time ;  but  the  House  will  see  that 
there  is  a  good  deal  of  urgent  Business, 
and  I  think  that  the  circumstances  justify 
me  in  making  the  request  which  I  now 
make  to  the  House.  There  are  upon 
the  Order  Book  a  considerable  number 
of  important  measures.  Some  of  these 
we  had  hoped  at  an  earlier  period  of  the 
Session  we  should  be  able  to  pass;  but, 
from  various  circumstances  which  I  need 
not  now  enter  into,  including,  of  course, 
the  length  of  time  which  one  Bill  has 
occupied,  it  is  obviously  impossible  that 
we  should  proceed  with  all  of  them. 
My  hon.  and  learned  Fnend  the  At- 
torney General  has  already  stated  that 
we  should  not  attempt  to  proceed  with  the 
Criminal  Code  Bill.  We  are  very  sorry 
indeed  to  lose  the  opportunity  of  passing 
BO  useful  a  measure  this  Session;  but 
we  hope  it  will  not  be  the  worse  for 
waiting  another  year.  1  am  sorry  to 
say  that  the  Patents  for  Inventions  Bill 
is  another  Bill  that  we  are  not  able  to 
proceed  with,  and  we  must  abandon  the 
County  Boards  Bill,  and  the  Irish  Grand 
Juries  Bill,  and,  as  the  House  has  al- 
ready been  informed  by  my  right  hon. 

Th  Chancellor  of  ih$  Xxehequw 


Friend  (Mr.  Sclater-Booth),  we  shall 
not  be  able  to  proceed  with  the  BiTen 
Conservancy  Bill.  I  will  not  attempt 
at  the  present  moment  to  make  an  ex- 
haustive catalogue  of  Bills  that  we  hope 
to  proceed  with ;  but  there  are  two  Bilk 
that  are,  I  think,  of  general  interest, 
and  which  it  will  be  desirable,  if  possiUe^ 
that  we  should  pass  this  Session.  One 
is  the  Banks  Bill.  I  do  not  know  whether 
it  will  pass  exactly  in  its  present  shape; 
but  I  hope  it  will  be  found  possible  to 
pass,  at  all  events,  an  important  portiot 
of  it.  The  other  is  a  Bill  whidi  is  d 
very  great  interest  to  the  mercantilB 
community  and  the  country  at  large.  I 
mean  the  Bankruptcy  Bill.  We  hope  it 
will  be  found  possible  to  pass  that  BOL 
I  am  aware  that  we  have  both  the  Bank- 
ruptcy and  the  Valuation  Bills.  It  will 
be  exceedingly  difficult  to  set  them  both 
through.  I  will  not  say  whether  it  will 
be  possible ;  but,  at  the  present  time,  we 
give  precedence  to  the  Bankruptcy  BiDi 
and  I  hope  the  House  will  assist  us  ii 
passing  it.  I  have  said  I  will  not  at- 
tempt to  make  an  exhaustive  catalogue 
of  measures  now,  but  I  think,  if  the 
House  will  allow  us  the  days  we  are  now 
asking  for,  and  if  we  are  assisted  ii 
endeavouring  fairly  to  make  progrefli 
we  may  be  able  to  close  the  Seaaioi 
somewhere  about  the  usual  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed' 

"That,  for  the  remainder  of  the  SeMOQ, 
Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  of  Notieis 
of  Motions  upon  Tuesdays,  Grovemment  Oxdof 
having  priority  ;  and  that  Government  Oidtfi 
havo  priority  upon  Wednesdays." — {Mr,  Ckmi' 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Mr.  O'DONNELLsaid,  hehadlistened 
with  attention  to  the  statement  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  the  reason 
which  he  had  given  ;  and  he  could  nol 
but  think  that  he  had  given  the  Hoiiii 
no  sufficient  reasons  for  granting  to  hitt 
those  days  of  private  Members  which  he 
requested.  The  demand  for  Membefi^ 
days  came,  in  his  opinion,  with  singularlj 
bad  grace  from  a  Government  which 
had  occupied  so  much  of  the  time  of  tki 
House  with  Bills  commanding  no  asseit 
from  either  side  of  the  House,  andwhiA 
had  occupied  a  still  larger  portion  of 
public  time  by  proposals  provoking  dii' 
cussion,  and  which,  after  discussion,  w«fi 
either  altered  altogether  or  abandoned 
by  the  Government*  The  Govemmeat 
could  not  ask  to  be  exempt  from  charge! 
of  wasting  public  time,  when  it  brougU 
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is  ndi  a  Bill  as  a  sham  Goniity  Boards 
Bill,  wluGh  had  nerer  a  chance  of  re- 
cdTing  the  assent  of  the  House,  and 
which  ooold  have  been  brought  in  only 
for  the  purpose  of  convincing  everybody 
that  Her  Majesty's  Administration  was 
unvilling,  or  more  probably  incapable, 
of  dealing  with  the  problem  of  county 
goremment.  Most  of  the  followers  of 
the  Goyemment  could  not  utter  a  word 
on  behalf  of  the  County  Boards  Bill, 
which,  nevertheless,  had  occupied  a  large 
part  of  the  time  of  the  House.  But  if 
he  were  to  go  into  all  the  Bills  which 
had  been  introduced  without  any  ap- 
parently serious  purpose,  he  would  un- 
lostifiably  trench  on  the  time  of  the 
Bouse.  Not  only  had  the  time  of  the 
Boose  been  uselessly  occupied  by  Go- 
remment by  Bills  of  the  nature  of  the 
uoanty  Boards  Bill,  but  by  discussions 
proToked  by  the  Government's  foreign 
ind  colonial  policy.  How  much  time 
had  been  absolutely  wasted  by  the  Go- 
vernment through  their  inexplicable  in- 
decision and  their  contradictory  policy 
with  ref^ard  to  the  administration  of  Sir 
Bartle  Frere  and  the  strategy  of  Lord 
Cheknsford  in  South  Africa  ?  How  long 
had  the  Government  uselessly  occupied 
the  time  of  the  House  by  defending  the 
indefeasible  proceedings  of  such  officials 
and  generals?  How  long  had  they 
presented  an  unyielding  front,  declaring 
that  they  would  support  Sir  Bartle  Frere 
and  Lord  Chelmsford  to  the  end,  and 
then,  after  days  on  days  of  public  time 
had  been  wasted,  they  turned  round  and 
gave  up  the  very  positions  which  they 
had  defended  so  obstinately  and  with 
Rich  disadvantage  to  the  Public  Service  ? 
ffaa  such  a  Gtjvemment  entitled  to  de- 
inand  the  surrender  of  private  Members' 
time?  Some  five  or  six  days  at  the 
mtdde  would  be  annexed  by  the  Go- 
vernment. Had  not  a  far  larger  number 
been  wasted  in  the  proceedings  to  which 
be  referred  ?  Again,  in  consequence  of 
the  extraordinary  policy  of  the  Govern - 
ownt  with  regard  to  Irish  University 
Edocation,'  the  time  of  private  Members 
^  already  been  uselessly  wasted,  be- 
ttuae  they  had  been  induced  to  abandon 
^  Wednesdays  to  the  discussion  of 
^at  question,  which  ought  to  have  been 
twated  by  the  Gt)vemment  and  ap- 
poichedon  official  authority,  and  which, 
*ft«  the  two  Wednesdays  had  been 
**^,  had  been  so  treated  and  so  ap- 
PMched.     The    whole    of  these  two 


Wednesdays  had  been  absolutely  wasted 
for  utterly  incomprehensible  reasons. 
Did  the  Government  base  their  demand 
for  the  surrender  of  private  Members' 
time  on  that  comic  University  Bill  which 
had  already  upset  the  gravity  of  the 
hereditary  branch  of  the  Legislature, 
and  which  was,  doubtless,  brought  on 
to  afford  the  humorous  Members  of  the 
Government  opportunities  to  play  with 
the  public  time.  A  more  worthy  way 
of  meetin<2f  any  demand  for  increased 
time  would  be  met,  not  by  taking  away 
the  few  remaining  opportunities  of  pri- 
vate Members,  but  by  placing  the  Public 
Business  in  the  House  in  the  first  place, 
and  then  the  recreation  of  Gentlemen 
who  went  to  shoot  in  the  season.  He 
believed  he  represented  a  large  body  of 
public  opinion  in  the  Three  Kingdoms, 
when  he  said  that  if  the  Business  of 
the  House  was  really  so  much  at  heart 
with  the  Government,  they  ought  to 
compass  it  by  lengthening  the  limits  of 
the  Session.  He  did  not  presume  to 
interfere  with  the  recreation  of  hon. 
Members.  Whether  hon.  Members  went 
to  the  theatre  in  the  evening,  or  to  the 
moors  in  the  autumn,  that  was  their 
business ;  but  he  protested  against  the 
regular  sacrifice  of  the  public  conve- 
nience to  the  private  convenience  of  a 
small  section  of  Members.  In  saying 
this,  he  believed  he  was  speaking  the 
opinions  not  of  tens  of  thousands,  or  of 
hundreds  of  thousands,  but  of  millions. 
Hon.  Members  wished  to  go  and  shoot, 
and  the  least  kind  wishes  they  could 
offer  were  that  they  would  shoot  with 
more  intelligence  than  they  voted.  The 
Government  had  waited  days  of  public 
time  in  irrelevant  discussions  on  unten- 
able Colonial  policy  and  upon  Bills  of  a 
sham  character ;  and  he  hoped  that  at 
least  a  large  minority  would  go  into  the 
Lobby  against  the  utterly  unjustifiable 
request  which  they  now  made. 

Mr.  O'CONNOiR  POWEE  observed, 
that  everyone  in  the  House,  and  nearly 
everyone  in  the  country,  was  dissatisfied 
with  the  progress  of  Public  Business  in 
this  House.  [_Iromcal  cheers.']  He  was 
glad  he  had  stated  a  proposition  which 
had  been  so  universally  accepted. 
Everybody  was  dissatisfied,  and  ho  was 
himself  just  as  as  much  dissatisfied  as 
any  Member  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, or  anyone  outside  the  House  who 
complained  of  obstruction.  The  delay 
in  Public  Business  had  been  attributed 
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by  different  Parties  to  different  causes. 
One  Party  attributed  it  to  the  conduct  of 
Public  Business  and  to  the  character  of 
that  authority  which  held  the  reins  of 
Government,  and  it  had  been  said  con- 
fidentially that  the  reins  of  Government 
in  this  House  had  broken  in  the  hands 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
and  that  in  consequence  Business  had 
not  been  expedited.  It  was  his  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power's)  good  fortune  the 
other  day  to  assure  Mr.  Speaker  of  his 
respect  for  his  position  and  authority, 
and  he  was  proud  to  avail  himself  of 
this  opportunity  of  assuring  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  of  equal  respect 
for  his  position  and  authority ;  and  if  no 
one  else  would  repel  the  accusation 
brought  against  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, he  would  undertake,  however 
feebly,  to  do  it  himself.  He  denied 
point-blank  that  the  delay  in  Public 
lousiness  was  owing  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  The  Chancellor'  of  the 
Exchequer  had  had  unusual  difficulties 
to  contend  with.  An  indefensible  policy 
had  been  forced  upon  him  by  his  Col- 
leagues in  the  Cabinet.  He  trusted  that 
however  long  they  might  be  obliged  to 
remain  to  finish  the  Business,  the 
Session  would  not  be  unusually  pro- 
tracted. He  trusted  that  the  remainder 
of  the  Business  would  not  be  unduly 
protracted.  He  thought  it  was  his  duty 
to  come  down  there  and  urge  that  the 
Session  should  not  be  unusually  pro- 
longed. He  had  come  down  to  the 
House  prepared  to  take  his  leave  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  Knowing 
the  Conservative  Party  to  be  a  grateful 
Party,  he  hoped  that  before  the  House 
should  meet  again  after  the  Prorogation 
they  would  reward  the  services  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  by  decorating  him 
with  a  Coronet,  and  translating  him  to 
that  Upper  Chamber  where  Obstructives 
ceased  from  troubling  and  where  Ministers 
were  at  rest.  It  was  said  by  some  critics 
that  the  delay  in  the  Business  of  the 
House  was  due  to  the  protracted  opposi- 
tion of  certain  hon.  Members  who  sat  on 
this  side  of  the  House;  but  he  (Mr. 
O'Connor  Power)  repudiated  that  accu- 
sation with  almost  as  much  earnestness  as 
he  did  the  accusation  levelled  against  the 
Leader  of  the  House.  The  delay  which 
was  complained  of  was  really  to  be 
attributed  to  our  present  system  of 
legislation — a  system  which  had  been 
frequently  investigated,  but  for  which 

Mr.  (y  Connor  Power 


no  adequate  remedy  had  yet  been  sug- 
gested by  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
or  by  the  numerous  Committees  which 
had  sat  to  inquire  into  the  subject 
Every  year,  at  this  period  of  the  Session, 
Bills  upon  which  valuable  time  had  been 
spent,  and  in  connection  with  vhioh 
there  had  been  important  discussions, 
were  thrown  aside;  and  the  House,  con- 
sequently, had  the  mortification  of  seeing 
that  a  great  deal  of  its  time  and  labonr 
had  been  completely  fruitless.  These 
circumstances  were  attributable  to  the 
fact  that  the  Paper  was  each  year 
crowded  with  a  number  of  Bills  for  pro- 
posed legislation  which  the  House  wss 
quite  unable  to  deal  with.  He  suggested, 
as  a  remedy,  that  there  should  be  some 
division  of  labour  which  would  enaUs. 
the  Imperial  Parliament  to  devote  itsdf  ' 
exclusively  to  Imperial  Business,  and 
give  local  authorities  the  power  to  trans- 
act local  business.  The  condact  of 
Business  in  the  House,  and  the  manner 
in  which  much  of  it  was  shelved  year 
after  year,  having  attracted  universal 
attention,  surely  the  time  had  come  to 
inquire  whether  some  local  machineiy 
could  not  be  set  in  motion  for  the  trans*  ^ 
action  of  local  business,  so  that  the 
Imperial  Parliament  might  be  relieved 
from  the  burden  of  petty  concerns.  Hi 
held  that  if  the  English  people  were  not 
impervious  to  ridicule,  a  remedy  would 
long  ago  have  been  found  for  a  state  of 
things  which  left  the  Government,  at 
the  end  of  every  Session,  with  only  one 
or  two  paltry  or  insignificant  measnres 
to  point  to  as  proofs  of  the  industry  of 
Parliament. 

Mr.  YANS  AGNEW  said,  he  pro- 
posed to  add  a  few  words  to  the  MotioB 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheoner, 
which  he  hoped  the  right  hon.  (xen- 
tleman  would  see  his  way  to  accept.  Tbe 
words  were  as  follows : — **  Except  in  thi 
case  of  Bills  which  stand  for  Considers- 
tion,  as  amended,  or  for  Third  Beading. 
Knowing  the  difficulties  that  had  been 
in  the  way  of  private  Members,  he  was 
sure  the  House  would  not  be  surprised 
to  hear  that  only  four  Bills  stood  in  that 
position ;  and  the  ground  on  which  ha 
would  urge  the  recommendation  he  bad 
made  was  that  those  Bills  had  been  read 
a  second  time,  their  principle  had  best 
affirmed,  the  details  had  been  settled 
in  Committee,  and  there  they  remained. 
But,  by  the  proposal  of  the  Chanoelbf 
of  the  Exchequer,  they  would  be  iWfl(A 
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away ;  and  there  would  be  no  chance  of 
proceeding  further  with  them.  Hon. 
Members  who  had  had  charge  of  a  Pri- 
vate Bill  would  understand  what  respon- 
sibility they  undertook,  andj  they  would 
Agree  with  him,  when  he  said  it  was 
hard  that  when  the  House  had  affirmed 
the  principle  of  a  Bill  any  individual 
Member  could  stop  it  from  going  on 
by  the  application  of  the  Halt-past  12 
"Rule.  He  thought  that  Bule  should  not 
apply  to  Bills  which  had  passed  through 
Committee.  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
motives  of  any  hon.  Member  stopping  a 
Bill  might  be  the  highest  with  which 
man  could  be  actuated.  It  was  also  true 
that  he  might  be  actuated  by  a  crochet 
in  which  nobody  else  had  any  faith ; 
and  it  seemed  very  hard,  and  scarcely 
respectful  to  the  House,  that  a  Bill  of 
which  the  principle  had  been  adopted 
and  the  clauses  adjusted  by  the  House 
should  be  stopped  by  a  single  hon. 
Member.  If,  however,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  ag^ee  to  the 
proposal  which  he  ventured  to  make,  he 
did  not  believe  that  it  would  detain  the 
House  one  day  after  the  usual  time  of 
breaking  up,  and  yet  it  would  enable 
Bills  affirmed  in  principle  by  the  House 
to  proceed  to  their  legitimate  end. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Does  any  hon. 
Member  second  the  Amendment  ? 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL:  Yes,  Sir;  I 
second  the  Amendment,  although  I  did 
not  catch  its  full  import.  So  far  as  I 
nnderstand  it,  it  refers  to  Bills  which 
have  been  under  the  consideration  of 
the  House,  and  which  could  not  be  con- 
sidered after  half-past  12.  But  my  ob- 
ject in  rising  was  more  particularly  to 
point  out  to  the  House 

Mr.  ONSLOW :  I  rise  to  Order.  I 
wish  to  ask.  Sir,  whether  it  is  compe- 
tent for  any  Member  to  second  a  Motion 
of  which  he  says  he  knows  nothing  ? 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL :  I  did  not  say 
I  knew  nothing  about  the  Amendment. 
I  said  I  did  not  comprehend  it  quite 
fully ;  but  I  understood  from  hon.  Mem- 
bers around  me  more  or  less  of  its  im- 
port. I  rise,  however,  more  particularly 
to  notice  the  surprise  with  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  has  taken 
the  House  upon  this  occasion.  No 
doubt,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  gave 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  make  this 
Motion ;  but  it  is  one  of  so  serious  a 
character  that  the  House  can  hardly  be 
expected  to  pass  it  without  comment. 

YOKCOXLVra.    [thibp  series.] 


No  doubt,  the  right  hon.  Oentleman  has 
mentioned  the  Bills  which  are  to  be 
sacrificed.  Among  them  is  the  Criminal 
Code  (Indictable  Oflfences)  Bill ;  and  it 
is  obvious  that,  as  there  were  no  fewer 
than  280  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  it 
would  be  impossible  to  proceed  with 
that  measure.  I  must,  however,  point 
out  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
the  question  which  has  been  raised  by 
an  hon.  Member  opposite,  and  which,  I 
think,  is  entitled  to  grave  consideration 
by  the  House.  I  understand  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  has  conceded 
two  days  for  the  discussion  of  important 
subjects — one  to  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke),  and  the  other  to  the  hon.  Memr 
her  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett).  One 
of  the  Motions  refers,  I  believe,  to  the 
provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  with 
respect  to  Greece,  and  the  other  to  the 
water  supply  of  the  Metropolis.  There 
is  another  question,  which  certainly 
ought  to  be  discussed  before  Parliament 
rises  for  the  Vacation.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  given  Notice  that 
it  will  be  necessary  to  take  a  Vote  of 
Credit  for  the  South  African  War. 
Now,  I  look  upon  that  question  as  one 
of  paramount  importance  to  the  House 
and  to  the  country ;  and  I  think  the 
Government  ought  not  to  be  allowed  to 
bring  this  Session  to  a  close  without  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  granting 
to  Parliament  an  opportunity  of  once 
again  fully  discussing  that  question.  It 
would  be  very  inconvenient,  and  I  should 
be  loth  to  make  a  Motion  for  the  ad- 
journment of  the  House  in  order  to 
bring  that  question  before  Parliament 
and  the  country;  but  I  do  hope  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  see 
the  necessity  of  granting  to  Parliament 
a  day,  in  order  that  they  may  discuss  a 
question  which  has  greatly  excited  this 
country,  on  account  of  the  enormous  ex- 
penditure it  must  entail  as  well  as  on 
account  of  the  gross  mismanagement 
with  which  it  has  been  conducted. 
Why,  it  was  only  in  this  day's  papers  I 
read  a  sermon,  I  think  it  was  by  Bishop 
Colenso,  in  which  that  worthy  man 
prayed  that  the  last  serious  occurrence, 
which  everybody  deplores,  might  be  a 
harbinger  of  peace,  and  might  bring  to 
a  close  an  unjust  and  unnecessary  war, 
which  has  already  occasioned  the  loss 
of  the  lives  of  10,000  persons.  I  am 
allowed  to  discuss  this  question  on  the 
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Motion  wliicli  lias  been  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  I  pro- 
pose to  do  so  now,  in  the  hope  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  accord 
the  favour  to  Parliament  and  the  country 
of  knowing  more  about  this  question 
than  we  yet  do.     There  is  one  other 
question  to  which  I  wish  particularly 
to  refer,  and  that  is  with  reference  to 
the  recent  unhappy  event  which  has 
prevented  me  from  putting  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper,  as  I  had  intended  to  do.  That 
has  reference  not  only  to  what  is  now 
occurring  in  South  Africa,  but  also  to 
answers  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  on  two  or  three  previous  occa- 
sions during  the  Session.      After  the 
Isandlana  disaster  there  was  a  Court  of 
Inquiry  held.     It  was  supposed  to  be  in 
secret,  and  it  sent  home  a  Report.     We 
were  informed  that  the  authorities  at  the 
Horse  Guards  would  consider  the  ques- 
tion of  making  known  the  Beport ;  but, 
up  to  this  moment,  no  information  has 
been  given  to  the  public  with  reference 
to  that  Court  of  Inquiry.     Then  there 
was  a  Court  of  Inquiry  held  on  the  sub- 
ject of  the  Zlobani  Mountain  disaster, 
where  a  gallant  friend  of  mine.  Colonel 
Weatherley,   had  his  whole  corps — 99 
men  out  of  100 — cut  to  pieces.     1  hold 
in  my  hand  copies  of  two  letters  from 
two  officers  who  were  present  on  that 
occasion,  and  also  a  touching  letter  from 
the  father  of  a  young  officer  who  was 
killed,  and  it  is  distinctly  charged  that 
certain  of  the  men  ran  away,  and  re- 
fused to  support  the  corps  of  that  gal- 
lant  officer — Colonel   Weatherley — al- 
though, if  they  had  supported  them,  as 
they  were  well  able  to  do,  the  whole  of 
the  corps  would  have  been  preserved.  A 
Court  of  Inquiry  was  held  upon   that 
disaster.     We  know  nothing  of  the  re- 
sult ;  it  has  been  kept  secret.     But  Par- 
liament and  the   country  ought  to  be 
informed  what  is  the  result  of  Courts  of 
Inquiry  when  they  involve  circumstances 
which  appear  to  trench  more  or  less 
directly  on  the  military  capacity  of  the 
men   who  are    engaged  in  conducting 
operations.     In  Afghanistan,    a  whole 
squadron  of  the  10th  Hussars  was  swept 
away  in  crossing  a  river.     A  Court  of 
Inquiry  was  held,  and  the  Minister  for 
War,  in  answer  to  two  Questions  ad- 
dressed to  him  by  a  military  Gentleman 
in  this   House,    said,  in  effect — '*You 
ought  to  know  that  Courts  of  Inquiry  are 
secret,  and  that  their  results  are  not  com- 
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municated  to  Parliament.    Therefore,  I 
cannot  communicate  to  the  House  whatii 
the  result  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry  with  re- 
ference to  the  loss  of  that  corps  of  the 
10th   Hussars."     The    results   of  the 
Courts  of  Inquiry  to  which  I  have  just 
referred  have  been  kept  secret  £rom  the 
time  of  the  holding  until  the  present, 
and  I  apprehend  they  will  not  be  oom* 
municated  to  us.    But  the  other  day  a 
Court  of  Inquiry  was  held  in  South 
Africa,  which  we  are  told  is  secret ;  yet 
the  result  of  that  Court  of  Inquiry  was 
published  at  the  Cape,  and  is  known  in 
this  country.    It  was  given  in  detail- 
article  after  article,  charging  a  gallant 
officer  almost  with  cowardice  in  the  dis- 
charge of  his  duties.     Upon  that  I  offer 
no  opinion  ;  but  I  wish  to  point  out  the 
injustice  of  men,  of  whatever  rank,  being 
placed  in  that  position,  and  being  made 
the   scapegoat  of  offences   which,   for 
aught  we  know,  may  be  due  to  others. 
Let  us  have  justice ;    let   every  man, 
however  humble  in  rank  he  may  be, 
have  justice,  and  let  him  not  be  publicly 
abused  unjustly.     That   Court  of  In- 
quiry apparently  held  its  sittings  with 
open  doors.     It    reported   against  one 
man,  and  not  against  two.     Upon  that 
Court  of  Inquiry  a  court  martial  has 
been  held.      Upon  that  court  martial 
the  very  man  who,  perhaps,  is  most  to 
blame  in  that  transaction.  Colonel  Har- 
rison, sits  as  a  member.     I  ask — "Is 
this  justice  ?  "     Is  this  the  way  in  which 
our  military  affairs  are  to  be  conducted? 
Everyone  who  roads  the  history  of  that 
military  event,  which  everyone  with  a 
heart  must  deplore,  will  see  that  the 
man  who  has  been  sent  home  to  this 
country  under  arrest  is  not  the  only  man, 
apparently,  who  is  to  blame ;  yet  the 
result  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry  at  the 
Cape  has  been  made  public,  and  every- 
thing has  been  heaped  on  his  head  as  if 
he  only  were  guilty  ;  whereas  this  coun- 
try, from  the  beginning  to  the  dose  of 
these  proceedings,  condemns  throughout 
the  whole  of  the  transactions  the  miser- 
ably inefficient  conduct  of  the  man  who 
has  conducted  these  military  operations 
— Lord  Chelmsford.     I  would  not  have 
lost    the    present  opportunity  of   once 
again  calling  attention  to  this  before  Sir 
Garnet  Wolseley  arrives  to  stop,  I  hope, 
further  loss  of  life,  further  mismanage- 
ment, and  a  further  incapable  display  of 
military  enthusiasm.      I  hope  that,  at 
all  events,  this  question  which  *I  have 
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risen  to  speak  upon  will  not  be  lost  fiight 
of  in  the  country,  and  that  others  here 
will  join  with  me  in  endeavouring  to 
point  out  to  the  Gbvemment  how  neces- 
sary it  is  that  Parliament  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  again  discussing  a 
quesdon  which  has  so  deeply  roused  the 
sympathies  and  feelings  of  this  country. 
This  is  the  question  which  I  wish  to  put 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and  it 
is  a  question  which  must  be  answered 
before  we  proceed  to  the  discussion  of 
the  Army  Discipline  and  Hegulation 
Bill.  I  haye  opposed  that  Bill  from  the 
beginning,  not  for  the  purpose  of  ob- 
structing the  progress  oi  the  measure, 
but  because  I  believe  it  is  fraught  with 
injustice  to  the  soldier.     [**  Order !  "] 

Mb;  SPEAKEE:  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  clearly  not  in  Order  in  dis- 
cussing the  merits  of  the  Army  Discipline 
Bill  now. 

Sib  ROBEET  PEEL :  I  beg  pardon 
of  the  Chair.  I  was  carried  away  by 
my  feelings.  I  bad  intended  putting  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  ;  but  I  deferred 
doing  so  tiU  this  week.  I  wish  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
he  will  give  any  explanation  as  regards 
these  Courts  of  Inquiry  ?  Concealment, 
and  worse  than  concealment,  has  been 
pursued  as  regards  the  Zlobani  Moun- 
tain disaster,  the  Isandlana  disaster, 
and  also  as  regards  what  befell  the 
troops  of  the  10th  Hussars.  Why  have 
the  results  of  those  inquiries  been  kept 
secret,  and  why,  in  the  case  of  Captain 
Carey — for  I  believe  he  is  a  captain  now 
— ^has  the  result,  as  if  it  were  to  prejudge 
the  case,  been  published  at  the  Cape 
and  in  all  the  London  papers  ?  On  the 
decision  of  the  court  martial,  Captain 
Carey  has  been  condemned  and  sent 
home  to  this  country  under  arrest.  This 
is  a  question  which  must  be  answered ; 
and  I  again  entreat  the  Government  to 
give  a  day  for  a  discussion  on  the  War 
in  South  Africa.  It  is  a  question  which 
goes  home  to  the  heart  of  everybody. 
It  is  costing  us  millions  of  pounds,  and 
the  lives  of  10,000  human  beings  have 
been  lost.  The  Government  gave  us 
assurances  that  they  did  not  intend  to 
make  it  a  war  of  aggression,  but  merely 
a  war  of  defence ;  whereas  we  read  in 
the  newspapers  that  Armies  of  from 
10,000  to  20,000  men  are  advancing  into 
the  enemy's  country.  Surely  those  were 
facts  which  seemed  to  be  inconsistent 
with  the  statement  put  forth  by  the  Go- 


vernment. Now  that  the  Government 
have  promised  to  oblige  the  hon.  Mem- 
bers for  Chelsea  and  Hackney  with  a  day 
for  the  discussion  of  questions  in  which 
they  are  interested,  I  hope  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  will  give  us  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  a  question 
inuch  is  of  paramount  importance  at 
this  moment  to  the  honour  and  interests 
of  this  country. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Question,  to  add  the  words 
*'  except  in  the  case  of  Bills  which  stand  for 
Consideration,  as  amended,  or  Third  Reading." 
— (Mr,  Vans  Agnew,) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  these  words 
be  there  added." 

Colonel  STANLEY :  This  is  not  the 
first  time.  Sir,  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Tamworth  has 
thought  it  convenient,  and,  I  suppose, 
in  accordance  with  what  he  believes  to 
be  his  duty,  to  make  a  sudden,  and,  to 
my  mind,  a  somewhat  unjustifiable, 
attack  upon  the  Government.  He  has 
attacked,  without  discrimination,  all 
who  are  connected  with  the  present  un- 
fortunate War  in  Zululand.  I  will  say 
nothing  as  to  the  appropriateness  of  the 
occasion  he  has  selected  for  his  remarks. 
Only  a  few  minutes  ago,  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  stated  that  before 
long  the  House  would  be  called  upon  to 
discuss  and  pass  a  Vote  to  meet  the 
expenses  of  the  Zulu  War ;  and  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ought  to  have  felt,  as 
we  all  feel,  that  the  proper  occasion  for 
the  discussion  of  the  conduct  of  the  war 
will  be  when  that  Yote  comes  on  for 
discussion.  This  is  not  the  first  occasion 
on  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
come  down  and,  taking  advantage  of 
his  privileges,  has  made  an  attack  on 
persons  in  command  in  South  Africa 
without  previous  Notice.  I  hope  the 
House  will  excuse  me  if  I  speak  with  a 
little  feeling ;  but  for  any  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  come  down  and  discuss, 
without  previous  Notice  to  those  who 
might  otherwise  have  been  in  the  posi- 
tion of  defending  them,  the  conduct  of 
officers  who  have  been  concerned  in  the 
war,  and  to  say  that  this  movement,  and 
that,  and  the  other,  had  been  disastrous 
and  disgraceful,  and  reflected  discredit 
upon  all  concerned — I  say  that,  for  a 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  do  this,  and 
g^ve  no  opportunity  to  those  connected 
with  the  Service  of  ascertaining  and 
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making  clear  those  facts  which  would 
enable  a  conclusive  defence  to  be  offered 
— that  is,  in  my  opinion,  a  course  that 
is  neither  convenient  to  the  House  nor 
rightful  towards    the    Public    Service. 
With  respect  to  the  alleged  concealment 
in  the  matter  of  the  Courts  of  Inquiry 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
referred,  all  I  can  say  is  that,  as  far  as  that 
charge  is  thrown  out  against  me,  it  will 
lie  very  lightly,  for  I  have  endeavoured 
upon  all  occasions  to  give  the  fullest 
and    most    ample  information    to  the 
House  and  the  public  by  such  means 
as  I  believed  most  convenient  and  the 
most  readily  at  hand.    With  respect  to 
Courts  of  Inquiry,   I  have  stated  on 
various  occasions  already  what,   with 
the  leave  of  the  House,  I  will  state 
again — namely,  that  it  is  not  the  prac- 
tice, and  I  do  not  think  it  is  right  or 
prudent  to  lay  the  proceedings  of  Courts 
of  Inquiry,  as  such,  on  the  Table  of  this 
House.    We  have  had  during  the  pro- 
ffress  of  the  Army  Discipline  and  Begu- 
fation  Bill  through  the  House  a  good 
deal  of  discussion  with  regard  to  these 
Courts  of  Inquiry,  and  I  have  never 
hesitated  to   express  my  opinion  that 
they  were  not  to  be  used  as  criminal 
courts,  but  were  to  be  used  for  the  pur- 
pose of  enablicg  the  responsible  officer, 
through  the  means  of  others,  to  ascer- 
tain facts  which    he  could  not  easily 
ascertain  for  himself;    that  their  pro- 
ceedings were  to  be  looked  upon  as  com- 
munications made  to  him,  and  that  it 
was  to  his  opinion  only  I  would  look. 
In  the  case  of  the  Isandlana  disaster,  a 
great  many  facts  were  ascertained  by 
the  Court  of  Inquiry;  and  I  did  depart 
from  the  usual  course,  and  did  commu- 
nicate to  the  House  the  substance  of  the 
facts  which  the  Court  had  elicited.  [Sir 
BobertPeel:  Zlobani.]    With  respect 
to  that  and  other  cases,  I  think  the 
House  will  not  expect  me,  without  No- 
tice,  to  enter  upon  a  defence  which, 
though    I    have  no  fear  on  my  own 
account  or  that  of  others,  yet,  not  having 
all  the  facts  before  me,  would  not  be  as 
complete  as  I  should  otherwise  make  it. 
As  to  relieving  one  officer  from  blame  at 
the  expense  of  another,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  has  said,  I  will  observe 
that  no  word  has  ever  escaped  me  in 
this  House  which  would  lead  anyone  to 
think  that  I  would  allow  a  particle  of 
blame  to  be  thrown  upon  anyone  with 
my  knowledge  until  the  facts  were  be- 


fore  me.  I  have  received  the  same  in- 
formation as  other  persons  about  the 
court  martial  which  sat  upon  Captain 
Carey.  The  evidence  is  not  before  me. 
I  have  seen  the  statement  that  the  trial 
has  been  held ;  but  I  have  had  no  oppor- 
tunity up  to  the  time  when  I  came  down 
to  the  House  of  knowing  what  the  deci- 
sion of  the  court  martial  was,  nor  have 
I  had  any  of  the  facts  before  me.  The 
proceedings  of  the  court  martial  had 
not  reached  the  War  Office;  whether 
they  had  reached  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  I  do  not  know.  I  would  once 
for  all  deprecate,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  allow  me,  this  system  of 
making  attacks  without  Notice  upon 
persons  whom  the  Government,  from 
want  of  Notice,  may  not  be  in  a. position 
to  defend  as  completely  as  would  other- 
wise be  in  their  power.  I  hope  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  has  any  other 
accusations  of  this  kind  to  bring,  will, 
at  all  events,  do  me  the  courtesy  of 
giving  such  Notice  as  will  enable  me  to 
make  a  sufficient  reply  for  those  in 
whose  defence  I  am  bound  to  appear. 

Mr.  NEWDEGATE  said,  he  was  veiy 
glad  that  the  House  was  disinclined  to 
take  upon  itself  the  command  of  an 
Army  in  the  field ;  but  he  regretted  that, 
in  reference  to  military  matters,  and 
especially  those  military  inquiries,  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth,  and  other  hon.  Members 
who  had  addressed  the  House,  should 
have  virtually  disregarded  that  which 
was  a  Bule  of  thd  House — ^that  the 
House  would  not  by  debate  interfere  in 
any  matter  that  was  brought  to  trial 
pendente  lite,  lest  injustice  might  thence 
be  done.  He  had  not  a  word  to  say  in 
defence  of  any  of  the  officers  mentioned ; 
but  he  did  hold  that  those  officers  had  a 
right  to  a  fair  trial  before  competent  tri- 
bunals, and  that  this  House  would  do 
well  to  show,  in  their  cases  at  least,  the 
same  delicacy  which  it  was  its  wont  to 
observe  as  to  expressing  any  opinion 
with  respect  to  the  innocence  or  the 
guilt  of  any  civilian  whose  conduct  was 
likely  to  be  brought  before  any  of  the 
Courts.  His  main  purpose,  however, 
in  rising  on  this  occasion  was  merely  to 
express  a  hope — having  heard  that  a 
most  important  educational  measure 
was  likely  to  reach  the  House  at  so  late 
a  period  of  the  Session — that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  asked  inde- 
pendent Members  to  give  up  to  the 
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Qovemment  nearly  the  whole  of  the 
time  belonging  to  them ;  and  if  any 
Buch  measure  should  raise  a  wide  dis- 
cussion, and  was  met  with  many  Amend- 
ments, it  would  not  be  proceeded  with 
in  a  thin  House  during  the  present 
Session.  [An  hon.  Member:  What 
measure  ?]  He  (Mr.  Newdegate)  would 
not  be  in  Order  if  he  were  to  refer 
to  this  measure  more  distinctly.  But 
he  would,  however,  quote  an  analogous 
case.  He  had  seen  in  the  last  Session 
of  Parliament  a  yery  important  educa- 
tional measure,  connected  with  Ireland, 
passed  in  a  thin  House,  when  not  more 
than  one-fourth,  or  at  the  most  one- 
third,  of  the  Members  of  the  House 
could  be  assembled ;  and  he  hoped  that, 
in  the  instance  he  contemplated,  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  not  incur 
the  grave  responsibility  of  taking  ad- 
Tantage  of  the  weariness  and  thinness 
of  the  House  to  pass  a  measure  with 
Amendments  that  might  be  attempted, 
but  which  the  House,  when  fully  as- 
sembled, might  not,  and,  he  believed, 
would  not  approve.  With  reference  to 
what  had  been  said  on  the  subject  of 
the  conduct  of  the  Business  of  the 
House,  and  as  to  who  were  responsible 
for  the  delay,  of  which  the  whole 
country  was  sensible,  he  would  only 
observe  that  the  causes  of  that  delay 
could  easily  be  traced  by  an  analysis  of 
the  proceedings  and  debates  of  the 
House,  and  &at  he  could  conceive 
of  no  subject  which  more  than  that 
would  be  worthy  the  early  attention 
of  the  House  in  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  did 
not  rise  to  oppose  the  Motion  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  which, 
indeed,  he  thought  reasonable  under 
the  circumstances;  but  he  hoped  the 
Government  would  give  their  favourable 
consideration  to  the  Amendment.  He 
had  charge  of  a  measure  which  had 
passed  several  times  through  second 
reading,  and  he  continually  received 
letters  asking  him  when  the  third  read- 
ing would  be  taken.  He  had  some 
difficulty  in  making  his  correspondents 
understand  that  one  Member  could,  by 
using — he  would  not  say  abusing — ^the 
Forms  of  the  House,  prevent  a  measure 
from  passing.  He  submitted  to  the 
House  that  to  accept  the  Amendment 
would  give  effect  to  the  wishes  of  the 
House,  and  the  expenditure  of  a  little 


time  now  would  save  a  great  deal  next 
Session. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  had  sup- 
ported the  Ancient  Monuments  Bill 
throughout,  and  would  do  so  again ; 
but,  even  to  pass  it,  nothing  would  in- 
duce him  to  tamper  with  the  Half-past 
12  Rule,  which  he  held  to  be  invaluable, 
not  less  with  a  view  to  the  Business, 
than  to  the  health  of  the  House. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  said,  he  did  not 
think  any  time  would  be  gained  by 
taking  Tuesdays  and  Wednesdays  if  the 
proposed  Amendment  were  adopted. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  took  that  oppor- 
tunity of  reminding  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  of  his  promise  to  produce 
the  instructions  given  to  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley.  Now  that  he  had  arrived  in 
South  Africa,  there  should  be  no  further 
delay  in  laying  them  on  the  Table.  It 
was  of  great  importance,  as  the  House 
was  about  to  adjourn  in  two  or  three 
weeks,  that  they  should  know  whether 
the  country  was  on  the  verge  of  a  pro- 
longed war.  He  observed  from  the 
latest  information  that  the  Army  in 
South  Africa  was  steadily  advancing ; 
and  it  was,  therefore,  most  necessary 
they  should  know  what  really  were  the 
instructions  which  had  been  given  to 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley.  He  should  also 
like  to  know  whether  the  Government 
seriously  intended  to  introduce  to  the 
notice  of  this  House  the  famous  Uni- 
versity Bill,  of  which  they  had  heard 
something  * '  elsewhere  ?  "  If  they  did,  he 
thought  they  would  be  like  the  sailor 
who  cut  off  a  few  inches  from  the  top 
of  his  blanket  and  sewed  them  on  at 
the  bottom.  A  great  deal  had  been 
said  about  obstruction;  but  there  was 
one  serious  form  of  obstruction  to  which 
sufficient  attention  had  not  been  drawn, 
and  that  was  the  manner  in  which  cer- 
tain hon.  Members  availed  themselves 
of  the  Half-past  12  o'clock  Rule,  in 
violation  of  the  universal  sentiments  of 
the  House,  to  stop  the  further  progress 
of  Business.  The  other  day  he  asked 
for  a  Return  with  regard  to  the  state  of 
public  business  in  Dublin,  which  he 
believed  the  Government  were  prepared 
to  grant.  He  had  seen  sworn  affidavits 
that  in  certain  offices  suitors  had  to  wait 
for  three  or  four  years  for  a  return  of 
their  accounts  in  Chancery.  He  had, 
however,  no  sooner  put  his  Notice  on 
the  Paper  than  a  Member  on  the  Go- 
vernment  side  of  the   House   put   a 
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blocking  Notice  against  it,  and  tlius  the 
public  of  Ireland  were  precluded  from 
getting  information  which  they  bad  a 
right  to  receive.  Again,  last  Friday  he 
asked  for  a  Eetum  as  to  the  arrests  for 
drunkenness  on  Saturday  in  Dublin. 
The  information  existed  in  Dublin,  and 
he  believed  the  Government  would  have 
allowed  its  production,  because  it  was 
not  a  matter  calling  for  the  expression 
of  any  opinion ;  but  it  was  simply  asking 
for  pubuc  statistics,  which  woidd  show 
their  own  tale.  A  Government  siip- 
porter,  however,  had  availed  himself  of 
this  vicious  system  of  obstruction,  and 
had  placed  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  op- 
posing the  granting  of  the  Eetum  after 
half-past  12  o'clock. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
Sir,  it  is  probably  convenient  that  con- 
siderable latitude  should  be  given  to  a 
discussion  of  this  character ;  but  I  must 
say  that  some  of  the  subjects  introduced, 
especially  in  the  speech  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  who  seconded  the  Amendment,  ap- 
peared to  me  somewhatirrelevant.  I  must 
say  I  could  see  no  connection  between 
his  speech  and  the  Amendment  relating 
to  the  third  reading  of  Bills  which  had 
reached  that  sta^e.  But,  no  doubt,  my 
right  hon.  Friend  saw  some  connection, 
which  he  was  unable  fully  to  explain 
to  the  House. 

SiE  EOBEET  PEEL :  Does  the  noble 
Lord  say  I  cannot  explain  the  connection? 
["  Order !"]  I  beg  to  explain  the  con- 
nection I  saw.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  opened  the  full  ground  of 
discussion  on  the  questions  that  were  to 
come  before  us,  and  I  took  the  liberty 
of  calling  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
one  which  I  thought  important. 

The  Maeqtjess  of  HAETINGTON : 
The  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend  may 
have  been  a  protest  against  the  Motion  ; 
but,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  he  did  not  speak 
on  that  Motion.  He  seconded  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Wigtownshire,  which  had  reference  to 
the  third  reading  of  the  BiUs  which  had 
reached  that  stage.  Whether  it  was 
appropriate  or  not,  it  is  to  be  regretted 
that  a  question  of  the  kind  he  brought 
forward  should  have  been  introduced,  as 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  com- 
plained, without  Notice.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  complained  that  the  proceedings 
of  certain  Courts  of  Inquiry  had  not 
been  laid  on  the  Table;  and  he  also 
made  some  very  strong  comments  on  the 
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mode  in  which  military  operations  had 
been  conducted  in  South  Africa.  Now, 
as  to  Courts  of  Inquiry,  I  have  not 
observed  that  my  right  hon.  Friend  has 
placed  any  Notice  on  the  Paper  for  the 
production  of  Papers  relating  to  Courts 
of  Inquiry  which  he  desires  to  see,  and 
if  he  wishes  to  call  in  question  the  con- 
duct of  military  operations  in  South 
Africa  he  will  have  an  ample  opportunity 
of  doing  so  when  the  Vote  of  Credit  is 
proposed.  My  right  hon.  Friend  is 
reaUy  the  most  irregular  Member  in  the 
House. 

Sir  EOBEET  PEEL :  I  rise  to  Order, 
Sir.  I  wish  to  know.  Sir,  whether  those 
words  are  Parliamentary  in  the  spirit  in 
which  they  were  uttered,  and  whether 
it  is  justifiable  for  the  noble  Marquess 
to  apply  them  to  a  Member  of  this 
House  ? 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  The  noble  Lord  has 
made  no  observation  which  calls  on  me 
to  interpose. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON: 
If  I  have  said  anything  offensive  to  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  I  should  wish  to 
withdraw  it.  I  will  withdraw  the  ob- 
servation that  my  right  hon.  Friend  is 
irregular,  and  I  will  say  that  his  conduct 
is  extremely  irregular.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  seems  to  think  we  are  here,  not 
for  the  purpose  of  doing  any  Business, 
or  even  for  the  purpose  of  formally  dis- 
cussing the  Motion  on  the  Paper,  bat 
simply  for  the  purpose  of  hearing  elo- 
quent speeches  from  him  at  the  time  and 
season  he  considers  it  most  convenient 
to  deliver  them.  I  do  not  want  to  so 
further  into  the  discussion  of  the  suo- 
ject  which  has  been  raised.  I  would 
only  say,  with  regard  to  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  and  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 
that  they  appear  to  me  to  raise  some 
very  important  questions  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  House,  although  they 
did  not  do  so  at  any  unnecessary  length. 
I  have  said,  in  the  course  of  discusnont 
in  the  present  Session,  that  much  of  the 
delay  in  the  progi*ess  of  Public  Buaineei 
is  owing,  undoubtedly,  to  the  fact  that 
this  House  undertakes  to  do  a  great  deal 
more  Business  than  it  is  possible  for  it 
to  do.  I  have  expressed  the  opinioa 
that  until  the  House  very  seriously  con- 
siders the  manner  in  which  it  conducts 
its  Business,  and  is  willing  to  undertake 
a  much  greater  control  over  the  Businen 
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vhich  oomee  before  it,  we  shall  find  this 
a  constantly  increasing  evil.  As  to  the 
obserration  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Mayo,  that  a  remedy  may  be  found  in 
allowing  Local  Bodies  to  transact  more 
of  their  own  local  affairs  than  they  do 
iMw,  I  do  not  think  there  is  any  very 
great  difference  between  him  and  the 
Hoase  npon  the  subject.  We  should  all 
be  willing  to  entertain  any  reasonably 
conceived  proposal  to  transfer  some 
Bosiness  m>m  this  overworked  House 
to  Local  Bodies.  There  may  be  a  dif- 
ference of  opinion  when  we  come  to 
consider  what  those  local  affairs  are,  and 
what  the  Local  Bodies  which  are  to 
transact  them  may  be.  It  seems  to  me 
this  House  would  be  willing  to  give  a 
fall  and  favourable  consideration  to  that 
nibject  whenever  it  may  be  brought 
forward.  The  immediate  object  with 
which  I  rose  was  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  let  us  have  a  clear 
nnderstanding  as  to  the  engagement  he 
gave  the  other  night  about  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  about  the  Berlin 
Treaty.  Perhaps  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  be  wiUing,  in  present  cir- 
eomstances,  to  give  the  22nd  of  July, 
ifft  which  the  Motion  now  stands  in  the 
Notice  Paper ;  but  it  would  be  as  well 
the  nnderstanding  should  be  made  clear, 
and  also  that  it  should  be  understood 
whether  the  Motion  stands  for  the  Day 
Sitting,  or  only  for  the  Evening  Sitting 
after  9  o'clock.  I  would  even  express 
a  hope  that  the  Government  would  see 
their  way  to  giving  the  whole  day  to  the 
diflcossion — a  course  which,  in  the  end, 
would  probably  be  the  most  convenient 
to  them,  as  the  subject  is  a  large  one  ; 
and  if  the  debate  were  commenced  at  9 
o'dock  a  Motion  for  adjournment  could 
hardly  be  resisted,  and  would  involve 
the  loss  of  another  day ;  whereas,  if  the 
whole  day  were  given,  the  subject  would 
probably  be  disposed  of  at  one  Sitting. 

Mb.  C.  BECKETT-DENISON  quite 
igreed  with  what  had  fallen  from  the 
noble  Marquess,  that  much  time  would 
be  saved  if  hon.  Members  would  confine 
their  observations  to  the  subject  imme- 
<liately  under  discussion.  But  it  was 
not  to  be  wondered  at  that  when  the 
Gofemment  sought  to  secure  all  the 
KTailable  time  of  the  House  except 
Friday  evenings  and  the  occasions  when 
BnpplementaTy  Estimates  would  be  sub- 
Bitted,  individual  Members  interested 


in  particular  subjects  should  take  the 
opportunity  of  offering  some  remarks  on 
the  position  in  which  they  were  placed. 
It  depended  on  the  arrival  of  despatches 
from  South  Africa  when  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  would  be  able  to  sub- 
mit Supplementary  Estimates  ;  but,  no 
doubt,  he  would  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity consistent  with  the  demands  of 
other  urgent  Business.  As  to  the  court 
martial,  it  appeared  to  be  possible  that 
the  subject  might  pass  out  of  public  ken 
and  discussion  before  there  would  be  an 
opportunity  of  saying  a  word  on  the 
subject  in  the  House.  The  proceedings 
might  be  submitted  to  Her  Majesty  for 
confirmation  before  anybody  in  the 
House  had  the  opportunity  of  asking  a 
question  upon  them.  He  did  not  wish 
to  prejudge  anything  ;  but  if  the  court 
martial  should  result  in  pains  and 
penalties  to  one  man  only  of  all  the 
officers  concerned  in  the  lamentable  oc- 
currence, there  would  be  a  strong  feeling 
of  indignation  in  the  country. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  said,  that  when 
these  gusts  occurred  between  Members 
in  high  latitudes.  Members  below  the 
Gangway  naturally  felt  it  was  their  duty 
to  let  them  blow  themselves  out.  He, 
however,  felt  some  doubt  as  to  the  pro- 
priety of  the  attack  which  had  been 
made  by  the  noble  Lord  upon  the  right 
hon.  Baronet,  seeing  that  every  possible 
obstacle  had  been  put  in  the  way  of  tlio 
discussion  of  the  subject  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  wished  to  bring  before 
the  House.  The  Government  must  not 
be  surprised  if  irregular  opportunities 
were  taken  for  bringing  forward  subjects 
when  other  advantages  for  doing  so  were 
regularly  refused.  He  trusted  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
adhere  to  his  former  assurance  that  the 
South  African  question  should  be  dis- 
cussed in  the  month  of  July. 

Mr.  HUSSEY  VIVIAN  desired  to 
know  whether  it  was  intended  to  pass 
the  Noxious  Gases  Bill  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  asked 
whether  the  Government  were  prepared 
to  drop  that  portion  of  the  Public  Works 
Loans  Bill  to  which  many  hon.  Members 
of  the  House  objected,  in  order  to  make 
the  Bill  similar  to  that  which  was  usually 
passed  for  supplying  the  necessary  funds 
to  the  local  authorities  ?  If  that  were 
acceded  to,  he  believed  that  the  progpress 
of  the  Bill  would  be  veiy  much  accele- 
rated. 
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Mr.  O'OLEBY  said,  he  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  as  to  the  desirability  of 
passing  a  measure  which,  in  his  humble 
opinion,  was  one  of  vast  national  im- 
portance— he  meant  the  Bill  authorizing 
the  enrolment  of  Volunteer  Corps  in 
Ireland.     It  had  passed  a  second  read- 
ing after  considerable  discussion;  it  had 
been    in    Committee,    and    had    been 
brought  up  on   Eeport ;    and  it  now 
stood  for  third  reading.     But  Notice  of 
opposition  had  been   given,    and  that 
Notice,  under  the  Half-past  12  Bule,  vir- 
tually took  away  all  chance  of  passing 
the  Bill  into  law  this  Session.     He  ear- 
nestly entreated  the  hon.  Member  for 
Armagh  (Mr.  Do  la  Poer  Beresford), 
who  had  placed  the  Notice  on  the  Paper 
in  the  exercise  of  his  undoubted  right, 
to  withdraw    the    Notice.      The    hon. 
Member  was  present  when  the  Bill  was 
in  Committee,  and  he  never  made  the 
slightest  sign  of  opposition,  and  he  was 
present  when  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  submitted,  and  the  question 
was  put  whether  there  was  any  Amend- 
ment, and  he  was  silent.     Failing  that 
appeal,  he  (Mr.  O'Clery)  must  urge  on 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  the 
expediency  of  his  affording  facilities  for 
the  Bill  to  be  passed.     He  ventured  to 
say  that  there  was  not  a  Member  in  the 
House,  except  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Armagh,  who  was  opposed 
to  the  measure ;  and  it  would  cause  dis- 
satisfaction in  Ireland,  if  a  measure  of 
that  kind,  to  which  no  one  had  made 
any  objection,,  were  killed  by  what  he 
did  not  fear  to  call  deliberate  obstruction. 
The  hon.  Member  had  given  no  reason 
whatever    for    his    action.      He    (Mr. 
O'Clery)  had  abstained  from  opposing 
the  Vote  for  English  Volunteers,   be- 
cause he  considered  there  was  a  reason- 
able chance  of  his  Bill  being  passed; 
but  it  must  be  remembered  that  at  pre- 
sent Irish  money  was  taken  for  English 
Volunteers,  while  Irishmen  were  denied 
the  right  of  bearing  arms  in  the  national 
defence.     He  hoped  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  would  give  him  an  oppor- 
tunity of  submitting  the  Bill  to  a  third 
reading  before  half-past  12. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  he 
had  listened  with  the  greatest  possible 
pleasure  to  the  remarks  of  the  noble 
Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition,  who 
had  shown  that  he  was  quite  aware  that 
in  every  deep  there  was  a  deeper  still. 
Hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway  on 


that  side  were  accused  of  extreme  irre- 
gularity, and  he  was  glad  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  been  able  to  find  an  instance 
of  still  greater  irregularity  on  the  Con- 
servative side.    He  (Mr.  Mitchell  Heory) 
begged  the  House  to  remark  that  the 
only  person  who  had  really  risen  to  the 
height  of  that  great  occasion — the  sacri- 
fice  of   the  innocents  which  occurred 
once  every  Session — was  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  0* Connor 
Power),  who  pointed  out  that  there  was 
only  one  remedy  for  the  annual  holo- 
caust, and  that  was  to  remove  from  the 
House  a  considerable   portion    of   the 
work  which  the  House  was  incompetent 
to  pass,  not  only  from  want  of  time,  but 
on   account  of  its  ignorance.      It  was 
utterly  impossible  that  hon.  Members 
living  in  Great  Britain  could  know  what 
were  the  feelings  nnd  wishes  of  persons 
living  in  Ireland;  and  every  year  irrita- 
tion was  caused   by  the    rejection  of 
measures  brought  forward  by  the  Repre- 
sentatives of  Ireland.     Well,  who  had 
attempted  to  remedy  that  state  of  things, 
and  to  enable  the  House  of  Commons  to 
discharge  its   duties   to   the    country  f 
Only  one  class  of  Members — that  class 
called  Home   Rule  Menibers.     When 
the  noble  Marquess  spoke  of  its  being 
desirable  to  adopt  some  method  of  re- 
moving a  great  mass  of  local  legislation 
from  the  House  when  local  legislation 
stopped  the  way,  whom  had  they  a  right 
to  expect  to  put  out  a  helping  hand? 
Undoubtedly,   the  responsible  Leaders 
in    the     House.      They  —  the    Home 
Rulers — had    made    their    proposition 
for    self-government,    and   the   House 
rejected  it  by  an  immense  majority; 
but  the   evil  still  remained,  and  even 
those  who  were  most  opposed  to  that 
proposal  now  began  to  feel  where  the 
shoe  pinched.     Year  by  year  it  would 
become  more  and  more  impossible  to 
avoid  those  disagreeable  scenes  which 
had  occurred  in  the  House  this  Session, 
and  to  prevent  the  country  from  feeling 
that  the  House  of  Commons  had  lost 
its  hold  over  the  people,  because  it  was 
unable  to   perform    its  work.      What 
were    the    Bills    of  the  Government? 
There  were,   among  others,  the  Army 
Discipline  Bill,  the  Criminal  Code  Bill, 
and  a  Bill  on   Banking.     Would  not 
these  three  Bills,  if  properly  discussed, 
be  enough  for  a  single  Session  ?    If  the 
whole  time  of  the  House  had  been  given 
to  them,  it  would  have  been  a  good 
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jeu'svork  to  pass  them  into  law.    But 
theie  measures    'were    constantly    ob- 
itncted  by  other  Bills — Bills  relating 
to oAer  portions  of  the  United  Kingdom 
•8  well  as  to  £Qgland.     The  noble  Mar- 
qnett  had  shown  that  he  was  alive  to  the 
sabject,  and  he  (^Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
hoped  the  Qovemment  would  become 
alire  to  it  too.     The  G-oyernment  had 
thowered  its   blessings  on  Ireland  by 
dangling  before  that  country  measures 
fhidi  were  to  be  introduced ;  but  had 
Qot  brought  any  of  them  near  enough  to 
beg;rasped.     Let  the  Government  next 
jear  bring  in  a  measure  to  remove  from 
the  House  of  Commons  this  mass  of 
legislation,   or  if  the  occupants  of  the 
two  Front  Benches  should  change  places, 
let  the  noble  Marquess  himself  bring  in 
a  measure  of  the  kind.     But  before  the 
Seesion  closed,  and  Home  Bule  Members 
were  sent  home  with  the  stigma  which 
it  was  sought  to  lay  upon  them  of  ob- 
structing the  Business  of  the  House, 
let  the  Qovemment  do  them  the  justice 
to  show  that  they  were  the  only  persons 
who  bad  ever  made  a  proposition  to  the 
House  which  would  radically  cure  the 
congestion  of  Business.     Hon.  Qentle- 
;     men  had  immense  reason  to  complain 
!     that,  after  they  had  brought  their  Bills 
op  to  the  third  reading,  they  should  be 
nnable  at  the  last  moment  to  carry  them 
further ;  and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer might  very  well  accede  to  the 
appeal  just  made  to   him,   and  allow 
faolities  for  passing  the  Volunteer  Corps 
Bill,  the  only  measure  relating  to  Ire- 
land which  had  anything  like  concilia- 
tion in  it.    He  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
supposed  the  appeal  would  be  of  no  use, 
and  that  next  Session  they  would  have 
a  similar  list  of  measures  introduced 
which  would  have  to  be  similarly  sacri- 
ficed at  the  close,  and  that  there  would 
be  the  same  wrangling  and  recrimination 
u  before,    because    the    Government 
would  not  take  the  proper  steps  to  re- 
medy the  evil. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  am  perfectly  aware  that 
Avery  year,  when  it  is  necessary  to  make 
vrangements  for  abandoning  certain 
Bills,  it  is  only  natural  that  observations 
^nld  be  made,  and  that  hon.  Gentle- 
m^  interested  in  particular  measures 
should  criticize  the  proceedings  of  the 
Gorenment.  We  are  by  no  means  un- 
viOiDg  to  be  criticized,  as  our  Predeces- 
Mhave  been ;  but  I  cannot  help  think- 


ing that  on  the  present  occasion  the 
discussion  has  travelled  somewhat  be- 
yond due  bounds.  The  South  African 
War  is,  no  doubt,  a  subject  of  great 
importance  and  interest;  but  after  the 
announcement  I  made  that  a  Vote  of 
Credit  would  be  asked  for,  and  consider- 
ing, as  I  have  to-night  been  reminded, 
that  I  have  pledged  myself  to  bring  it 
forward  in  the  month  of  July,  I  think  it 
would  have  been  more  convenient  had 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eobert  Peel) 
abstained  from  the  observations  he  has 
made.  Fragmentary  discussion  on  the 
subject  is  not  convenient,  and  it  is  rather 
hard  that  we  should  hear  observations 
made  which  are  a  prejudging  of  a  case 
which  is  not  now  fully  before  us.  I  cannot 
admit,  Sir,  that  the  abandonment  of  Bills 
necessarily  involves  a  waste  of  time. 
The  discussions  to  which  they  give  rise 
are  sometimes  very  advantageous  in 
paving  the  way  for  the  passing  of  mea- 
sures in  a  subsequent  Session.  For 
example,  the  Criminal  Code  Bill,  which 
the  Government  were  so  reluctantly 
obliged  to  drop,  could  hardly  fail  to  gain, 
when  next  introduced,  by  the  criticisms 
which  have  been  passed  upon  it  this 
Session.  The  noble  Lord  opposite  has 
asked  me  what  we  propose  to  do  with 
reference  to  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Charies  W.  Dilke)  ?  The 
hon.  Baronet  has  put  his  Motion  down  for 
the  Evening  Sitting  to-morrow  week, 
and  I  have  promised  that  I  should 
g^ve  him  that  evening,  or  some  corre- 
sponding evening,  in  the  event  of  the 
House  agreeing  to  the  proposal  which 
we  now  make.  I  think  it  would  be 
convenient  that  the  discussion  should  be 
taken  upon  the  day  originally  fixed, 
and  I  am  afraid  it  may  not  be  in  our 
power  to  dispense  with  a  Morninp:  Sitting 
on  that  day ;  but  I  should  be  glad  to  be 
allowed  to  think  a  little  over  the  subject 
before  making  final  arrangements.  At 
all  events,  we  shall  not  propose  to  take 
that  particular  evening  for  Government 
Business.  Should  the  proposal  which 
we  have  now  made  be  agreed  to,  we 
shall  not  propose  to  meet  to-morrow 
until  4  o'clock.  A  question  has  been 
put  to  me  as  to  the  Noxious  Gases 
Bill ;  and  it  is  our  intention  to  proceed 
with  that  measure.  In  regard  to  the 
Public  Works  Loans  Bill,  I  shall  shortly 
state  the  course  which  it  is  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  take.  With  re- 
spect to  the  Amendment  of  my  hon. 
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of  his  original  programme,  but  after  that 
Parliament  had  been  a  year  or  two  old, 
had  been  a  great  deal  more  successful 
than  had  the  domestic  legislation  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  in  that 
House.  The  noble  Earl  had  been  success- 
ful in  carrying  out  his  policy  against  the 
opposition  of  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Badnor  Boroughs  ;  but  the 
Government  had  not  been  successful  in 
that  House  in  their  policy  of  carrying 
imperfectly  conceived  measures  without 
an  Amendment.  That  was  notoriously 
established  in  the  Sessions  of  1877-8, 
and  again  this  Session.  He  thought  it 
necessary  to  refer  to  charges  which  were 
as  absurd  as  they  were  untrue.  He, 
and  those  who  agreed  with  him,  did 
not  wish  to  throw  out  the  Army  Dis- 
cipline and  Regulation  Bill.  In  fact, 
he  should  be  very  sorry  if  it  were 
thrown  out.  All  they  asked  was  that 
reasonable  time  should  be  given  for 
the  consideration  of  the  Amendments 
to  that  measure.  There  was  yet  ample 
time,  without  having  recourse  to  such  a 
measure  as  that  which  was  adopted  on 
the  South  African  Bill,  for  which  they 
were  now  paying  the  penalty.  But 
even  if  there  should  not  be  time,  it  would 
not  be  difficult  to  renew  the  old  Mutiny 
Act,  reducing  the  number  of  lashes  to  25. 
That  would  not  be  so  dreadful  an  alter- 
native to  have  recourse  to.  He  thought 
the  spectacle  of  one  side  of  the  House 
embarking  in  a  physical  contest — not  a 
contest  of  brains  —  against  the  other 
would  be  one  that  would  not  result  to 
the  honour  and  dignity  of  the  House. 
He,  therefore,  asked  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  to  give  Irish  Members 
English  fair  play  in  connection  with  the 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  Bill 
— a  course  of  conduct  which  would  evoke 
Irish  fair  play  from  himself  and  his 
Friends. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  if  the 
announcement  of  the  Government,  that 
they  intended  to  get  through  the  Army 
Discipline  and  Regulation  Bill,  was 
the  reason  for  making  this  demand 
on  the  time  of  private  Members,  he, 
for  one,  would  suggest  that  the  best 
thing  they  could  do  was  to  renew  the 
old  Mutiny  Bill  until  next  year,  and 
have  the  Army  Bill  brought  in  again 
next  year  after  due  consideration.  If 
anyone  would  compare  the  simplicity 
and  humanity  of  the  provisions  of  the 
German  Army  Bill  with  those  of  the  Go- 

Mr.  Parn$ll 


vemment  Bill,  they  would  be  ashamed 
of  the  time  that  had  been  expended  ob 
the  latter. 

Mr.  vans  AGNEW  expressed  hif 
willingness  to  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdratpn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Heiolvedy  That,  for  the  remainder  of  the  8ei- 
sion.  Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  of 
Notices  of  Motions  upon  Tuesdays,  Gk>Tait* 
ment  Orders  having  priority ;  and  that  GoTtni- 
ment  Orders  have  priority  upon  Wedneadayi. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION. 
HER  majesty's  ANSWEB  TO  THE  ADDBI88. 

The  COMPTEOLLER  of  thi 
HOUSEHOLD  (The  Earl  of  Yarmouth) 
reported  Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  the 
Address,  as  folio weth  : — 

'^  /  have  received  your  Address,  praying  ikrte 
Commission  may  be  issued  to  inquire  into  the  i§» 
pressed  condition  of  the  Agricultural  interest  mi 
the  causes  to  which  it  is  owing,  whether  thm 
causes  are  of  a  temporary  or  permatunt  eharoUer, 
and  how  far  they  have  been  created  or  eo»  k 
remedied  by  legislation,  and  I  have  giveft  direoHooi 
that  a  Commission  shall  issue  for  this  purpose  ii 
accordance  with  your  request." 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY. 

Ordered,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day 
which  are  appointed  for  To-morrow,  at 
Two  of  the  clock,  be  deferred  till  To- 
morrow. 

ORDERS     OF    TEE    DAY. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATKMT 

BILL— [Bill  88.] 
{Mr,  Secretary  Stanley,  Mr.  Secretary  Crosi^  Mf* 

William  Henry  Smith,   The  Judge  Aioos^ 

General.) 

COMMITTEE.     [Progress  lO^A  </«fyO 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Clase  3  (Division  of  Act). 

Mr.  J.  BROWN  thought  that  if  thf 
definitions  of  the  Bill  were  brought 
to  the  front  of  it,  its  provisions  would  be 
rendered  thereby  much  plainer  and 
more  easily  understood  by  those  perBOBt 
to  whom  it  was  applicable.  There  could 
be  no  stronger  argument  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  which  he  had  to  propow 
than  that  di*awn  from  their  experieoM 
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of  the  oourae  of  this  Bill  through  Com- 
mittee; for  it  would,  he  thought,  be  ad- 
mitted that  if  hon.  Members  had  had 
the  definitions  presented  to  them  in  the 
first  part  of  the  Bill,  instead  of  at  the  end 
of  it,  they  would  have  better  understood 
its  application,  and  much  time  would  in 
consequence  have  been  saved.  For  in- 
stance, it  was  not  until  a  comparatively 
late  clause  was  reached  that  the  Com- 
mittee knew  whether  the  term  "  soldier  " 
included  non-commissioned  officers  or 
not,  and  from  that  circumstance  great 
confusion  had  resulted.  He  was  quite 
sure,  inasmuch  as  the  Bill  was  to  be  in- 
terpreted by  soldiers  and  not  by  lawyers, 
who  would,  of  course,  turn  to  the  Defini- 
tion Clauses  at  once,  that  it  would  be 
much  better  understood  if  the  definitions 
were  placed  in  the  front  of  the  Bill. 
The  necessity  for  a  clear  view  of  the 
application  of  the  Bill  was  especially 
apparent  in  the  case  of  soldiers  being 
called  out  for  the  suppression  of  riot, 
when,  perhaps,  without  their  being  aware 
of  it,  they  immediately  entered  upon 
active  service,  which  fact,  if  it  were  not 
made  perfectly  clear  and  put  plainly  be- 
fore the  soldier,  might  be  the  cause  of 
his  getting  into  difiiculty  when  so  called 
upon.  In  these  circumstances,  and  seeing 
that  the  Definition  Clause  had  been  post- 

goned,  he  trusted  that  the  Secretary  of 
tatefor  War  would  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name.  He  moved 
to  insert  in  page  1,  line  14,  after  ''  Fart 
I.,"  the  words  ''Definitions  and,"  for  the 
purpose  of  securing  the  object  which  he 
had  indicated. 

Colonel  STANLEY  saw  in  the  argu- 
ments of  the  hon.  Member  for  Horsham 
(Mr.  J.  Brown)  no  sufficient  reason  for 
the  insertion  of  definitions  in  a  place 
which,  in  his  opinion,  did  not  belong  to 
them.  He  thought  that,  perhaps,  some 
time  had  been  lost  to  the  Committee  by 
the  Bill  not  having,  in  some  cases,  been 
thoroughly  read  before  hand,  which  might 
otherwise  have  been  saved ;  but  he  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  not  be  pressed. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  69  (Power  of  Her  Majesty  to 
make  rules  of  procedure.) 

Majok  NOLAN  said,  he  had  rather 
expected  some  statement  from  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  with  regard  to 
this  clause.    When  the  BiU  ivas  intro- 


duced, a  good  deal  of  capital,  so  to  speak, 
had  been  made  out  of  the  circumstance 
that  the  Articles  of  War  were  to  be 
abolished ;  but  he  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  Committee  that  the  new  clause 
referred  to  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  would,  practically,  give 
powers  to  make  Articles  of  War.  The 
present  clause  also  gave  power  to  alter 
matter  in  the  Bill  of  a  very  serious 
character,  which  had  been  discussed  by 
the  Committee.  It  was  true  that  no- 
thing was  to  be  done  contrary  to  this 
Act;  but  it  appeared  to  him  extraor- 
dinary that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  should  claim  for  himself  power  to 
change  the  constitution  of  courts  martial. 
He  could  not  imagine  any  case  in  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  could 
exercise  the  power  of  changing  the  con- 
stitution of  a  court  martial,  without 
doing  a  thing  contrary  to  this  Act.  The 
power  seemed  to  him  to  be  unnecessary ; 
but  if  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  show  him  in  what  cases  it  would 
be  useful,  he  would,  of  course,  withdraw 
his  Amendment.  He  moved,  in  page 
38,  line  22,  to  leave  out  the  words  ''  and 
constituting,"  thinking  that  the  consti- 
tution of  courts  martial  should  remain 
sacred. 

CoL02?EL  STANLEY  said,  he  could 
not  help  thinking  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Galway  (Major 
Nolan)  had  been  under  a  misappre- 
hension with  regard  to  this  clause.  As 
far  as  he  (Colonel  Stanley)  had  been 
able  to  ascertain,  by  inquiry  from  com- 
petent advisers,  nothing  could  be  more 
clear  than  the  fact  that  the  section  in  no 
way  authorized  any  Secretary  of  State 
to  depart,  in  the  slightest  degree,  from 
the  course  prescribed  in  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill.  The  powers  of  the  present 
section  referred  to  small  matters  of  pro- 
cedure which  could  not  be  allowed  to  en- 
cumber the  Bill,  and  which  from  time  to 
time  might  have  to  be  altered.  For 
instance,  the  Volunteers  had  a  right, 
under  certain  circumstances,  to  have 
courts  martial  composed  of  their  own 
officers.  That  was  a  rule  which  from 
time  to  time  might  have  to  be  modified, 
and,  amongst  others,  afforded  an  instance 
in  which  the  power  of  the  clause  would 
be  useful.  He  repeated,  that  he  had 
been  advised,  on  the  best  authority,  that 
nothing  in  the  section  gave  power  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  go  one  atom  beyond 
this  Act. 
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Mr.  HOPWOOD  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  statement  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  that  the  objeot  of 
the  section  was  the  regulation  of  small 
matters  of  detail,  was  surpassed  by  the 
language  used  in  the  clause  itself. 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  suggested  that 
the  following  words  should  be  added  at 
the  end  of  the  clause — 

'*  Provided  always,  That  no  such  rules  shall 
contain  anything  contrary  to  the  provisions 
of  this  Act." 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment,  and  would  not 
move  the  next  Amendment  standing  in 
his  name. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  to  add 
after  the  word  **  say,"  in  line  21,  the 
words  '*  the  assembly  and  procedure  of 
courts  of  inquiry." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  the  clause 
was  entirely  new,  and  that  reference  was 
made  to  its  provisions  neither  in  the 
old  Mutiny  Act  nor  in  the  Articles  of 
War.  It  was  a  very  sweeping  thing  to 
say— 

**  Subject  to  the  provisions  of  this  Act,  Her 
Majesty  may,  by  rules  to  be  signified  under  the 
hand  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  from  time  to  time, 
make,  and  when  madc«  repeal,  alter,  or  add  to, 
provisions  in  respect  of  the  following  matters,  or 
any  of  them ;  that  is  to  say  .  .  .  (7.)  Any  mat- 
ter in  this  Act  directed  to  be  prescribed." 

The  words  appeared  to  him  to  embody 
the  general  sense  of  the  Bill  as  it  existed 
before  it  went  through  the  Committee, 
and  to  give  enormous  power  to  a  Secre- 
tary of  State  which  had  never  been 
conferred  by  the  old  Mutiny  Act.  He 
moved  that  sub-section  7  be  left  out,  in 
order  that  an  opportunity  might  be  given 
to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to 
afiford  some  explanation. 

Colonel  STANLEY  thought  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Galway 
(Major  Nolan)  had  overlooked  the  fact 
that  the  rules  of  procedure  were,  for  the 
first  time,  being  made  Parliamentary. 
These  rules  were,  in  future,  to  be  laid 
before  Parliament.  The  clause  was,  un- 
doubtedly, a  new  one,  and  alluded  to  a 
great  many  matters  which  could  not 
possibly  be  recited  in  this  Act ;  but  he 
wish  to  make  it  clear  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  that  by  it  nothing  could 
possibly  be  done  contrary  to  the  Act. 


I 


The  sub-section  in  question  was  intendel 
to  apply  to  such  things  as  the  fomui 
prescribed  in  cases  where  reeimenttl 
returns  were  required  to  be  made  up  by 
officers,  and  which,  from  time  to  tune, 
might  have  to  be  modified. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdratcn. 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  moved  to  add 
after  the  word  ''law,"  in  line  35,  the 
words — 

**  Provided  always,  That  such  rales  shall  ooii- 
tain  nothing  contrary  to  or  inconsistent  with 
the  provisions  of  this  Act." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sm  EGBERT  PEEL  moved,  in  page 
38,  after  line  42,  to  insert — 

**  Whenever  a  court  of  inquiry  is  assemliM 
to  investigate  any  matter  affecting  the  oondnol 
or  character  of  an  officer  or  soldier,  such  offietf 
or  soldier  shall  bo  entitled  to  receive  a  copy  of 
any  opinion  which  may  he  delivered  by  soflk 
court ;  and,  if  the  officer  who  convenes  theooml 
of  inquiry  shall  prefer  to  instruct  the  court  Id 
receive  evidence  only  and  not  to  deliver  la 
opinion,  the  officer  or  soldier  whose  conduct  or 
character  has  been  called  in  question  shall  bi 
entitled  to  demand  that  the  officer  who  ooa- 
venos  the  court  of  inquiry  shall  himself  deHnr 
an  opinion  upon  the  matter  which  has  been  ^ 
matter  of  investigation,  and  a  copy  of  sodl 
opinion  shall  bo  delivered  in  writing  to  the  offiov 
or  soldier  concerned.** 

Colonel  STANLEY  remarked,  tW 
he  had  already  proposed  rules  with 
regard  to  Courts  of  Inquiry  which  had 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  HouM.  i 

Sib  EGBERT  PEEL  said,  that  th^ 
had  proceeded  so  rapidly  through  thi  \ 
Bill  that  he  was  not  aware  that  it  was. 
proposed  to  put  these  rules  in  the  Bill 
He  had  intended  to  have  put  a  Notkv 
on  the  Paper  with  regard  to  this  matter; 
but,  owing  to  certain  circumstances,  was 
prevented  from  doing  so.  With  respeot 
to  the  observations  of  the  noble  Ma^ 
quess,  referring  to  him  in  the  discossutt 
which  had  preceded  this  matter,  hfl 
thought  that  the  Committee  would  agrw 
with  him  that  they  were  fully  entitled 
to  consider  the  bearing  of  these  pro* 
visions  with  respect  to  what  had  recendj 
occurred  in  South  Africa. 

The  chairman  remarked,  that  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  would  not  be  is 
Order  in  referring  directly  to  what  had 
passed  in  the  House. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  hi 
wished  to  point  out  that  he  Qonsidered  , 
it    would    be    very  desirable  that  tht 
proceedings  of  these  Courts  of  In^uhy 
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iboold-be  as  dear  as  possible,  and  in 
npport  of  this  it  was  only  necessary  to 
meatioa  a  recent  case    which  occurred 
lithe  relief  of  Skowe,  where  a  Court  of 
Inquiry  was  held  upon  a  sergeant,  who 
vas  sentenced  to  five  years'  penal  servi- 
tude.   The  sentence  of  the  Court  was 
seat  for  revision  to  the  Judge  Advocate, 
and  the  non-commissioned    officer   re- 
tamed  to  this  country.     It  was  found, 
on  inquiry  at  home,  that  the  evidence 
was  so  much  in  favour  of  the  sergeant 
that  he  was  allowed  to  join  the   3rd 
battalion  of  the  60th  Bifles.  He  thought 
this  matter  was  really  in  point  to  show 
how  necessary  it  was  to  bring  these 
Coorts  of  Inquiry  before  the  attention  of 
the  House.     He  would  point  out  that  it 
vas  highly  desirable  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  the  proceedings  of  the  different 
Courts  of  Inquiry  that  had  been  held 
daring  the  course  of  the  present  year.  A 
Court  of  Inquiry  was  held  with  reference 
to  the  accident  that  happened  to  the 
lOthHnssars in  crossing  the  Cabul  Eiver, 
when  a  troop  was  washed  away.     An 
hen.    Member     opposite     asked     the 
Ooremment  whether    the    proceedings 
of  the  Court  of  Inquiry  which  investi- 
gated the  cause  of  the  disaster  had  been 
forwarded  to  this  country  to  the  proper 
nthorities.      In  reply  to  an  inquiry  ad- 
dressed to  them  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Kemberfor  King's  County  (Mr.  Serjeant 
Bherlock),   the  right  hon.   and  gallant 
Gentleman   the   Secretary  of  State  for 
War  stated  that  the  decisions  of  those 
HHuts  had  hitherto   been  kept  secret, 
ind  that  there  was  no  reason,  in  the 
Mrticular  case  referred  to,  to  depart  from 
ie  ordinary  rule.  It  was  very  important 
»  notice  the  reply  which  the  right  hon. 
lod  gallant   Gentleman   the  Secretary 
i  State  for  War  gave  to  that  question, 
orit  showed  how  the  Government  had 
bunged  its  opinions  on  this  point  since 
be  26th  o£  June.      It  now  appeared  by 
be  regulations  which  had  been  put  into 
he  hands  of  hon.  Members  that  mom- 
Bg  that  the  Government  were  prepared 
JsDow  the  officer  or  soldier,  tried  by  a 
Wt  of  Inquiry,  to  have  a  copy  of  the 
pinion  arrived  at.    This  was  an  import- 
it  concession,  and  he  wished  to  point 
^t  that  as  the  Government  had  made 
It  concession  no^,  it  would  be  highly 
sirable  that    they  should  favour  the 
wise  of  Commons,   and  the  country, 
i  the  resulte  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry 


into  the  Isandlana  disaster.  He  did  not 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
was  prepared  to  consent  to  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  result  of  that  in- 
quiry. There  was  another  point  to  which 
he  wished  also  particularly  to  bring  to 
his  notice.  A  Court  of  Inquiry  was  held 
in  reference  to  the  disaster  at  the  Zlobani 
Mountain.  That  was  a  most  serious 
disaster,  as  a  whole  corps  was  cut  to 
pieces ;  and  from  letters  which  ho  had 
received  he  had  no  doubt  that  there  was 
very  good  cause  for  holding  a  Court  of 
Inquiry.  He  believed  the  Government 
were  in  possession  of  the  results  of  these 
inquiries,  and  he  thought  it  would  be  far 
better  if  they  were  to  adopt  his  sugges- 
tion, and  since  they  had  put  this  Me- 
morandum into  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers that  they  would  also  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  the  results  of  these 
inquiries,  and  it  would  then  be  unneces- 
sary to  move  for  the  Keports.  He  wished 
further  to  point  to  a  question  which  arose 
in  connection  with  the  proceedings  of 
another  Court  of  Inquiry  recently  held 
at  the  Cape.  A  great  act  of  injustice 
had  been  done  to  one  officer  by  the  pub- 
lication of  the  finding  of  that  Court  of 
Inquiry.  Ho  held  in  his  hands  a  copy 
of  that  Eeport,  dated  Landsman's  Drifts 
June  10th.  It  should  be  remembered 
that  that  Court  of  Inquiry  was  ordered  by 
Lord  Chelmsford.  Lord  Chelmsford  also 
ordered  the  Court  of  Inquiry  into  tlio 
Isandlana  disaster ;  but  the  Report  of 
the  inquiry  into  the  most  recent  disaster 
had  been  published  contrary  to  all  pre- 
vious practice. 

The  CHAIRMAN  was  bound  to  point 
out  to  the  right  hon.  Baronet  that  he 
understood  him  to  be  about  to  move  an 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  submitted 
the  words.  He  had  then  understood  that 
he  was  about  to  depart  from  that  intention , 
and  said  he  would  conclude  by  another 
Amendment.  He  wished  to  say  that  it 
would  be  convenient  to  the  Committee 
that  he  should  furnish  him  with  the 
terms  of  that  Amendment ;  for  so  far  as 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  gone  at  pre- 
sent he  did  not  see  precisely  the  connec- 
tion between  the  observations  he  was 
now  making  and  the  subject-matter  bo- 
fore  the  Committee. 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  asked, 
whether  observations  with  reference  to 
Courts  of  Inquiry  that  had  recently 
taken  place  at  the  Cape  were  not  in 
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Ordor  upon  the  sabject- matter  before 
the  Committee? 

The  CHAIHMAN  said,  he  would  be 
able  to  answer  that  question  when  he 
had  heard  the  right  ban.  Baronet  pro- 
pose his  Amendment. 

Sir  BOBERT  PEEL  aaid,  he  would 
read  bis  Amendment.  It  was  aa  fol- 
lows : — 

"Whenorer  &  court  of  inquiry  ii  ammbled 
to  investigate  any  matter  affecting  tlie  conduct 
or  character  of  an  officer  or  soldier  euch  officer 
or  Mldier  shall  be  entitled  to  receire  a  copy  of 
any  opinion  vhich  may  be  delivered  by  such 
court;  and  if  the  officer  who  conrenea  the  court 
of  inquiry  shall  prefer  to  instruct  the  court  to 
receive  evidence  only,  and  not  to  deliver  an 
opinioD,  the  officer  or  loldicr  whOM  conduct  or 
charMter  hai  been  called  in  question  shall  bs 
entitled  to  demand  that  the  officer  who  convenes 
the  court  of  inquiry  shall  himself  deliver  an 
opinion  upon  the  matter  which  has  been  the  sub- 
ject of  investigation,  and  a  copy  of  such  opinion 
ahall  be  delivered  in  wiitiDg  to  the  officer  or 
■oldier  concerned. " 

He  tbouf;bt  he  was  perfectly  in  Order  in 
moving  that  Amendment  upon  the  pro- 

ftosed  clause  of  the  right  bon.  and  gal- 
ant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  He  bad  understood  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means  to  rule  that 
he  was  not  in  Order  in  moving  that 
Amendment. 

Tbb  chairman  had  understood 
that  the  right  hon.  Boronet  had  at  first 
intended  to  move  that  Amendment,  but 
had  changed  his  intention. 

Sir  EOBEET  PEEL  said,  that  he 
had  not  wished  to  move  the  Amendment 
if  the  Qovemment  bad  acceded  to  his 
suggestion.  He  thought  bis  remarks 
were  relevant  to  the  subject  before  the 
Committee.  His  contention  was,  that 
when  the  conduct  of  an  officer  or  soldier 
was  investigated  by  a  Court  of  Inquiry, 
then  it  was  just  and  right  that  that 
officer  or  soldier  should  receive  a  copy 
of  the  opinion  of  the  Court. 

C0I.ONE1.  STANLEY  wished  to  inter- 
rupt the  right  hon.  Baronet  for  the  pur- 
pose of  pointing  out,  if  he  were  in  Order 
in  doing  BO,  that  there  was  some  mis- 
apprehension on  this  matter.  He  bad 
promised  to  put  into  the  Bill  the  rules 
of  procedure  for  Courts  of  Inquiry  in 
addition  to  the  rules  of  procedure  for 
courts  martial.  Inasmuch  as  there  had 
been  a  good  deal  of  controversy  about 
these  matters,  he  wanted  to  make  his 
intentions  perfectly  clear  ;  and  he  had 
placed,  for  the  convenience  of  the  Com- 
mittee, a  draft  of  the  regulations  which 
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he  proposed  to  lay  before  Farliamatt 
in  the  bands  of  hon.  Members.  Hehid 
done  that  in  an  informal  shape,  m 
doubt ;  but  it  was  for  the  convenience  of 
circulation.  From  the  Memorandum  it 
would  be  seen  that  be  proposed  that— 

"  Whenever  any  inquiry  affects  the  chanctet 
of  an  officer  or  aoldier,  full  opportunity  niuit  be 
afforded  such  officer  or  soldier  of  being  pnMil 
throughout  the  inquiry,  and  of  making  inj 
statement  he  may  wish  to  make,  and  of  cnxs- 
examining:  any  witness  whose  evidence,  in  hii 
opinion,  ^ects  his  character,  and  of  produciaf 
any  witnessea  in  defence  of  his  character." 
Then,  by  Section  10  of  the  Memoran- 
dum it  was  provided — 

"When,  in  consequence  of  the  assemblingd 
a  court  of  inquiry,  an  opinion  advene  to  llu 
character  of  any  officer  or  soldier  is  formed  In 
the  officer  whn  determines  the  case  so  inqninl 
,  into,  whether  such  officer  be  the  officer  vbo 
assembled  the  court  or  a  superior  officer  b) 
whom  the  case  has  been  leferrod  by  such  lirt- 
named  officer,  such  advene  opinion  shall  U 
cammunicated  to  the  officer  or  soldier  agiiiri 
whom  it  has  been  given." 
He  wished  particularly  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  these  matters,  because  a  grett 
deal  of  misapprehension  had  ariEeau 
to  Courts  of  Inquiry.  He  wished  dii- 
tinctly  to  state  that  a  Court  of  Inqnirjr 
was  not  in  strictness  a  judicial  tribuutl; 
but  was  simply  an  assembly  of  penou 
to  collect  evidence  in  any  case  in  which 
a  commanding  officer  could  not  himwlf 
make  the  inquiry.     He  wished  to  em- 

Shasize  that  fact,  because  the  right  lioii. 
aronet  had  seemed  to  suppose  that  ■ 
Court  of  Inquiry  was  a  tribunal  ap- 
pointed to  try  an  officer  or  soldier.  II 
was  perfectly  erroneous  to  suppose  thsl 
any  person  was  tried  before  a  Ooart  of 
Inquiry.  A  Court  of  Inquiry  was  not 
empowered  to  exercise  any  of  the  fanfr 
tions  of  a  tribunal,  and  if  any  sndi 
Court  assumed  those  functions,  he  W 
of  opinion  that  they  would  be  entitflj 
in  the  wrong,  and  the  object  of  tbs 
rules  proposed  was  to  prevent  that  being 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  that  no 
doubt  the  nee  of  the  word  "  trial "  li^ 
respects  to  these  Courts  was  a  mistaisi 
but  he  still  maintained  that  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  had  proposed  gave  i 
larger  scope  to  the  persons  arraigns 
than  that  suggested  by  the  right  dob 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  * 
State  for  War,  who  simply  said  that— 

"  Whenever  any  inquiry  affects  the  chaitct* 
of  an  officer  or  soldier,  fuU  opportunity  multb 
afforded  such  officer  or  soldier  of  beiag  fnM 
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thronghcrat  the  inquiry,  and  ol  walring  any 
itatement  he  may  wiah  to  make,  and  of  oroBS- 
examining  any  witness  whose  evidence,  in  his 
opinion,  affects  his  character,  and  of  producing 
any  wi^ess  in  defence  of  his  character." 

He  felt  very  deeply  upon  these  matters, 
and  thought  the  subject  was  one  which 
required  the  serious  attention  of  the 
military  authorities.  It  would  be  much 
better  to  provide,  as  was  done  by  his 
Amendment,  that  a  copy  of  any  opinion 
which  might  be  delivered  by  the  Court 
of  Inquiry  affecting  the  conduct  or  cha* 
racter  of  an  officer  or  soldier  should  be 
delivered  to  him.  He  could  not  con- 
ceive it  desirable  that  in  some  cases  the 
results  of  Courts  of  Inquiry  should  be 
kept  secret,  and  that  in  other  cases,  in 
view  of  extraordinary  circumstances,  the 
results  should  be  known.  He  thought 
that  in  all  cases  the  results  should  be 
published  at  the  place  where  the  Court 
of  Inquiry  was  held.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  this  was  a  matter  of  great  import- 
ance ;  and  he  trusted  that  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  would  agree  to 
his  very  reasonable  suggestion  that 
whenever  a  Court  of  Inquiry  was  as- 
sembled to  investigate  any  matter  affect- 
ing the  conduct  or  character  of  any 
officer  or  soldier,  such  officer  or  soldier 
should  be  entitled  to  receive  a  copy  of 
any  opinion  that  might  be  delivered  by 
such  Court. 

Coix>KSL  STANLEY  wished  again  to 
impress  on  the  Committee  the  regula- 
tions proposed  in  the  Memorandum. 
By  Section  8  he  provided  that — 

*' A  conrt  of  inquiry  will  give  no  opinion  on 
the  conduct  of  any  officer  or  soldier,  and  the 
proceedings  of  a  court  of  inquiry  cannot  he 
giyen  in  evidence  against  an  officer  or  soldier. 
Nevertheless,  in  the  event  of  an  officer  or  sol- 
dier being  tried  by  court  martial  in  respect  of 
any  matter  or  thing  which  has  been  reported  on 
by  a  court  of  inquiry,  such  officer  or  soldier 
ahall  be  entitled  to  a  copy  of  the  proceedings  of 
the  conrt  of  inquiry." 

He  thought  that  that  provision  entirely 
met  the  justice  of  the  case. 

Sib  PATEICK  O'BEIEN  observed 
that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
stated  that  a  Court  of  Inquiry  was  only 
instituted  for  the  purpose  of  giving  a 
commanding  officer  information  which 
he  could  not  otherwise  conveniently  ob- 
tain. If  that  were  the  case,  no  reason- 
able objection  could  be  offered;  but, 
unfortunately,  there  had  been  cases  in 
which  Courts  of  Inquiry  had  been  used 
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against  officers  for  a  very  different  pur- 
pose. It  was  necessary  for  him,  in 
illustrating  this  remark,  to  mention  to 
the  House  a  case  which  he  knew  was 
not  at  all  popular.  He  alluded  to  the 
case  of  Colonel  Dawkins,  an  officer  of 
the  Ghiards,  whose  case  had  before  been 
brought  to  the  attention  of  the  House. 
He  had  performed  his  duty  with  credit 
as  an  officer  of  the  brigade  of  Guards ; 
but  he  had  the  misfortune  to  disagree 
with  Lord  Bokeby,  who  commanded  the 
brigade  of  Guards,  and,  in  consequence 
of  that  difference,  he  was  made  the  sub- 
ject of  a  Court  of  Inquiry.  He  would 
say  that  Colonel  Dawkins  was  tried, 
were  it  not  certain  that  he  would  be  told 
that  no  trial  had  taken  place.  But 
what  happened  was,  that  Colonel  Daw- 
kins was  sent  before  a  Court  of  Inquiry, 
and  a  man  whose  commission  was  worth 
£8,000  or  £9,000  was  taken  out  of  the 
Army  on  its  recommendation.  Not  a 
sinele  statement  could  be  made  contrary 
to  the  honour  of  Colonel  Dawkins  as  an 
officer  and  a  gentleman,  and  instead  of 
trying  him  by  a  court  martial  a  Court 
of  Inquiry  was  held.  His  Boyal  High- 
ness would  not  go  to  a  court  martial, 
and  a  secret  investigation  was  held  by  a 
Court  of  Inquiry.  He  was  using  this 
merely  as  an  instance  of  the  way  in 
which  these  Courts  of  Inquiry  were  used. 
Colonel  Dawkins  was  found  guilty  by 
the  Court  of  Inquiry,  not  of  any  military 
offence,  not  of  any  want  of  knowledge 
of  his  Profession ;  and  he  was  removed 
from  the  Guards.  The  fact  was,  he 
was  unpopular  with  certain  noble  Lords 
and  persons  in  high  position  at  the 
Horse  Guards.  They  did  not  want  to 
ask  for  a  court  martial;  they  pre- 
ferred to  use  the  Prerogative  of  Her 
Majesty  to  turn  anybody  out  of  the 
Army  without  a  court  martial.  When  this 
man  was  taken  out  of  the  Profession  it 
possibly  overturned  his  mind,  for  he  was 
found  guilty  of  conduct  which  no  gentle- 
man, in  his  opinion,  would  ever  attempt 
to  justify.  He  considered  that  Courts 
of  Inquiry  were  the  screw  which  the 
Horse  Guards  could  put  upon  any  man 
they  did  not  want  in  order  to  turn  him 
out  of  the  Army.  He  believed  it  was 
the  opinion  of  numbers  of  independent 
officers  of  the  Army  that  Courts  of  In- 
quiry were  not  used  for  the  purpose 
which  they  were  intended  for,  but  as 
means  for  getting  rid  of  unpopular  men. 
He  thought  that  the  matter  to  which 
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the  right  hon.  Baronet  had  directed  at- 
tention deserved  the  attention  of  the 
House,  and  if  he  went  to  a  Division  on 
his  Amendment  he  should  certainly 
support  him. 

Mr.  A8SHET0N  CROSS  said,  that 
if  the  hon.  Baronet  would  be  good  enough 
to  read  the  8th  of  the  proposed  regula- 
tions he  would  see  that-— 

"  A  court  of  inquiry  will  give  no  opinion  on 
the  conduct  of  any  officer  or  soldier,  and  the 
proceedings  of  a  court  of  inquiry  cannot  be 
given  in  evidence  against  an  officer  or  soldier. 
Nevertheless,  in  the  event  of  an  officer  or  soldier 
being  tried  by  court  martial  in  respect  of  any 
matter  or  thing  which  has  been  reported  on  by 
a  court  of  inquiry,  such  officer  or  soldier  shall 
be  entitled  to  a  copy  of  the  proceedings  of  the 
court  of  inquiry.'* 

He  would  also  wish  again  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  10th  rule,  which  carried  out 
everything  that  was  required  by  the 
Amendment.    It  stated  that — 

*'  When,  in  consequence  of  the  assembling  of 
a  court  of  inquiry,  an  opinion  adverse  to  the 
character  of  any  officer  or  soldier  was  formed 
by  the  officer  who  determines  the  case  so  in- 
quired into,"  then  **  such  adverse  opinion  shall 
b«  communicated  to  the  officer  or  soldier  against 
whom  it  has  been  given.*' 

He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  pro- 
posals of  his  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  carried  out  everything  that  could 
be  desired ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  it 
was  necessary  to  go  into  a  long  wrangle 
about  a  matter  which  had  been  already 
carried  out. 

SiK  WILLIAM  HAECOUET 
wished  to  call  attention  to  the  manner  in 
which  this  matter  now  stood.  In  the 
69th  clause  there  was  nothing  about 
Courts  of  Inquiry. 

Colonel  STANLEY  remarked,  that 
an  Amendment  was  put  in  the  clause  re- 
lating to  Courts  of  Inquiry. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  had 
forgotten  that ;  but  he  was  sure  that  it 
was  understood  at  the  time  they  were 
discussing  that  Amendment  that  the 
regulations  for  Courts  of  Inquiry  should 
not  be  put  into  the  Bill,  but  should  be 
left  entirely  outside  the  Bill.  There  was 
a  general  understanding  with  regard  to 
that  matter.  There  was  a  g^eat  objec- 
tion to  putting  regulations  with  regard 
to  Courts  of  Inquiry  into  the  Bill ;  but  it 
was  agreed  that  the  regulations  should 
be  communicated  to  the  House  in  order 
that  it  might  understand  what  was 
to  be  done  with  respect  to  these  courts. 
That  was  the  proper  time,  in  his  opinion, 
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for  making  any  suggestion,  orpropofling 
any  alteration,  in  these  regulations ;  but 
he  did  not  think  that  it  was  convenient 
at  that  time  to  introduce  into  the  Bill  an 
Amendment  with  respect  to  Courts  of 
Inquiry.  They  had  agreed  hitherto  that 
Courts  of  Inquiry  should  be  regulated 
by  the  Queen's  Eegulations  outside  the 
Bill.  The  regulations  it  was  proposed 
to  issue  had  been  submitted  to  the  House 
by  the  Government,  and  it  would  be 
highly  inconvenient  that  any  Amend- 
ment in  these  regulations  should  be  pot 
in  the  Bill. 

Sir  EOBEET  PEEL  had  understood, 
from  the  Memorandum  of  the  proposed 
regulations  being  headed  **  Army  Dis- 
cipline and  Eegulation  Bill,"  that  the 
regulations  were  to  be  inserted  in  the 
Bill. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  thouglit 
that  it  was  not  the  intention  to  put  theee 
regulations  into  the  Bill.  These  were 
the  regulations  which  the  Government 
wished  the  House  to  know  that  they  in- 
tended to  issue  in  the  form  of  Queen'i 
Eegulations  in  accordance  with  their 
undertaking  to  make  rules  for  Courts  of 
Inquiry.  The  Government  had  merely 
let  the  House  know  what  regulations 
they  intended  to  make  in  accordanee 
with  the  pledge  which  they  gave  in  that 
Amendment  to  the  clause,  which  stated 
that  rules  and  regulations  should  be 
made  for  Courts  of  Inquiry.  It  was  a 
mistake  to  suppose  that  the  regulaticma 
were  intended  to  be  introduced  into  the 
Bill. 

Major  O'BEIENE  thought  thattheee 
regulations  were  incomplete  so  long  •> 
there  was  no  provision  for  any  officer  or 
soldier  whose  conduct  was  under  investi- 
gation having  the  same  right  of  challenge 
as  if  he  had  been  brought  before  a 
court  martial ;  otherwise  there  would  he 
an  opportunity  of  placing  upon  Conrti 
of  Inquiry  officers  who  would  give  suA 
opinions  as  might  lead  to  a  miscaniago 
of  justice.  He  might  mention  thai  at 
Naval  Courts  of  Inquiry  there  was  the 
same  right  of  challenge  as  upon  ooorti 
martial,  and  he  could  see  no  reason  vhj 
the  challenge  should  not  be  given  in  the 
case  of  Military  Courts  of  Inquiry.  A* 
a  case  in  point  he  might  mention  thalof 
Colonel  Carter,  commanding  the  62ttd 
Eegiment,  who  had  a  difference  with  hii 
major,  and  a  Court  of  Inquiry  vai 
directed  by  the  authorities.  The  Preai- 
dent  of  the  Court  of  Inquiry  was  the 
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aafiner-in-lftir  of  Major  Jerome;  and  if 
Joloiiel  Carter  had  tad  a  rig>ht  of  in- 
[siiy  he  wonld  natarally  have  objected 
0  ft  biother-iiL'lBw  of  one  of  the  officers, 
ibou  coadnct  was  under  investigation, 
Ming  Freaident  of  the  Court.  As  a 
utnral  cxmsequence,  that  court  oame  to 
LMQClueion  adrerse  to  Colonel  Carter. 
Ee  shoald,  therefore,  propose,  as  an 
imandment  to  the  69th  claase,  that — 


ffi  u  upoa  a,  court  miutiaL" 

Sra  AETHTJR  HATTEE  wished  to 
join  in  the  appeal  which  had  been  made 
to  the  right  bon.  Baronet  the  Member 
fiwTamworth  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment.  The  proposed 
regulatioQS  provided  that — 

"A  court  of  inqoiry  will  giva  no  opinion 
^Km  tlie  conduct  of  an^  officer  or  soldier. 
....  NaTertheless,  in  the  event  of  an 
rfkcT  or  loMier  beinf;  tried  by  s  court  m&rtial 
B  Ktfed  of  any  matter  or  thing  which  has  been 
npvted  on  b J  ■  court  of  inquiry,  such  officer 
DTtcJdiGr  ihall  be  entitled  to  a  copy  of  the  pro- 
.  mdii^  <d  the  court  of  iaquiry. 
lEoteovGT,  that  any  adverse  opinion  that 
t  Court  of  Inquiry  might  come  to  was 
to  be  communicated  to  Qxe  officer  or  boI- 
■bsr  against  whom  it  had  been  given. 
The  TOBuIt  of  the  adoption  of  the  right 
hen.  Baronet's  Amendment  would  be 
Out  he  would  put  an  end  to  the  proposed 
nguktions  altogether.  Everything  that 
ns  required  by  his  Amendment  was 
ntHj  contained  in  the  regulations,  and 
be  did  not  think  that  there  was  any 
tMsoiL  for  proposing  the  Amendment. 

CoLosKL  STANLEY  said,  that  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  he  had  placed 
tbeae  r^nlations  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Kembeis  merely  for  their  information, 
nd  for  Uie  purpose  of  showing  what  ho 
intended  to  do.  He  was  sorry  that  any 
aiupprehension  had  arisen  in   conse- 

Ce  of  the  form  in  which  he  had  put 
r^^ationa  before  the  Committee. 
bwsa  DOt  intended  to  put  them  in  the 
Bin ;  but  they  were  simply  a  Memoran- 
duD  of  what  it  was  intended  to  do.  As 
nguded  the  various  points  which  had 
Hen  ni|^  upon  him,  he  would  ca 
tUj  consider  them;  but  he  would  agi 
Idlths Committee  that  a  Court  of  Inquiry 
*<■  limply  a  body  of  persone  to  collect 
nidaice  for  a  commanding  officer,  and 
to  miBt  him  in  ascertaining  what  the 
tttti  were  upon  which  he  should  form 
IttDpiiiion.    Ho  thought  that  particular 


79]  Stgnktim  £ia.  35fi 

Bare  was  required  in  these  regulations 
to  prevent  a  commanding  officer,  who 
bad  given  an  opinion  on  the  case, 
sheltering  himself  behind  a  Court  of 
Inquiry. 

8iB  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  was  un- 
able to  find  a  word  about  Courts  of  In- 
quiry in  Clause  69.  He  understood  that 
the  Gnveroment  were  about  to  make 
rules  for  Courts  of  Inquiry  ;  but  why 
was  nothing  said  in  the  Bill  with  regard 
to  Courts  of  Inquiry  ?  They  were  not 
told  in  the  Bill  what  a  Court  of  Inquiry 
was ;  and  he  thought  that  Courts  of  In- 
quiry should  be  either  excluded  from 
the  Bill,  or  that  proper  explanations 
should  bo  given  of  what  Courts  of  In- 
quiry were.  It  was  not  right  suddenly 
to  insert  in  the  Bill  power  to  make  rules 
for  Courts  of  this  character.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
would  be  good  onou^  to  state,  as  this 
was  an  important  matter,  whether  this 
was  the  first  or  last  mention  of  Courts 
of  Inquiry  in  the  Bill? 

Sib  JOHN  HAT  remarked,  that  in 
consequence  of  the  Amendment  which 
had  been  inserted  in  the  69th  clause,  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War  had  placed  upon 
theTablo  aMomorandum  of  the  proposed 
regulations  for  Courts  of  Inquiry.  With 
regard  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Leitrim  (Major 
O'Beirne},  that  there  should  be  a  right 
of  challenge  in  cases  of  Courts  of  In- 
quiry, he  did  not  think  that  there  was 
any  reason  for  giving  such  right  of 
challenge.  The  Court  of  Inquiry  was 
merely  constituted  to  bold  an  inquiry 
into  certain  matters  for  the  benefit  of  all 
concerned. 

The  chairman  observed,  that  the 
question  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Leitrim  would  be  raised  by 
a  subsequent  Amendment ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  not  in  Order  to  discuss  the 
right  of  challenge   upon   that  Amend- 

SiB  WILLIAM  HAROOUET 
thought  there  was  a  good  deal  of 
force  in  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George 
Campbell),  and  that  Courts  of  Inquiry 
should  either  be  dealt  with  entirely  by 
the  BQl  or  wholly  outside  it.  It  was 
not  known  to  him  that  any  mention  of 
Courts  of  Inquiry  was  made  in  the  Bill, 
and  why  an  Amendment  was  to  be  put 
in  referring  to  Courts  of  Inquiry  he 
N  3 
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did  not  know.  As  the  hon.  Member 
had  said,  if  a  Court  of  Inquiry  were 
allowed  to  be  put  in  the  Bill,  a  proper 
definition  of  it  must  be  given.  He 
should  recommend  the  Government  to 
strike  out  the  mention  of  Courts  of 
Inquiry  upon  Eeport,  for  he  thought  it 
ought  never  to  have  been  put  in  at  all. 
What  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman agreed  to  was,  that  Courts  of 
Inquiry — which  were  no  courts  at  all — 
should  be  treated  as  matters  of  adminis- 
tration, and  should  be  deal  with  outside 
the  Bill  by  the  Queen's  Eegulations  to 
prevent  their  abuse.  It  was  contrary  to 
the  whole  character  of  the  Bill  that 
Courts  of  Inquiry  should  be  introduced 
into  it.  He  would  suggest  that  they 
should  be  exclusively  treated  as  matter 
for  regulation,  and  that  no  attempt 
should  be  made  in  the  Bill  to  legislate 
for  Courts  of  Inquiry.  At  a  later  stage 
of  the  Bill  he  trusted  that  his  suggestion 
would  be  adopted,  for  they  might  waste 
weeks  in  discussion  upon  the  subject  of 
Courts  of  Inquiry  upon  the  postponed 
clauses. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  that 
Courts  of  Inquiry  were  not  sanctioned, 
either  by  the  Mutiny  Act  or  by  the 
Articles  of  War.  From  the  beginning 
to  the  end  not  a  word  was  said  about 
Courts  of  Inquiry.  The  first  time  that 
Courts  of  Inquiry  were  sanctioned  was 
in  the  Queen's  Eegulations  for  1868. 
Before  that  period.  Courts  of  Inquiry 
existed  only  according  to  what  was  called 
the  recognized  custom  of  the  Service; 
but  no  specific  rule  was  laid  down  with 
regard  to  them. 

Major  O'BEIENE  thought  that  that 
was  the  proper  time  to  discuss  the  sub- 
ject of  Courts  of  Inquiry.  As  the  autho- 
rities had  power  to  dismiss  officers  by  a 
Court  of  Inquiry,  it  was  as  necessary  for 
the  Committee  to  discuss  what  Courts  of 
Inquiry  were  as  it  was  for  them  to  dis- 
cuss the  constitution  of  courts  martial. 
In  his  opinion,  the  regulations  proposed 
were  very  incomplete. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
it  seemed  to  him  to  be  perfectly  clear 
that  Courts  of  Inquiry  were  not  now 
recognized  by  law.  He  thought  that 
the  Government  should  either  adopt  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford,  and  strike  out  any 
reference  to  Courts  of  Inquiry  from  the 
Bill,  or  they  should  give  some  explana- 
tion of  what  Courts  of  Inquiry  were. 

Sir  William  Harcourt 


Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  was  prepared  to 
accept  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  tod 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ox- 
ford (Sir  William  Haroourt).  In  moving 
his  Amendment,  it  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  it  was  intended  by  the 
Government  to  introduce  these  rc^^ulft- 
tions  into  the  Bill.  It  was  in  oonm* 
quence  only  of  seeing  the  Memorandum 
of  the  proposed  regulations  that  he 
placed  his  Amendment  upon  the  Paper. 
If  the  Government  would  give  the  Ck»m- 
mittee  an  assurance  that  Courts  of  In* 
quiry  should  be  omitted  from  the  Bill 
and  that  in  any  regulations  respecting 
them  should  be  contained  a  provisioa 
such  as  he  had  submitted,  he  i^oold  be 
content.  It  'should  be  recollected  that 
great  change  had  been  made  in  that 
matter;  because  he  would  assert,  without 
fear  of  contradiction,  that  it  was  upon 
the  finding  of  a  Court  of  Inquiry  at  tbe 
Cape  that  a  court  martial  was  ordered 
upon  Captain  Carey.  He  did  hope  thit 
the  Government  would  give  an  assoraaoei 
not  that  they  would  put  it  in  the  Bill,  but 
that  they  would  take  care  that  when 
any  officer  or  soldier  was  submitted  to  ft 
Court  of  Inquiry  the  proceedings  of  thit 
Court  should  be  placed  in  his  hands,  to 
that  he  might  know  what  was  charged 
against  him. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  the  xig^ 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Seot- 
tary  of  State  for  War  had  introduced  the 
subject  of  Courts  of  Inquiry  by  mentioi- 
ing  them  in  the  Bill.  Clauses  42  and  41 
naturally  suggested  Courts  of  Inqniiy* 
It  was  provided  by  Clause  42  that— 

"  If  an  officer  thinks  himself  wronged  by  Ui 
commanding  officer,  and,  on  due  appUcitiai 
made  to  him,  does  not  receive  the  rediMi  li 
which  he  may  consider  himself  entitled,  he  aif 
complain  to  the  Commander-in-Chief,  who  All 
cause  his  complaint  to  be  inquired  into,  idli 
through  a  Secretary  of  State,  make  hii  repit 
to  Her  Majesty,  in  order  to  receive  the  dirertui 
of  Her  Majesty  thereon." 

Then,  in  Clause  43,  the  case  of  a  sol&r  : 
was  dealt  with,  and  the  mode  of  oott- 
plaint  by  a  soldier  was  specified.    Ihl 
clause  provided  that — 

**And  every  officer  to  whom  a  complaislil 
made,  in  pursuance  of  this  section,  shall  eu^. 
such  complaint  to  he  inquired  into,  and  itA^ 
if  on  inquiry  he  is  satisfied  of  the  justioe  d  At 
complaint  so  made,  take  such  stqps  aimsytl 
necessary  for  giving  full  redress  to  the  aM» 
plainant  in  respect  of  the  matter  ioiimliinii  ' 
of." 

Therefore,  if  Courts  of  Inquiry  were  aol 
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expressly  ordered  by  the  Act,  they  were 
s^^suggeated  L  this  dause.  and 
were,  in  fact,  rendered  almost  impera- 
tire.  It  was  impossible  to  leave  that 
entirely  oat  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Bath  (Sir  Arthur 
Hayter)  said  that,  as  no  opinion  on  the 
conduct  of  an  officer  or  soldier  was 
g:iyen  by  a  Court  of  Inquiry,  it  was  no 
use  to  have  a  right  to  challenge.  When 
that  observation  was  made,  he  wished 
to  point  out  that  paragraph  30  of  the 
regulations  provided  that  a  Court  of  In- 
quiry should  make  a  Report  upon  what 
happened.  There  did  not  seem  to  him 
to  be  much  difference  between  the  Court 
of  Inquiry  offering  an  opinion,  or  in 
making  a  Beport.  If  they  took  the  case 
of  Captain  Carey,  of  what  consequence 
was  it  whether  the  Court  had  offered  an 
opinion,  or  had  made  a  full  Beport  ?  The 
subject  of  Courts  of  Inquiry  had  been 
introduced  by  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Ghentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  and  it  could  not  be  said  that  it 
was  of  no  consequence  what  opinion  was 
given  by  a  Court  of  Inquiry.  It  was 
just  as  important  to  exclude  a  brother- 
in-law  of  one  of  the  parties  being  placed 
upon  a  Court  of  Inquiry  as  upon  a 
court  martial.  It  was  very  much  the 
same  thing  as  a  court  martial,  only  under 
another  name.  He  could  not  see  that 
there  was  any  objection  to  allowing 
challenges  against  the  officers  composing 
a  Court  of  Inquiry.  When  a  ch^dlenge 
was  made  it  was  left  to  the  majority  of 
the  Court,  leaving  out  the  person  chal- 
lenged, to  determine  whether  he  should 
continue  to  be  a  member  of  the  Court. 
He  did  not  think  that  such  a  right  should 
be  refused  in  the  case  of  a  Court  of  In- 
quiry. It  might  be  very  rarely  exer- 
cised ;  but  it  ought  to  be  allowed. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  thought  that  the 
Ooumiittee  had  been  placed  in  consider- 
able difficulty  by  the  point  alluded  to 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
(kford  (Sir  William  Harcourt).  Courts 
of  Inquiry  were  not  judicial  courts, 
either  in  the  Army  or  in  the  Navy,  and 
had  their  origin  entirely  in  the  Preroga- 
tive of  the  Crown.  The  introduction 
into  the  Bill  of  Courts  of  Inquiry  ap- 
peared to  him  to  be  an  irregularity,  for, 
by  80  doing,  they  were  assuming  to  legis- 
late for  what  was  unquestionably  a  direct 
Prerogative  of  the  Crown.  No  doubt. 
Courts  of  Inquiry  had  led  to  abuse,  for 
they  had  been  used  as  judicial  courts, 


and  their  opinions  had  been  acted  upon 
by  the  Commander-in-Chief  in  advising 
Her  Majesty,  and  officers  had  suffered 
grave  injustice  by  reason  of  them.  Al- 
though not  judicial  courts,  many  officers 
had  been  dismissed  from  the  Army  in 
consequence  of  representations  made  by 
them.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man had  pointed  out  the  difficulties  of  the 
situation,  and  had  endeavoured  to  recon« 
cile  them,  and  the  question  was  whether 
they  were  reconcilable.  He  noticed  in 
the  regulations  which  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  and  for  which  he 
felt  himself  bound  to  thank  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  G-entleman,  that  they 
did  not  go  so  far  as  was  done  in  the  case 
of  the  Navy.  In  the  Navy,  it  was  not 
competent  for  any  officer  who  had  sat 
upon  a  Court  of  Inquiry  to  sit  also  upon 
a  court  martial  in  the  same  matter,  and 
he  thought  that  that  regulation  might 
well  be  adopted  in  dealing  with  the 
Army. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  it  had 
been  done. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  said,  that  as  the 
Courts  of  Inquiry  were  recognized  in 
the  Act,  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  would 
be  better  to  place  these  rules  in  the 
Schedule.  He  thought  there  was  no 
option  in  the  matter,  and  that  it  would 
be  more  satisfactory  if  that  were  done. 
He  saw  the  difficulty  that  arose  from  the 
ciroup^stances  that  had  been  referred  to  ; 
but  he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  might 
introduce  this  Proviso  into  the  Bill  for 
the  purpose  of  safeguarding  these  Courts 
of  Inquiry.  He  knew  how  these  Courts 
had  been  used  in  an  irregular  manner 
as  the  basis  for  the  dismissal  of  officers 
from  the  Service  without  court  martial ; 
and  there  ought  to  be  a  Proviso  that 
any  officer  who  felt  himself  aggrieved  by 
the  result  of  a  Court  of  Inquiry,  before 
he  should  be  dismissed  from  the  Service, 
should  have  aright  to  have  his  case  sent 
to  a  court  martial.  He  did  not  mean 
that  those  exact  words  [should  be  intro- 
duced; but  the  question  was  simply 
whether  what  he  had  suggested  could 
be  done  by  additional  regulations,  or 
whether  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman would  introduce  a  Proviso  into 
the  Bill  to  that  effect. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  as  this  Amend- 
ment had  been  introduced  into  the  Act, 
he  thought  the  Committee  should  go  a 
little  further,  and  should  also  introduce 
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a  Sohedole  oontaining'  the  regulations 
and  the  rules  which  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  desired  to  adopt.  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
explained  verj  fairly  that  the  regula- 
tions issued  that  day  were  merely  an 
example  of  what  was  in  his  mind,  and 
it  was  only  fair  that  he  should  have  a 
little  time  to  go  over  them ;  but,  under 
all  the  circumstances,  he  did  not  think 
they  would  be  doing  their  duty  in  allow- 
ing this  clause  to  pass  unless  they,  at 
the  same  time,  inserted  in  the  Schedules 
of  the  Act  some  provisions  to  govern  the 
action  of  these  Courts  of  Inquiry.  These 
Courts  were  now,  for  the  first  time,  to  be 
legalized ;  and  it  would  be  unprecedented 
for  them  to  lay  down  certain  rules  and 
regulations  as  regarded  courts  martial, 
and  yet  not  follow  the  same  precedent  in 
regard  to  Courts  of  Inquiry.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Tamworth  (Sir  Robert 
Feel)  should  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
and  that  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Major  O'Beime) 
should  refrain  from  moving  his  Amend- 
ment, and  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  should  undertake  to  annex  a 
Schedule  to  the  Bill  which  would  con- 
tain the  ideas  which  he  thought  de- 
sirable. It  was  manifest  they  ought  not 
to  give  these  powers  without  in  some 
way  limiting  them,  as,  otherwise,  they 
would  have  a  Court  sanctioned  by  the 
Act,  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
left  free  to  make  any  rules  and  regula- 
tions he  chose,  which  was  much  more  in 
accordance  with,  or,  at  any  rate,  not  con- 
trary to,  the  provisions  of  this  Act.  Other- 
wise, the  Crown  would  have  unlimited 
power  with  regard  to  these  Courts.  No 
doubt,  the  promises  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  were  very  satisfactory 
with  regard  to  the  provisions  he  pro- 
posed to  introduce ;  but  they  did  not 
Know  what  might  happen  hereafter, 
unless  Farliament  had  some  control 
over  the  matter. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  ob- 
served, that  the  Committee  were  on  very 
dangerous  ground;  he  had  paid  great 
attention  to  the  Bill,  and  if  they  were 
going  into  this  matter  of  regulating 
Courts  of  Inquiry,  the  work  would  take 
them  half  as  long  again  as  it  had  already 
done  to  make  a  statutory  Court  of  In- 
quiry with  statutory  regulations,  and 
even  that  would  not  suffice.  He  deplored 
the  alteration  which  had  been  unfortu- 

Mr.  Parnell 


nately  made  during  his  absence  at  dinner. 
If  he  had  been  there,  he  would  have 
protested  against  it  with  all  his  might, 
for  he  knew  what  it  would  lead  to.    It 
seemed  to  him  no  part  for  the  Committee 
to  undertake  to  make  regulations  for  ^ 
administration  of   Courts    of  Inquiry. 
He  never  understood  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  give  an  engagement 
to  put  Courts  of  Inquiry  into  the  Bill, 
and  why  this  Amendment  had  been  stuck 
into  this  clause  he  resJly  did  not  know. 
He  thought  the  best  course  they  oould 
now  take  was  to  get  nothing  more — to 
wait  for  the  Report,  and  then  cut  it  out 
If  they  did  not,  they  would  get  into  aa 
inextricable  mess.    What  they  should 
do  was  to  adhere  to  the  originsd  under- 
standing that  Courts  of  Inquiir  were 
not  to  be  recognized  as  statutory  Courts; 
but  that  regulations  were  to  be  madi 
governing  them,  and  that  those  regula- 
tions should  be  published  and  laid  be- 
fore Farliament.     He  hoped,   becaiiM 
thoy  had  made  an  error  in  sticking  theie 
Courts  into  the  clause  by  an  Amend- 
ment— the  consequences  of  which  were 
not  considered  at  the  time — that  thef 
would  not  get  further  into  the  mud  by 
endeavouring  to  legislate  for  them,  bOfc 
would    implore    hon.  Gentlemen    who 
desired  the  progress  of  the  Bill  not  to 
encourage  Amendments    in    this  waj« 
with  regard  to  Courts  of  Inquiry,  aw 
he  would  ask  them  to  be  satisfied  widi 
the  regulations  to  be  made  by  the  Secre* 
tary  of  State  for  War.     If  those  regula- 
tions were  not  all  they  desired,  suggw- 
tions  could  easily  be  made  to  the  r^^ 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman ;  and  he,]iO 
doubt,  would  give  full  consideration  to 
the  suggestions  of  the  hon.  Member  ftr 
Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins)  and  that  of 
the  hon.  and   gallant    Gentleman  tilt 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Major  O'Beime). 

Sir  ROBERT  FEEL  was  very  williii| 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment.  He  hai 
put  it  down  because  of  what  he  saw  oB 
the  Faper ;  but  he  was  quite  preparedto 
withdraw  it,  on  the  understanding  that 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemat 
would  consider  the  Amendment  whidi  ho 
had  suggested. 

Colonel  STANLEY  explained,  thatkt 
inserted  this  Amendment  distinctly  i> 
deference  to  the  opinions  of  hon.  Gel- 
tlemen  on  both  sides  of  the  House  tiiat 
something  more  than  the  publioaticm  of 
all  regulations  was  necessary,  and  that 
there  should  be  some  dause  in  the  BiU 
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potting  CouTts  on  a  more  statatorj  foot- 
ing ihaii  they  had  occupied  heretofore. 
He  doubted  whether  they  were  not 
mikiiig  too  much  of  them  altogether ; 
but  if  they  were  to  recognize  wem  to 
thai  extent,  he  thought  there  was  a 
great  deal  to  be  said  ror  the  proposal  to 
pot  ihem  in  the  Bill.  As  far  as  he  was 
ooDoemed,  it  was  the  same  thing  to  him 
vbeiher  they  were  statutory,  or  whether 
thej  were  governed  by  regulations  laid 
oa  the  Table.  K,  howeyer,  it  was 
thought  there  was  any  mistake  about 
patting  them  into  the  Bill,  when  they 
came  to  the  Report  it  would  be  very 
msj  to  strike  out  the  Amendment.  As 
&r  as  he  was  concerned,  he  was  not 
pledged  one  way  or  the  other. 

Sir  henry  HAVELOCK  hoped 
that  the  Amendment  just  made  would 
Bot  be  struck  out  of  the  Report,  but  that 
it  would  remain  a  portion  of  the  Bill. 
On  the  other  hand,  if  any  changes  were 
to  be  made  hereafter,  he  hoped  they 
lonld  have  the  fullest  opportunity  of 
eoondering  them. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

ILuoB  O'BEIRNE  wished  to  know 
vhether  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tkmaii  would  accept  his  Amendment? 
He  thought  it  was  of  vital  importance 
that  it  should  be  accepted.  He  pro- 
posed to  give  any  officer  or  soldier  whose 
conduct  was  inquired  into  by  a  Court  of 
Inqniiy  the  same  right  of  challenge  as 
on  a  court  martial.  He  might  mention 
u  an  instance  the  case  of  Colonel 
Carter,  who  was  brought  before  a  Court 
d  Inquiry,  and  the  President  was  the 
hiother-in-law  of  the  person  making  the 
charge,  and  a  personal  enemy  of  Colonel 
Outer;  while  the  two  chief  witnesses 
vere  two  officers  of  his  regiment  whom 
^  had  had  to  report  for  intemperate 
habits,  one  of  whom  died  afterwards 
from  delirium  tremens.  Of  course,  such 
m  inquiry  must  be  a  perfect  mockery. 
There  was  no  provision,  either,  as  to 
vhether  or  not  the  officers  should  bo 
tiken  from  the  regiment ;  and  they 
^oold  well  understand  what  a  state 
^ga  would  get  into,  if  no  one  but 
Qe&of  the  same  regiment  could  be  ob- 
*«nied  to  sit  on  a  Court  of  Inquiry.  He 
vonld  move  to  add  at  the  end  of  the 
daaae— 

*Pio?ided  always,  That  any  officer  or  soldier 
y  hiTa  the  same  right  oif  challenge  on  a 
Wtof  Inquirj  as  on  a  court  martial.** 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  pago  38,  at  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add 
the  words  "  Provided  always,  That  any  officer  or 
soldier  shall  have  the  same  right  of  challenge  oa 
a  court  of  inquiry  as  on  a  court  martial.'* — 
(Mty'or  0*Beirne.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  re- 
marked, that,  unfortunately,  the  Amend- 
ment was  not  on  the  Paper,  and  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  not  reached  him  very 
distinctly.  He  understood  his  proposi- 
tion was,  that  there  should  be  a  dis- 
qualification attached  to  persons  who 
might  serve  on  courts  martial.  fAn 
hon.  Member  :  No,  no!  a  right  of  chal- 
lenge in  courts  martial.]  Well,  he 
would  call  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber's attention  to  the  clause  which  gave 
Her  Majesty  power  to  make  rules  of 
procedure.  It  seemed  to  him  nothing 
could  be  more  proper  or  pertinent  to  the 
rule  of  procedure  than  to  make  such 
regulations  as  that  to  which  he  had 
alluded.  It  had  always  been  the  policy 
and  practice  in  regard  to  courts  marti^ 
that  no  one  who  had  any  interest  what-* 
ever  in  the  proceedings  should  sit  upon 
them.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  spirit 
in  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
moved  his  Amendment  was  perfectly  cor- 
rect, and  quite  according  to  precedent ; 
and  he  had  not  the  slightest  doubt  that 
any  rules  of  procedure  which  were  made 
would  be  in  such  a  form  as  would  entirely 
meet  the  objection  ho  had  raised. 

Major  O'BEIRNE  apologized  for  not 
having  his  Amendment  on  the  Paper; 
but  as  these  Eules  regarding  Courts  of 
Inquiry  were  only  put  into  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  that  morning,  he  could 
not,  of  course,  formulate  his  Amendment 
earlier.  The  more  he  read  these  rules 
the  more  incomplete  they  appeared. 
For  instance,  he  should  like  to  make  an 
Amendment  that  the  charges  to  be  in- 
quired into  should  be  placed  in  the 
hands  of  any  officer  at  least  a  fortnight 
before  the  Court  assembled.  He  under- 
stood the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man to  say  that  his  Amendment  would 
be  one  of  the  rules  of  the  Court. 

Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINCK  said, 
when  the  whole  subject  was  thrown 
open,  no  doubt,  this  would  be  considered 
among  other  things. 

Mr.  monk  understood  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  on  the  whole,  to 
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accept  this  proposal ;  but  he  thought  it 
would  be  very  much  better,  if  that  were 
the  case,  that  the  Amendment  should  be 
added  to  the  Bill.  As  an  officer  had  a 
right  of  challenge  on  a  court  martial,  it 
was  only  reasonable  that  he  should  have 
the  same  on  a  Court  of  Inquiry. 

Major  NOLAN  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  either  put  this  into  the  Bill 
or  agree  to  put  it  into  the  regulations 
they  were  about  to  issue.  It  was  not 
sufficient  to  say  that  the  Amendment 
should  be  considered.  The  instance 
given  was  a  proof  of  the  necessity  for 
the  rule,  for  if  the  brother-in-law  of  an 
accuser  was  presiding  at  a  court  martial 
the  person  accused  should  certainly  have 
a  right  of  challenge.  That  right  was 
not  absolute.  It  only  allowed  the  ac- 
cused to  object  to  a  particular  man,  and 
then  the  majority  would  decide  whether 
he  was  to  sit  or  not. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
in  what  shape  these  rules  would  come 
before  them  for  approval,  and  whether 
he  could  propose  Amendments  in  them, 
and  when  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY  replied,  that  he 
could  only  answer  the  question  inferen- 
tially.  This  power  of  laying  rules 
before  Parliament  was  taken  in  many 
Acts ;  and  these  rules  would,  of  course, 
be  open  to  challenge  in  the  same  way  as 
any  others.  He  had  given  an  under- 
taking that  these  rules  should  be  laid 
before  Parliament,  and,  as  a  conse- 
quence, the  Memorandum  circulated  that 
morning  was  issued;  but  the  others  were 
not  yet  finished,  for  he  had  not,  in  fact, 
had  time  to  complete  them,  and  until 
they  were  complete  they  would,  of 
course,  adhere  to  the  existing  mode  of 
procedure.  He  had,  however,  sent  them 
out  in  this  form  with  the  Votes.  It 
was  a  mere  Memorandum  of  what  he 
hoped  to  do  and  what  form  he  thought 
they  should  take.  With  regard  to  this 
point  of  challenge,  he  was  afraid  that 
would  be  doing  what  he  was  always 
afraid  of — ^namely,  making  too  much  of 
these  Courts  of  Inquiry.  They  were 
merely  Courts  to"  come  to  conclusions 
about  facts*;  and  they  ought  not  to  have, 
and  he  did  not  want  them  to  have,  any 
control,  directly  or  indirectly,  over  opi- 
nions. To  give  a  right  of  challenge 
would  be  making  them  too  much  like 
courts  martial ;  and,  therefore,  he  could 
give  no  pledge  that  he  could  introduce 
them  into  the  rules.    At  the  same  time, 
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he  thought  it  perfectly  right  and  fair 
that  any  officer  mixed  up  with  the  ques- 
tion  should  not  be  one  of  those  to  decide 
what  the  facts  were.  Whether  he  would 
put  that  in  the  form  of  a  rule  he  oould 
not  exactly  say. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  con- 
sidered  this  a  most  unsatisfactory  state 
of  thines.    A  large  number  of  Members 
were  of  opinion  that  Courts  of  Inquiry, 
as  conducted  for  the  last  25  years,  oaeht 
no  longer  to  exist,  or,  if  left  at  all,  that 
they  ought  to  be  put  under  proper  regu- 
lations ;  but  by  the  statement  now  made 
Parliament  was  to  have  no  control  over 
the  regulations  whatever.    He  certainly 
should  support   the    Amendment  that 
officers  should  be  liable  to  challenge. 
If  these  Courts  were  to  be  recognized  as 
Courts,   as  they  were  by  this  Amend- 
ment,   this  Memorandum    was  of  no 
earthly  value  to  them  as  Members  of 
Parliament,  for  they  could  not  alter  it; 
if  it  was  merely  laid  on  the  Table  thej 
would  have  no  opportunities  of  altering 
it.     In  two  points  it  was  very  objeotion- 
able.    It  did  not  provide  that  the  officer 
or  soldier  should  have  a  copy,  or  see  the 
instructions  under  which  the  Court  was 
held ;  and,  therefore,^he  had  no  means 
of  knowing  what  the  investigation  was 
about,  or  what  steps  he  should  take  to 
meet  the  implied  accusation  against  him; 
and,  next,  it  was  not  provided  that  the 
officer  or  soldier  concerned  should  knov 
the  result  of  the  inquiry.    That  was  one 
thing  which  officers  felt  most  keenly— 
that  they  should  be  brought   into  a 
public  Court,  subjected  to  an  investiga- 
tion,  and  yet  should  not  know  the  resuti 
and  that  it  should  be  locked  in  the  oup- 
boards  of    the  officials  and  never  oo 
known.     He  wished  to  move  Amend- 
ments to  that  clause ;  but  by  the  course 
now  proposed  he  would  have  no  opp(N> 
tunity  of  doing  so.     He  should,  there- 
fore, certainly  support  the  Amendment 
Mr.    BRISTOWE    understood   that 
these  words  were  inserted  in  fulfilment  ol 
a  pledge  given  on  a  previous  ocoaaioii; 
but  he  by  no  means  understood  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  promiN 
anything  more.     These  Courts  were  to 
be  governed  by  rules  and  regulatioof 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Geft- 
tleman,  and  they  were  to  be  laid  on  the 
Table,  and  so  be  subject  to  Parliament 
They  would  surely  be  making  a  mat 
mistake  by  introducing  into  wis  dauio 
anything  in  the  nature  of  procedure; 
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nd,  ikerefore,  he  did  hope  that  the  hon. 
ind  gallant  Qentleman  would  not  go  to 
iDiTuion,  because  the  Amendment  was 
ilfiiHj  directed  to  a  point  of  procedure, 
utd  nothing  elae. 

]£ajoe  NOLAN  was  surprised  the 
iuBL  and  learned  Member  <ud  not  see 
ifae  extraordinary  inconsequence  of  his 
tanarks.  They  were  told  that  they  were 
to  treat  Coarta  of  Inquiry  exactly  as 
XNnti  martial  had  been  treated,  and  that 
ifter  they  had  carefully  provided  for  the 
ralee  of  courts  martial ;  and,  therefore, 
looozding  to  his  own  arrament,  they 
nght  carefiiUy  to  provide  a  right  of 
ihallenge  in  Courts  of  Inquiry.  Not 
inly  was  this  the  proper  place  to  move 
this,  but  it  was  the  only  place.  His 
iniL  and  gallant  Friend  (Major  O'Beirne) 
bad  very  handsomely  oGfered  not  to 
prosB  his  Amendment  if  what  he  desired 
vaa  inserted  in  the  reg^ulations ;  and  if 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
»a]d  not  accept  that,  he  certainly  should 
idfiae  his  hon.  Friend  to  go  to  a  Di- 
rinm. 

8ni  HENEY  HAVELOOK  said,  he 
Und  to  pass  the  Bill ;  but  the  point 
DOW  laised  was  a  very  grave  one  indeed, 
going,  not  only  to  the  principle  of  the 
raesdon,  but  also  to  the  very  root  of  the 
imendnient  which  he  himself  proposed 
on  Gkuse  43.  He  had  heard  with  very 
^kaX  astonishment  that  the  pledge  given 
Inm  several  weeks  ago  that  the  principle 
)f  challenge  as  reg^arded  Courts  of  In- 
loiiy  was  not  to  be  allowed.  This  was 
)  principle  which  must  be  admitted  ;  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  it  would  be  inserted 
aitlier  in  the  Regulations  or  in  the  body 
)f  the  Bill.  It  was  a  principle  for  which 
i«  always  had  contended,  and  certainly 
ilwajs  would  contend. 

8tt  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  observed, 
liat  it  would  be  extremely  difficult  to 
(ire  a  right  of  challenge  when  there 
night  be  nobody  to  challenge,  for,  if 
ireiybody  exercised  it,  it  would  be  im- 
pMble.  It  was  also  totally  impossible 
^  any  rules  could  be  introduced  into 
Ui  particular  section ;  and  he  would, 
lieiefore,  suggest  that  the  section  should 
)o  allowed  to  pass,  and  that  hon.  Mem- 
tts  who  wished  to  introduce  rules 
^d  introduce  them  in  the  Schedule 
tf  the  Bin. 

Hajob  O'BEIBNE  did  not  intend  to 
nthdiaw  his  Amendment,  as  the  Judge 
Uvocate  General  (Mr.  Cavendish  Ben- 
iaek)  had  himself  admitted  that  what 


he  asked  was  only  reasonable.  As 
the  Government  would  give  no  pro- 
mise that  this  right  would  be  included 
in  the  Eules,  there  was  nothing  for  it 
but  to  take  a  Division. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GOEDON  begged 
to  call  attention  to  paragraph  6  of  the 
proposed  regulations,  which  was  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  Whenever  any  inquiry  affects  the  character 
of  an  officer  or  soldier,  full  opportunity  must  be 
afforded  such  officer  or  soldier  of  being  present 
throughout  the  inquiry,  and  of  making  any 
statement  he  may  wish  to  make,  and  of  cross- 
examining  any  witness  whose  evidence,  in  his 
opinion,  affects  his  character,  and  of  producing 
any  witnesses  in  defence  of  his  character." 

It  constantly  happened  that  an  officer 
was  ordered,  to  appear  before  a  court 
martial,  and  these  were  the  cases  in 
which  a  right  to  challenge  was  contem- 
plated. Surely,  when  a  man  was  ordered 
to  appear,  that  his  conduct  or  character 
might  be  inquired  into,  it  was  most 
necessary  that  his  case  should  come 
before  officers  who  had  no  previous 
knowledge  of  the  matter.  The  conces- 
sion asked  ought  to  be  conceded,  for  if 
it  were  not,  Courts  of  Inquiry  would  be 
ten  times  worse  than  they  were  before. 

Majob  NOLAN  understood  that  this 
clause  had  been  introduced  in  order  to 
deal  with  complaints  of  officers  and 
soldiers.  [Colonel  Stanley  :  Not  en- 
tirely.] At  any  rate,  the  Government 
had  made  this  alteration  in  consequence 
of  the  discussions  and  complaints  which 
Courts  of  Inquiry  gave  rise  to.  As  to 
what  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  had  said,  the 
right  of  challenge  was  not  absolute,  and 
only  such  challenges  were  allowed  as  the 
Courts  considered  fair. 

Colonel  ALEXANDEE  observed, 
that  the  great  defect  of  these  rules  was 
that  there  was  no  guarantee,  in  the  event 
of  a  Court  of  Inquiry  finding  an  adverse 
verdict  to  an  officer,  that,  before  his  re- 
moval j&om  the  Army,  he  should  have  a 
court  martial.  Such  an  Amendment  as 
that  was  very  necessary,  in  order  to 
prevent  a  person  being  practically  re- 
moved from  the  Army,  as  the  result  of 
a  Court  of  Inquiry ;  but  nothing  was 
said  about  his  right  to  demand  a  court 
martial;  in  fact,  there  was  nothing  in 
the  rules  to  prevent  an  officer  being 
summarily  removed.  Courts  of  Inquiry 
should  be  something  similar  to  a  Grand 
Jury,  for  the  purpose  of  informing  a 
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oommandin^  officer  whether  a  primd 
fade  case  had  or  had  not  been  made 
out. 

Sib  ALEXANDER  GORDON  re- 
gretted  that  he  was  not  in  the  House  at 
the  proper  time,  or  he  would  have  moved 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
thought  the  point  raised  was  not  really 
a  question  of  procedure ;  it  was  a  ques- 
tion of  the  practical  rights  of  an  officer, 
and  of  his  being  prevented  from  being 
dismissed  from  Her  Majesty's  Service. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  understood 
the  procedure  was  defective. 

Mr.  CAMPBELL  -  BANNERMAN 
replied  that  he  was  quite  in  favour  of 
what  an  hon.  Member  proposed,  and  he 
did  not  know  whether  the  manner  in 
which  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Major  O'Beirne) 
proposed  to  carry  it  out  was  the  best. 
He  could  not  see,  either,  what  it  had  to 
do  with  this  clause,  which  was  merely  a 
clause  giving  power  to  make  rules  of 
procedure.  If  this  Amendment  were  to 
DO  made,  it  certainly  should  be  made  in 
a  separate  clause,  declaring  that  no  man, 
as  the  result  of  a  Court  of  Inquiry, 
should  be  dismissed  from  the  Service 
without  having  the  right  to  demand  a 
court  martial.  It  was  not  for  that  House 
to  pitchfork  things  which  did  not  belong 
to  a  clause  into  it ;.  and  he,  therefore, 
thought  the  Amendment  out  of  place, 
though  he  did  not  all  dispute  the  im- 
port»ice  of  the  point  raised. 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  said,  they 
were  now  really  discussing  the  clause 
proposed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Sunderland  (Sir  Henry  Havelock), 
on  page  27,  **  Redress  of  wrongs.'*  It 
would  be  more  in  Order  if  they  waited 
till  they  got  to  that  clause. 

Sir  henry  HAVELOCK  explained, 
that  he  proposed  to  insert  that  between 
10  and  1 1 .  He  perfectly  agreed  that  in 
these  Rules  regulating  dourts  of  Inquiry 
there  should  be  some  recogpution  of  the 
principle  of  the  right  of  challenge ;  and 
also  that  Courts  of  Inquiry  shomd  never 
be  used  in  substitution  for  courts  mar- 
tial, nor  that  the  accused  should  be 
debarred  from  the  right  to  a  court  mar- 
tial for  his  own  justification.  He  might 
point  out  that  this  did  not  in  the  least 
debar  the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown, 
even  after  a  court  martial,  to  dismiss  an 
aooused  person,  if  it  should  think  fit, 
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without  assigning  any  reason  therefor. 
By  his  proposal,  he  granted  both  the 
rights  of  the  Crown  and  of  the  indi- 
vidual. The  point  for  which  he  oon- 
tended  was  that  the  principle  of  the 
right  of  challenge  shomd  be  introduoed 
into  the  body  of  these  rules  as  well  as 
into  the  body  of  the  Bill.  It  was  quite 
possible  that  the  course  suggested,  of 
inserting  it  in  the  new  clause,  might  be 
the  best.  He  would  leave  it  to  the  ri^ht 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  decide 
that.  He  maintained  that  every  offioer 
should  have  the  right  of  a  court  martial, 
for  even  that  would  not  debar  the  right 
of  the  Crown  subsequently  to  dismiBB 
him  if  it  chose. 

Colonel  STANLEY  did  not  think,  in 
the  discussion  of  the  1st  of  May,  that 
he  ever  bound  himself  absolutely  to 
carry  out  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Sun- 
derland. He  explained  his  views  at  the 
time,  and  promised,  as  far  as  possible, 
to  carry  them  out.  With  regard  to  this 
question  of  the  right  of  challenge  being 
inserted  in  these  rules,  his  answer  was 
that  these  rules  and  regulations  would 
be  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House,  and 
Parliament  would  then  have  an  oppor- 
tunity of  making  a  Motion  upon  them, 
or  of  making  any  Amendments  it  chose. 
With  regard  to  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Sir  Heniy 
Havelock),  of  which  he  had  spoken,  that 
seemed  to  divide  itself  natunoly  into  two 
parts.  The  first  part  was  already  prac- 
tically included  in  the  regulations,  while 
the  second  part  raised  a  question  of  vast 
importance.  With  regard  to  that,  when 
they  came  to  the  clause,  he  would  ask 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  strike 
out  the  first  part  of  it ;  and,  with  regard 
to  the  second,  to  put  it  before  the  Com- 
mittee, and  leave  it  to  their  judgment. 
The  Committee  had  already  agreed  to  a 
provision  which  gave  the  Secretary  of 
State  power  to  frame,  from  time  to  time, 
rules  of  procedure  for  Courto  of  Inquiry, 
and  he  had  laid  upon  the  Table  a  Me- 
morandum showing  what  his  views  were 
upon  the  matter.  He  had,  therefore, 
given  the  Committee  aU  the  information 
which  he  could  with  respect  to  it ;  and 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  the  pro- 
gress of  the  Bill  was  being  delayed  by 
the  discussion  of  the  regulations  at  the 
present  moment.  Those  regulations 
could  not  bo  introduced  into  &e  Bill ; 
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but  ▼hen  it  became  law  tbey  would  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  both  Houses  of 
Fariiament,  andampleopportunitj  would 
thoB  be  afforded  for  criticizmg  them. 
On  the  Beport  it  would,  of  course,  be 
open  to  any  hon  Member  to  support  the 
words  of  the  clause  as  thej  stood,  or  to 
iDO?e  that  they  be  omitted. 

8iB  HENRY  HAVELOCK  contended 
that  there  ought,  in  the  interests  of  the 
Serrice,  to  be  a  statutory  recognition  of 
Coorts  of  Inquiry. 

8iB  ALEXANDER  GORDON  said, 
he  did  not  think  the  answer  which  had 
bem  given  by  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  to  the  hon.  and  gaJlant  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Sunderland  (Sir 
Heniy  Havelock)  was  at  all  satisfactory. 
It  was  all  very  well  to  say  that  it  would 
be  open  to  any  hon.  Member  to  criticize 
the  roles  when  they  were  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  ;  but  a  private 
Member  would  find  it  impossible  to  ob- 
tain a  day  for  the  discussion  of  any 
Amendment  which  he  might  move  pro- 
posing their  rejection.  The  present  was, 
he  contended,  the  proper  occasion  to 
diflCQBs  the  rudes.  The  Bill,  as  he  had 
repeatedly  said,  contained  some  very 
wrere  provisions,  and  would  take  away 
from  the  soldier  various  little  privileges 
vhich  he  had  hitherto  enjoyed.  It 
vmddnot  be  right,  therefore,  he  thought, 
to  deprive  them  of  a  protection  which 
they  now  had  undftr  the  Articles  of  War 
which  dealt  with  Courts  of  Inquiry. 

8iE  WILLIAM  HAECOURT  said, 
the  Qovemment  ought  to  give  the  Com- 
mittee some  more  distinct  information 
than  they  had  as  yet  done  as  to  whether 
they  meant  to  deal  with  Courts  of  In- 
qniiy  in  the  Bill  or  not.  If  they  in- 
tended to  do  so,  they  ought  to  say  so  at 
<Hice;  if  they  did  not,  then  they  had 
tHowed  three  hours  to  be  wasted,  simply 
because  they  had  not  thought  proper  to 
let  the  Committee  know  what  was  their 
policy  in  the  matter.  A  fatal  mistake 
had,  in  his  opinion,  been  made  by  the 
Goremment  in  introducing  into  the 
datwe  the  words  **  Courts  of  Inquiry." 
If  those  Courts  were  to  be  made  the 
nbject  of  legislation  in  the  Bill,  then  it 
vonld  be  necessary  to  provide  as  com- 
plete a  machinery  for  them  as  for  courts 
ourtial.  He,  for  one,  must  protest 
^nst  the  way  in  which  the  question 
vie  being  dealt  with  by  the  Government ; 
ud  he  would  point  out  to  them  that  if 
^^i  at  the  eleventh  hour,  they  were 


determined  to  legislate  for  Courts  of 
Inquiry,  it  would  be  impossible  to  go  on 
witik  the  Bill.  Ho  thought  the  Govern- 
ment had  accepted  the  principle  that 
those  Courts  should  be  dealt  with  by  re- 
gulation ;  but  now  there  was  an  Amend- 
ment, in  which  the  words  "Courts  of 
Inquiry"  appeared  for  the  first  time, 
and  everybody  was  asking  what  they 
were ;  but  to  that  question  no  answer 
had  been  given.  It  was  to  introduce 
absolute  confusion  into  the  Bill,  he 
maintained,  to  make  those  Courts  the 
subject  of  statutory  enactment.  He 
hoped,  at  all  events,  that  in  the  interest  of 
the  progress  of  the  Bill  the  Government 
would,  without  further  delay,  frankly 
tell  the  Committee  what  they  really  pro- 
posed to  do  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  there  was  no 
intention  on  the  part  of  those  who 
framed  the  Bill  to  legislate  by  Statute 
for  Courts  of  Inquiry.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir  Henry 
Havelock),  however,  wanted  to  have  the 
rules  relating  to  them  placed  in  the 
Schedule  of  the  Bill;  but  that  was  a 
proposition  which  he  did  not  think  the 
Committee  would  act  wisely  in  adopting, 
and  his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  never 
given  it  his  sanction.  When  the  rules 
were  laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House 
there  would  be  ample  opportunity  for 
discussing  them,  and  making  a  Motion, 
if  that  should  be  deemed  expedient,  for 
their  modification  or  rejection ;  but  if 
they  were  embodied  in  the  Bill,  the 
result  would  be  something  like  a  dead- 
lock, from  time  to  time,  in  deah'ng  with 
matters  which  ought  to  be  the  subject 
of  a  more  elastic  mode  of  treatment. 
He  quite  concurred  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ox- 
ford (Sir  William  Harcourt)  that  it 
would  be  v^y  undesirable  to  constitute 
Courts  of  Inquiry  by  the  Bill. 

Sir  HENliY  HAVELOCK  said,  that 
the  observations  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman who  just  sat  down,  and  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Oxford,  had  come  somewhat  too  late, 
for,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  introduced  into  the 
Bill  words  which  gave  a  statutory  re- 
cognition to  Courts  of  Inquiry ;  and  he 
should  like  to  ask  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford,  in  the  interests  of 
the  Army,  on  what  principle  it  was  that 
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lie  was  so  anxious  that  Courts  of  Inquiry 
should  be  ignored  in  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  A8SHET0N  OEOSS  said,  the 
Committee  were  now,  he  thought,  in  a 
position  to  decide  the  question  whether 
Courts  of  Inquiry  should  be  dealt  with 
in  the  Bill  or  not.  That  question  was 
raised  by  the  Amendment  which  pro- 
posed that  soldiers  should  have  the 
same  right  of  challenge  in  regard  to 
those  courts  as  was  eiven  them  in  the 
case  of  a  court  martiu. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  there 
was  no  recognition  either  in  the  Mutiny 
Act  or  the  Articles  of  War  of  Courts  of 
Inquiry,  except  for  the  redress  of 
wrongs.  They  were  mentioned  for  the 
first  time  in  the  Queen's  Eegulations  in 
1868. 

Major  NOLAN  pointed  out  that  it 
was  provided  by  the  Articles  of  War 
that  if  any  non-commissioned  officer  or 
soldier  felt  that  he  had  been  wronged  in 
any  matter  affecting  his  pay  or  clothing, 
he  might  ask  to  have  the  g^evance  of 
which  he  complained  submitted  to  the 
consideration  of  a  regimental  Court  of 
Inquiry. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
the  Articles  of  War  had  not  the  force  of 
a  Statute.  They  were  something  done 
by  the  Queen,  as  it  were,  outside  the 
law.  The  real  point  was  whether  Courts 
of  Inquiry  had  been  recognized  by  the 
Mutiny  Act,  and  his  contention  was  that 
they  had  never  yet  been  recognized  by 
any  Statute.  He  would  advise  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  G-entleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  not  to  allow  him- 
self to  be  led  into  the  supposition  that 
he  was  under  a  pledge  to  anyone  to  in- 
troduce Courts  of  Inquiry  into  the  Bill. 
Although  the  Committee  could  not  alter 
what  had  been  done  already,  they  ought 
not,  in  his  opinion,  to  go  further  in  the 
same  direction  by  adopting  the  Amend- 
ment now  under  discussion,  containing, 
as  it  did,  the  words  "Courts  of  In 
quiry 


)> 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  :  —  Ayes  50  ; 
Noes  165  :  Majority  115.  —  (Div.  list, 
No.  162.) 

Mr.  PABNELL  said,  some  words 
ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  added  at  the 
end  of  the  clause,  similar  to  those  which, 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department 

Sir  Henry  Bavelock 


was  aware,  were  to  be  found  in  the 
Factory  Act,  providing  that  the  rules 
which,  under  the  operaBon  of  the  clause, 
would  have  to  be  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment, should  be  on  the  Table  for  40 
days,  so  that  they  might  be  subject  to 
Parliamentary  revision.  There  was,  of 
course,  no  necessity  for  inserting  those 
words  on  that  occasion ;  but  their  inser- 
tion might  be  moved  on  the  Report. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CBOSS  said,  it  was 
expected  that  the  present  Bill  would 
come  into  operation  in  the  very  next 
week,  and  that  it  might  be  impossible  to 
allow  the  rules  framed  in  connection 
with  it  to  lie  on  the  Table  for  40  days, 
inasmuch  as  Parliament  might  not  sit 
for  so  long  a  period.  The  point  to  which 
the  hon.  Member  had  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Committee  was  one  which 
could  be  discussed  on  the  Report. 

Mr.  PABNMjL  said,  he  did  not  mean 
to  contend  that  the  rules  should  not 
come  into  operation  until  they  had  been 
on  the  Table  of  the  House  for  40  days. 
Those  rules,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  must  be  aware,  would  come 
into  operation  from  the  time  they  were 
made  by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 
In  the  same  way,  the  rules  connected  with 
the  Factory  Act  and  the  Prisons  Act 
came  into  operation  as  soon  as  they  were 
issued.  But  what  he  desired  was  that 
Parliament  should  have  the  right  to 
annul  the  rules  made  by  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  under  the  present  Bill 
if  it  should  think  fit  to  do  so,  and  in  the 
event  of  their  being  annulled  by  Parlia- 
ment they  should  cease  to  be  valid. 

CoLOiTBL  ARBUTHNOT  said,  that 
all  the  rules  and  regulations  in  con- 
nection with  the  Army  were  embodied 
in  a  Royal  Warrant,  and  circulated 
throughout  the  Army.  An  answer  which 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Secretarv  of  State  for  War  had 
given  to  a  Question  which  he  (Colonel 
Arbuthnot)  had  put  to  him  would, 
perhaps,  be  the  most  convincing  proof 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Pamell)  could  have  that  it  was  quite 
open  to  the  House  to  bring  about  a 
change  of  the  rules  in  question  imme- 
diately after  they  appeared.  The  answer 
to  which  he  aJluded  referred  to  a  regu- 
lation, with  regard  to  which  he  had 
thought  it  his  duty  to  make  a  Motion  in 
that  House,  on  which  occasion  the  Se* 
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eietuy  of  State  for  War  gaye  way ;  bo  Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  wished,  in 

thit  it  was  quite  dear  it  was  in  the  the   absence    of   his   hon.  Friend  the 

power  of  hon.  Members  to  bring  about  MeinberforMayo(Mr.  O'Connor  Power), 

an  alteration  in  any  rules  which  might  to  move  an  Amendment  which  stood  on 

be  made. the  Paper  in  his  name.    He  himself 

Sib  ALEXANDEE  GOEDON  asked  had  ^ven  Notice  of  an  Amendment  on 
for  an  explanation  of  the  words  in  the  the  clause  which  stood  lower  down  on 
daose— *'  All  rules  made  in  pursuance  the  Paper,  and  which  related  to  a  differ- 
of  this  section  shall  be  judicialljnoticed."  ent  point.     The  Amendment  of  his  hon. 
By  the  present  Mutiny  Act  it  was  pro-  Friend  the  Member  for  Mayo  had  for 
Tided  that  the  Bules  and  Ee^ulations  its  object  to'provide  that  a  lunatic  soldier, 
made  by  the  Sovereign  should  be  taken  when  discharged  from  the  Army,  should 
notice  of  judicially  in  all  Courts  what-  be  sent  to  a  lunatic  asylum,  instead  of 
erer,  and  that  copies  of  them,  printed  being  made  a  burden  upon  the  rates, 
by  the  Queen's  printer,  should,  as  soon  The  Committee  were,  perhaps,  aware  a 
u  might  be,  be  sent  by  the  Secretary  of  very  considerable  change  had  been  pro- 
State  to  the  Judges  of  Her  Majesty's  posed  by  the  Select  Committee  which 
Superior  Courts  in  London,  Dublin,  and  sat  upstairs  to  consider  the  whole  ques- 
Edinburgh.  No  provision  was,  however,  tion  of  poor  removal  with  respect  to  the 
made  in  the  clause  under  discussion  for  Law  of  Settlement.    He  was  informed  by 
sending  the  rules  framed  under  it  to  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member 
the  Judges ;  and  he  should  like,  there-  for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  that 
fore,  to  know  how  those  learned  persons  that  Committee  had,  practically,  agreed 
were  to  have  judicial  cognizance  of  them,  to  a  Eeport  in  which  they  recommended 
md  with  what  object  the  words  of  the  that  the  Law  of  Settlement  should  be 
Mntmy   Act    were    omitted    from    the  abolished,  and  that  any  person  who  hap- 
dause  ?  pened  to  become  a  pauper  in  any  locality, 
Thb   ATTOENEY  GENEEAL   (Sir  no  matter  what  length  of  time  he  might 
JoHH  Holker)  said,  that  all  Courts  of  have  resided  there,   should  be  entitled 
JoBtice  were  supposed  cogpiizants  of  an  to  relief  in  the  Union  of  that  locality.  If 
Act    of   Parliament,    and    that    rules  their  recommendation  were  not  acted 
framed  under  the  operation  of  the  Act  upon,  so  much  the  worse  would  it  bo,  in 
would  have  the  force  of  an  Act  of  Par-  his  opinion.  But  the  Government,  under 
liament.  the  present  clause,  took  power  to  send  a 
Sm  ALEXANDEE  GOEDON  said,  lunatic  soldier  on  his  discharge  to  the 
that  the  Committee    upstairs  were  of  parish  in  which  it  was  stated  in  his 
opinion  that  they  ought  not  to  have  the  attestation  paper  that  he  had  been  bom, 
same  authority  as  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  to  send  his  wife  or  child  with  him. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agre$d  to.  Now,  a  very  great  innovation  was  sought 
^  to  bo  introduced  by  that  provision,  bo- 
Clauae  72  TAppomtment  and  power  of  ^ause,  in  accordance  with  it,  a  soldier 
prwost  marshal)  Btruck  out.  ^ouj^  l^e  sent,  not  to  the  place  in  which 
Clauae  87  (DeHvery  of  soldier  on  dis-  ^®  "^'^^^  ^*^«  acquired  a  settlement,  or 
diapge  with  his  wife  or  child  at  work-  migbt  have  spent  the  greater  p^^^^ 
bouse,   or    of    dangerous     lunatic    at  life,  but  to  the  place  of  his  birth ;  and 
jgy|yjjj\                     ^  assuming    that    the    attestation    paper 

a«.  rp-n/NTk/^i-ci    i^  A  tr-o-o-ciT  X             j  would  corroctly   state  what  that  place 

SiK  GEOBGE   CAMPBEM.  moved  ^^  ^^^  \^^^^  ^^^d  enable  the 

fte  onuMion  m  page  47,  hne  36,  of  the  Government  not  to  carry  out  the  existing 

word. "or  otherwise."     The  clause  he  j^^  ^j^j^  ^^  ^^  ^  paupers,  but  to  do 

Wd,  gare  power  to  a  Secretary  of  State  Bo„,ething  entirely  different.     He  would 

toouue  a  soldier  on  his  discharge,  on  ^^  j^^seive  that  the  Committee  were 

Mcount  of  lunacy    or  otherwise,  to  be  j^  ignorance  of  what  the  law  of  he 

wt  to  the  parish  m  which  his  attesta-  ^^^^^^  might  be  with  respect  to  the 

bon  paper  showed  that  he  had  been  removal  of  paupers;    and  he  thought 

iwn,  and  the  words       or  otherwise '  ^^^   totally  irrespective  of  the  general 

wmed  to  him  to  be  so  vague  that  it  j^^  ^^  ^he    subject,   the    Government 

ns  not  desirable  they  should  be  re-  ^     ,  ^    ^    establish    lunatic    asylums 

ttmed  in  the  dause.  ^^^^^  hma.<&<i  soldiers  might  be  taken 

Amendment  agreti  to.  care  of  at  the  expense  of  the  State, 
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England  or  Irolttnd 
3  which  poreons  settled  in 
ived,  uid  in  Hcotland  to  the 
F  euch  pariali,  ah&U  be  re- 
er  or  other  proper  officer  of 
Euch  inspector  of  poor,  aa 
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OtherwiBB,  a  very  heavy  chaise  might  be 
imposed  oa  the  local  rates  of  a  parish 
vluch  had  in  no  way  heen  benefited  by 
the  soldier  during  the  best  years  of  hie 
life.  He  begged  to  more,  in  page  47, 
line  37,  after  "  disoharge,"  to  leave  out 
to  "  discharged,"  inclusive,  in  page  48, 
line  7,  and  insert — 

3  s  militarj  asjlnm  provided 
-'  militiTf  lunal'""   -~'  """ 
Bitch  Boldietmi 
the  parish  in  the  United  Kingdom 
■ppeoTB  from  his  attestation  paper 
attested,  and  such  wife  or  child,  if  delivered 
after  reasonable  m 
at  the  o-orkhouse  i 
such  pariah  are  reo 
inspector  of  poor  i 
Geived  bv  the  mas 
■Qch  workhouse,  oi 
the  case  may  be." 

The  CHAIEMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  Amendment,  as  moved  by  the  hon. 
Member,  was  informal,  as  there  vas  do 
auoh  word  as  "discharged"  which  he 
proposed  to  omit  in  line  7. 

Mr.  FABNELL  said,  that  in  that  case 
he  wonld  at  the  proper  time  move  the 
Amendment  which  stood  on  the  Paper  in 
his  own  name. 

Coi^NEL  STANLEY  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  which  would, 
he  thought,  meet  the  case,  for  he  had  no 
wish  to  stereotype  under  the  Bill  any- 
thing which  might  be  inconsistent  with 
existing  statutes  on  the  subject  of  the 
Bettlement  of  paupers;  and  he,  therefore, 
proposed  that  a  Secretary  of  State  might, 
if  be  thought  proper,  send  a  lunatic 
soldier  to  the  parish  or  union  to  which 
he  was  removable.  With  that  view  he 
begged  to  move,  in  page  47,  line  38, 
after  "parish,"  to  leave  out  to  "and," 
in  line  3,  page  48,  and  insert — 

"  Or  nnion  to  which  under  the  rtatntes  for  the 
time  being  in  force  he  appears,  from  the  state- 
ments  made  in  hia  attestation  paper  and  other 
available  informatioD,  '    ' 


He  wished  to  point  out, 
proposal  which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  the 
nameof  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo,  thatit 
was  open  to  the  objection  that  it  would 
make  a  lunatic  soldier,  even  though  he 
happened  to  have  been  in  the  Service  only 
for  a  single  day,  chargeable  on  the  mili- 
tary for  the  whole  of  his  life. 

Mr.  O'SULLIVAN  contended  that  it 
vas  not  fair  to  send  a  lunatic  soldier  to  a 
workhouse,  where  he  was  sore  to  be  badly 
treated.  There  were  in  workhouses  no 
proper  staff  to  take  oare  of  a  person  so 
Mr.  Parndl 


dtnated,  and  if  he  were  allowed  to  vox 
among  the  ordinary  paupers  the  ptobt- 
bility  was  that  his  malady  would  groir 
worse.  He  would  suggest,  therefore, 
that  a  lunatic  soldier  should  on  his  dit- 
charge  be  sent  to  the  lunatic  aqrlum  of 
the  county  to  which  he  belonged.  Hii 
wife  or  child  might  be  sent  to  the  work- 
Ma.  8CLATEE-B00TH  said,  that  w 
the  law  stood  a  pauper  was  liable  to  be 
removed  to  a  certain  parish  or  union; 
but  that  power  was  now  proposed  to  b« 
taken  to  remove  a  lunatic  pauper  directly 
to  the  asylum  attached  to  the  workhonw 
of  that  particular  parish  or  union. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWEK  regretted 
that,  owing  to  some  mistake,  the  Amend- 
ment which  stood  on  the  Paper  in  hit 
name  could  not  be  put  &om  the  Ghur; 
but  if  be  rightly  understood  what  bsd 
fallen  from  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  he  was  prepared  to  concede  tb 
principle  for  which  he  (Mr.  O'Conaor 
Power)  was  contending,  which  was  tbil 
a  lunatic  soldier  on  his  discharge  from 
the  Army  should  not  be  sent  to  a  work- 
house, either  of  the  parish  in  whidikt 
wasbomorin  which  he  had  bean  attested, 
but  that,  as  a  married  man.  he  ibottM 
be  regarded  as  the  ward  of  the  Stats. 
It  bad  been  su^ested  by  the  rigU 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  W- 
cretary  of  State  for  War  that  it  wai, 
technically,  scarcely  open  to  a  priviti 
Member  to  move  an  Amendment  whisk 
would  involve  an  increase  of  the  MilitUT 
Estimates ;  but  that  was  a  very  sow 
reason  why  the  right  hon.  and  gallut 
Gentleman  should  take  the  matter  iDtD  ' 
his  own  hands.  The  proposal  of  tbi 
right  hoQ.  and  gallant  Gentleman  mi 
certainly  an  improvement  on  the  duN 
as  it  stood ;  but  the  point  raised  by  hii 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power  b)  Amendment  m» 
whether  it  was  not  the  proper  course  to 
pursue  to  send  a  lunatic  soldier  to  a  mili- 
tary asylum  after  he  had  become  brokn 
down  in  the  service  of  hie  country,  in- 
stead of  sending  him  to  the  parish  voik- 
house  for  relief,  or  to  the  local  lunitit 
asylum  connected  with  it. 

Ma,  SULLIVAN  shared  with  tk» 
hon.  Member  for  Mayo  the  Btrong*^ 
objection  to  put  upon  soldiers  of  tht 
Army  the  degradation  of  paupeiiis 
because  they  might  be  visited  wilk 
lunacy.  He  ehoiud  certainly  impi* 
upon  the  Committee  that  it  WM  nn' 
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daBbablo  that  this  additional  stigma 
ihoald  not  be  placed  on  men  serving  in 
the  ranks  of  me  Army.  He  could  see 
no  reason  why  mental  suffering  in  the 
Army  should  be  treated  in  a  degrading 
maimer  any  more  than  other  suffering 
on  the  part  of  soldiers.  He  hoped  his 
hon.  Friend  would  press  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  BAMSAY  thought  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  was 
80  reasonable  as  to  deserve  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  there 
was  no  degradation  to  a  soldier  in 
tending  him  to,  a  workhouse,  where 
ereiyone  acquainted  with  these  estab- 
lishments would  know  he  would  be  well 
taken  care  of.  He  did  not  think  it 
vonld  be  merciful  to  send  a  lunatic 
soldier  to  an  asylum,  perhaps  in  the 
middle  of  England ;  it  would  be  much 
better  to  send  him  to  an  asylum  in  the 
place  he  came  from,  where  he  would  be 
near  his  friends.  Cateru  parihuSf  he 
ohjected  strongly  to  the  creation  of  new 
institations  involving  vast  expense  to 
the  country,  which  would  make  its  ap- 
pearance in  the  Estimates.  He  should 
be  sorry  to  see  the  Military  Estimates 
diarged  with  the  maintenance  of  lunatic 
soldiers  who  had  only  served  a  short 
time ;  hut  in  the  case  where  they  had 
Knedfor  a  long  time,  and  then  lost  their 
nason,  he  certainly  thought  that  the  Mili- 
tar? Estimates  should  bear  the  expense? 

Mb.  BIGGAB  thought  that  the  wife 
tad  child  should  be  sent  to  the  place 
there  the  wife  would  be  chargeable, 
nppofling  she  was  a  widow.  If  the 
wife  was  to  be  sent  to  the  workhouse  at 
>U,  the  best  plan  would  be  to  send  her 
to  the  place  where  she  was  married, 
ttd  where  she  would  probably  be 
vnoQgst  friends.  If  she  was  sent  to  the 
place  where  her  husband  was  attested, 
would  probably  close  her  days  in 
workhoTise.  He  certainly  thought 
&t  the  place  where  the  marriage  took 
place  should  be  chargeable. 

Mr.  p.  MAETIN  said,  under  the 
pvofiaions  of  the  existing  code  even 
roor  Law  authorities  had  no  power  to 
^OTe  a  native  of  Ireland,  who  might 
koome  insane  in  England,  back  to  Ire- 
h&d.  The  clause,  without  some  altera- 
^  of  the  kind  which  was  proposed 
^  an  Amendment  on  the  Paper  in  the 
>>me  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath, 
^(nild  give  the  Secretary  of  State  a 


power  which  at  present  he  did  not  pos- 
sess by  Statute — namely,  to  send  to 
Ireland  a  lunatic  soldier  whose  attesta- 
tion paper  showed  him  to  have  been 
bom  in  Ireland.  He  subi^aitted  that 
this  would  be  unfair  and  unjust.  If 
unfitted  for  service  by  mental  affliction 
the  Military  Estimates  ought  to  bear  the 
cost.  Beason  and  analogy  were  in  fa- 
vour of  the  adoption  by  the  Committee 
of  that  principle.  He  suggested  that 
the  Proviso  standing  in  the  name  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  should  be  added 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  which,  he  thought,  should 
then  be  accepted  without  further  com- 
ment. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  thought  the  words 
as  they  stood  would  cause  injustice 
towards  towns  where  there  were  depot 
centres.  Without  being  able  to  suggest 
what  would  exactly  meet  his  view  of  the 
matter,  he  thought  it  would  be  only 
reasonable  that  some  means  should  be 
adopted  to  prevent  injustice  upon 
parishes. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  the  Amendment 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
appeared  to  him  to  upset  the  whole  of 
the  existing  law.  If  the  proviso  as  to  the 
cost  being  defrayed  by  the  War  Office 
were  added,  the  soldier  woidd  not  be- 
come a  pauper,  but  would  simply  remain 
a  lunatic  in  his  regiment ;  and  if  oven 
the  law  with  regard  to  removability 
were  altered,  and  it  was  declared  that 
he  should  be  entitled  to  relief,  the 
soldier  would  not  be  a  pauper. 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  said,  there 
were  no  powers  now  in  existence  for  tho 
removal  of  soldiers.  The  removal  would 
be  to  the  place  to  which  by  law  for  the 
time  being  the  person  might  be  removed. 
The  attestation  paper  would  give  no 
power  of  removal. 

Mr.  HIBBERT  thought  the  word  *  *  re- 
movable "  objectionable,  and  moved  that 
the  word  '*  chargeable"  be  substituted. 

Amendment  agr€9d  to, 

Mr.  HIBBERT  pointed  out  that  a 
soldier  in  Her  Majesty's  Service  was 
not  a  pauper,  and  could  not,  therefore, 
become  chargeable  unless  he  was  desti- 
tute. He  moved  the  addition  of  the 
words  **  if  he  were  destitute  "  at  the  end 
of  the  Amendment. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
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CoLoiTEL  STANUIT  mored,  in  page 
47,  line  40,  after  the  vord  "puiBh,"  to 
inaert  the  words  "or  union."  Also, 
in  page  48,  line  5,  after  "pariBh,"  to 
insert  "or  union." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FARNELL  said,  there  was  con- 
siderable force  in  the  remark  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'SheughneBBj),  that  a  lunatic  soldier 
ehouldbetaken  back  to  his  native  county, 
vhere  Mb  friends  were,  when  he  would 
probably  be  amongst  friends ;  but  there 
was  no  reason  why  the  revenues  of  that 
county  should  be  charged  with  the  ex- 
pense of  his  maintenance.  It  had,  in  the 
case  of  an  officer,  always  been  the  rule  of 
the  Service  that  if  he  became  insane 
some  allowance  should  be  made  to  him. 
Why,  then,  should  not  this  nde  apply  in 
the  case  of  a  soldier  who  became  insane 
in  the  Service,  perhaps  from  the  effect  of 
climate?  It  would  only  be  fair  to  take 
the  cost  of  his  maintenance  off  the  rates ; 
and,  therefore,  he  begged  to  move  that 
words  be  added  at  the  end  of  the  clause 
to  the  effect  that  the  guardians  of  the 
poor  of  the  union  or  parish  upon  which 
the  cost  of  maintaining  eucn  lunatic, 
or  his  wife,  or  child,  devolved  should 
be  entitled  to  receive  from  the  War 
OfBce  the  cost  so  incurred  ^m  time 
to  time  for  the  support  of  such  person 
or  pereons. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  p^gfi  IB,  at  the  end  of  the  Clanae,  to  add  the 
words  "Provided  always, That  the  guatdUM  ol 
thepoorof  the  union  or  pariah  uponvbichthecost 
of  maintainiiiff  euch  luaatic  or  hia  wife  or  child 
deTolvea,  ehali  he  entitled  to  receive  from  the 
War  Office  the  coat  to  iDciured  from  time  to 
time  tor  the  aupport  of  auch  perton  or  persoaa.' ' 
— (Jfr.  PamtU.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  added." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Famell)  was  at  first  sight 
entitled  to  a  good  deal  of  consideration  ; 
but  he  was  bound  to  point  out  that  the 
circumstances  of  the  case  were  hardly 
such  as  some  hon.  Members  appeared  to 
have  in  their  minds.  The  Qovemment 
would  have  no  difficulty  in  agreeing 
that  the  Estimates  should  be  chai^d 
with  the  cost  of  a  man  who  had  incurred 
illness,  or  suffered  tiom  the  effects  of 


climate  whilst  in  the  service  of  the  Stata; 
but  he  did  not  think  it  would  be  reuoi- 
able  that  this  should  be  the  case  when 
insanity  had  developed  iteelf  in  a  nun 
who  had  served  but  a  short  time  in  tlia 
ranks.  With  regard  to  the  mass  of  thns 
cases,  however,  a  very  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  cost  was  already  paid  by  Qo- 
vemment  under  their  arrangements  in 
connection  with  local  authorities.  F<r 
these  reasons,  and  inasmuch  as  the  pro- 
position required  a  good  deal  of  coo- 
eideration  and  working  out,  and  wonid, 
moreover,  create  a  large  chai^  upon  the 
Military  Estimates,  although,  of  coute, 
the  latter  was  not  a  chief  point  of  objeo- 
tion,  he  did  not  feel  able  to  assent  to  the 
Amendment  proposed  by  ths  hon.  Mem- 
ber. 

Majok  NOLAN  wished  to  amsnd  the 
proposed  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Mes- 
ber  for  Meath  (Mr.  Famell)  in  a  maniw 
that  he  believed  would  meet  the  objee- 
tion  which  had  been  raised  by  the  Secn- 
tary  of  State  for  War  to  charging  the 
Estimates  with  the  cost  of  persons  wbo 
became  insane  within  the  first  three 
years  of  their  service.  He,  therefon, 
moved  to  add  to  the  propoaed  Amend- 
ment the  words  "provided  that  the 
soldier  shall  have  been  more  than  thiee 
years  in  the  Service." 

Mb.  BRISTOWE  could  not  help 
thinking  that  the  hon.  Member  W 
Meath  should  re-consider  his  Amead' 
ment,  which  proposed  that  the  wifb  ai 
children  of  a  lunatic,  however  shott 
might  be  the  period  of  his  service,  shoaU 
be  chargeable  on  the  State.  He  oraU 
understand  that  when  an  insane  pem 
had  been  not  less  than  three  years  intbl 
Service  the  State  should  bo  chargeable; 
but  he  could  not  see  upoa  what  prindfl* 
the  wife  and    children    should   be  le 


O'SULLIVAN  said,  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  and  gallant  MemhM 
for  Oalway  (Major  Nolan)  ought,  m  hil 
opinion,  to  be  accepted. 

Sib  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  maintwarf 
that  soldiers  who  had  broken  dowa  U 
the  Service,  and  become  lunatics,  on^ 
not  tJi  be  spoken  of  In  the  senee  rf 
paupers,  and  thought  that  the  AineM> 
ment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Galway  had  removed  every  objecti« 
to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  ftr 
Meath  (Mr.  Famell).  The  right  h« 
and  gallant  Qentleman  had  objected  to 
the  latter  Amendment — that  we  had  ootf 
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ftree  years'  serWce ;  but  how  long  did 
he  rappofio  that  the  system  of  short  ser- 
Tice  in  the  Army  was  likely  to  last  ?  He 
(Sir  Patrick  O'Brien)  believed  that  overy- 
ose  connected  with  the  Army  had  dis- 
eorered  that,  from  a  military  point  of 
Tiew,  short  service  was  a  failure.  They 
OQght  not  at  least  to  regard  the  soldier 
ai  t  pauper,  and  if  his  lunacy  were  in- 
dncea  by  service  in  hot  climates,  the 
House,  he  thought,  should  not  place  his 
eost  upon  the  rates  of  a  particular  dis- 
trict, but  upon  the  Consohdated  Fund. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  the  authorities 
had  ample  opportunities  of  examining  a 
person  before  enlistment  in  order  to  as- 
eertain  the  exact  state  of  his  health ;  and 
he  understood  that  if  there  was  any  in- 
dication to  the  medical  man  who  made 
the  examination  that  the  recruit  was 
b'kely  to  become  shortly  insane  he  would 
not  be  accepted  by  the  authorities.  Now, 
if  that  were  correct,  he  could  not  see  upon 
▼hat  ground  they  were  called  upon  to 
ha?e  a  lunatio  soldier  chargeable  upon 
the  rates.  No  one  could  say  in  what 
vaj  the  insanity  of  an  individual  was 
pr»luced;  and,  therefore,  if  it  were  equit- 
able, as  he  felt  it  to  be,  that  the  State 
dumld  maintain  a  soldier  who  became 
insane  during  his  period  of  service  it 
ihould  be  quite  irrespective  of  the  time 
during  which  he  had  served.  If,  as  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
Bbited,  a  portion  of  the  cost  of  pauper 
hinaties  was  now  borne  by  the  State, 
it  was  an  additional  reason  why  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Keath  should  be  accepted,  because  it 
vottld  not  make  the  burden  so  heavy  as 
▼as  at  first  supposed.  He  could  not, 
lowever,  agree  to  that  part  of  the 
iffleudment  relating  to  the  wife  and 
child  of  a  lunatic  soldier.  It  would  be 
inequitable  to  charge  their  maintenance 
^n  the  State;  and,  therefore,  he 
Aought  the  words  relating  to  them 
>kould  be  struck  out  if  the  Amendment 
tere  accepted. 

Me.  PARNELL  pointed  out  to  the 
loo.  Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs 
(Mr.  Bamsay)  that  there  was  very  much 
Jwre  reason  why  the  wife  and  child 
^nld  be  supported  at  the  expense  of 
4e  State  than  there  was  for  the  soldier 
limself  being  so  supported.  The  wife 
tf  a  soldier  who  had  been  permitted  to 
BMttry  would  be  on  the  strength  of  the 
ftpment.  It  was  well  known  that 
wiers  were  only  permitted  to  marry 
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when  on  long  service,  or  for  some  par- 
ticular and  special  reason,  and  that  the 
wives  of  such  soldiers  accompanying  the 
regiment  were  on  the  strength  of  the 
regiment.  Take  the  case  of  the  wife  of 
a  soldier  born  in  a  different  place  from 
that  in  which  her  husband  had  a  settle- 
ment ;  if  the  words  of  his  Amendment 
relating  to  the  wife  and  child  were  struck 
out  it  would  come  to  this — that  where  a 
soldier  who  became  lunatic  had  married 
with  the  leave  of  the  colonel,  because  the 
wife's  services  would  bo  useful  about  tho 
regiment,  his  wife  and  child  would  be 
sent  back  to  the  place  where  tho  soldier 
was  chargeable,  and  become  chargeable 
on  the  rates  there  although  she  had  had 
nothing  to  do  with  tho  place.  It  was 
true  that  the  cost  would  not  add  much 
to  tho  rates  ;  but  he  wondered  that  the 
Government  did  not  agree  to  its  being 
borne  by  the  State. 

Mr.  CALLAN  hoped  that  the  Amend- 
ment would  bo  agreed  to.  It  was  in- 
tended to  meot  such  a  case  as  had  oc- 
curred within  his  own  knowledge,  and 
in  tho  borough  which  he  represented. 
He  referred  to  the  case  of  a  man  stationed 
in  one  of  the  towns  of  Lancashire,  who 
became  insane,  and  was  sent  in  custody 
of  three  soldiers  to  Dundalk  ;  ho  was 
left  at  the  workhouse  there  without  any 
order  from  the  parochial  authorities. 
He  (Mr.  Callan),  happening  to  be  at  the 
workhouse  on  the  day  following  tho 
man's  arrival,  recommended  that  tho 
War  Office  should  be  communicated 
with,  and,  after  tho  lapse  of  months,  in- 
formation was  received  that  tho  man 
was  entitled  to  the  sum  of  £5  as  deferred 
pay.  It  was  also  found  that  the  man, 
although  the  son  of  an  Irish  soldier, 
had  been  born  in  England,  and  had 
never  been  in  Ireland.  According  to 
law,  the  people  of  Dundalk  had  no 
remedy,  and  the  ratepayers  had  been 
obliged  to  support  the  man  ever  since 
he  was  sent  there.  He  trusted  that  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meatli, 
which  would  provide  a  remedy  in  sucli 
cases,  would  be  agreed  to  by  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Amendment  proposed  to  proposed 
Amendment,  by  adding  the  words, 
**  Provided  that  the  soldier  shall  have 
been  more  than  three  years  in  tho 
service." 

Amendment  agreed  to, 
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Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  64; 
Noes  193  :  Majority  129.— (Div.  List, 
No.  163.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  128  (Provision  in  case  of  in- 
sane persons). 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  in  page 
68,  line  28,  to  leave  out  **  insane,''  and 
insert — 

**  By  reason  of  insanity  unfit  to  to  take  his 
trial,  the  Court  shall  find  specially  thatfact,  and 
such  person  shall  be  kept  in  custody  in  the  pre- 
scribed  manner  until  the  directions  of  Her 
Majesty  thereon  are  known,  or  until  any  earlier 
time  at  which  such  person  is  fit  to  take  his  trial. 

*  *  Where  on  the  trial  by  court  martial  of  a  per- 
son charged  with  an  ofifcnce  it  appears  that  such 
person  committed  the  offence  but  that  he  was 
insane  at  the  time  of  commission  thereof." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  in  page 

68,  line  31,  after  '*and,"to  insert  the 
words  **  in  either  of  the  above  cases." 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Mr.  PARNELL  moved,  in  page  68, 
line  41,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  may," 
and  insert  the  word  **  shall." 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  when 
prisoners  became  insane  in  prison  it 
was  evident  that  their  imprisonment  had 
been  too  much  for  their  minds.  It  was 
a  horrible  thing  that  a  man,  who  was 
certified  to  be  again  of  sound  mind, 
should  be  sent  back  to  prison  to  become 
again  insane.  A  man's  mind  must  be 
more  or  less  permanently  affected  by 
the  fact  of  his  having  been  insane.  He, 
therefore,  moved  to  leave  out  in  page 

69,  line  5,  all   the    words  after  **  im- 

?ri8onment "  to  the  end  of  the  clause, 
le  would  like  to  know  whether  the  pro- 
visions of  this  section  would  apply  to 
convict  establishments,  or  only  to  prisons? 
It  was  his  impression  that  it  referred 
only  to  prisons. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
he  could  not  give  an  answer  then,  but 
would  look  into  the  matter. 

CoLoifEL  STANLEY  moved,  in  page 
69,  line  7,  to  leave  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  '•  prison." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 


Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  in  pagt 
40,  to  leave  out  the  postponed  Clause  72, 
in  order  to  insert  the  following  clause  :— 

(Provost  marshal.) 

*^  For  the  prompt  repression  of  aU  irregnliri- 
ties  and  crimes  which  may  be  committed  unoad, 
provost  marshals,  with  assistants,  may  from  tioM 
to  time  be  appointed  by  the  general  order  of  the 
general  officer  commanding  a  body  of  foices. 

"  A  provost  marshal  or  his  assistantsmay  atany 
time  arrest  and  detain  for  trial  persons  snbjed 
to  military  law  committing  oflfences,  and  may 
also  carry  into  execution  any  punishmentsto  M 
inflicted  in  pursuance  of  a  court  martial,  Imt 
shall  not  inmct  any  punishment  of  his  or  thdr 
pwn  authority. 

"  A  provost  marshal,  attached  to  any  foicei 
on  active  service,  or  any  of  his  assistant^ 
may  make  a  complaint  to  any  officer  in  imme- 
diate command  oi  any  detachment  or  portion  of 
such  body  of  forces,  against  any  person  sabjeol 
to  military  law  who  has  committed  any  offence; 
and  if  in  the  opinion  of  such  officer,  it  ia  not 
practicable,  having  due  regard  to  the  pabKc 
service,  that  such  offence  should  be  tried lr)r  an 
ordinary  court  martial,  it  shall  be  lawful  lor 
him  (although  not  authorised  to  convene  a 
general  court  martial)  to  convene  afield  geneitl 
court  martial,  and  such  court  may  try  summazily 
the  person  so  charged,  and  award  puniahmenft 
for  his  offence,  and  the  sentence  oi  the  conrt 
shall  be  valid,  and  may  be  carried  into  effect  if 
a  sentence  of  capital  punishment,  when  con- 
firmed by  the  general  or  field  officer  conunand* 
ing  the  force  of  which  such  detachment  or  por- 
tion forms  part,  and  if  not  capital  when  con- 
firmed by  any  general  or  field  officer  in  andi 
force." 

He  wished  to  explain,  with  regard  to 
this  clause,  that,  attention  having  bees 
called  to  the  very  large  powers  given  to 
the  provost  marshal,  the  GovemmoBt 
had  considered  the  whole  subject  veiy 
carefully.  They  proposed,  therefore,  to 
substitute  for  the  original  Clause  72  the 
new  clause,  which  he  now  moved.  It 
would  be  observed  that  the  clause  gsTO 
full  power,  first  of  all,  to  a  general  com- 
manding a  body  of  forces  to  appoint 
provost  marshals,  and  the  provost  IDa^ 
shals  were  then  given  power  to  anoit 
and  detain  persons  subject  to  militaif 
law.  The  clause  did  not  give  the  pco- 
vost  marshal  power  of  his  own  discretioa 
to  exercise  punishment^;  he  was  on^ 
made  an  executive  officer  acting  under 
authority.  With  regard  to  the  punish* 
ments  provided  by  the  Act,  the  profoij 
marshal,  while  upon  active  service,  W 
the  power  to  appeal  to  a  court  to  b* 
called  summarily,  and  to  that  court  wtl 
given  the  power  to  inflict  the  punii* 
ments  which  now  could  be  inflicted  Iff 
the  sole  power  of  the  provost  maishw* 
The  remainder  of  the  clause  would  ex* 
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plain  itself,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  allow  it  to  be  passed  in  the 
form  in  which  it  now  stood. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
in  the  absence  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hopwood)  he  would  propose  the  Amend- 
ments which  stood  in  his  name.  He, 
therefore,  moved,  in  line  1  of  the  pro- 
posed new  clause,  to  leave  out  *'  all 
irregularities/'  in  order  to  insert 
"  offences." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
he  had  now  to  propose,  in  line  2,  after 
the  word  **  abroad,"  to  insert "  on  active 
aerrice." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  this 
alteration  went  further  than  he  thought 
was  right.      The  provost  marshal  was, 

Sractically,  a  sort  of  police  officer,  whose 
ntj  it  was  to  superintend  the  police  of 
the  camp.  It  would  be  very  undesirable 
that  the  powers  of  the  provost  marshal 
should  be  limited  to  active  service ;  al- 
though, as  would  be  seen,  it  was  only 
while  on  active  service  that  they  could 
bring  persons  before  a  summary  court 
martial. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELLremarked, 
that  he  was  of  the  same  opinion  as  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  Without 
the  aid  of  the  provost  marshal,  there 
would  be  no  proper  means  of  bringing  a 
prisoner  to  justice. 

SiB  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  thought 
that,  while  not  on  active  service,  the 
military  police  would  have  been  quite 
sufficient. 

Amendment  negatived, 

SiB  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
did  not  intend  to  move  the  next  Amend- 
ment which  stood  in  the  name  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend.  He  would, 
however,  move  the  following  Amend- 
ment, which  was  in  line  7  : — ^After  the 
word  '^ punishments,"  to  insert  ''autho- 
rized by  this  Act."j  He  did  not  know 
that  the  words  were  absolutely  neces- 
sary; but  he  thought  they  made  the 
matter  somewhat  clearer. 

Mb.  CHAMBEELAIN  thought  that 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  St&te  for  War  ought  to 
tell  the  Committee  why  he  would  not 
agree  to  this  Amendment. 


CoLOKEL  STANLEY  observed,  that 
punishment  not  authorized  by  the  Act 
could  not  be  inflicted. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

SiB  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  said,  that 
the  next  Amendment  he  proposed  to 
move  was  in  line  7,  to  leave  out  "in 
pursuance,"  in  order  to  insert  "  by 
sentence."  It  was  not  good  English  to 
say  that  a  provost  marshal  was  to  carry 
into  execution  "  any  punishments  to  be 
inflicted  in  pursuance  of  a  court  martial." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  the 
reason  the  words  were  used  was  to  clear 
up  any  ambiguity  which  would  arise 
from  saying  that  punishments  were  to 
be  inflicted  by  sentence  of  court  martial. 
Those  words  would  have  left  it  doubtful 
as  to  the  conflrmation  of  the  sentence ; 
but  no  doubt  remained  by  using  the 
expression  "  in  pursuance  of ." 

Amendment  negatived. 

Colonel  AEBUTHNOT  moved,  in 
line  8  of  the  proposed  new  clause,  after 
the  word  "authority,"  to  insert  "on 
any  soldier. ' '  The  obj  ect  of  this  Amend- 
ment was  to  make  not  the  soldiers,  but 
the  camp  followers,  subject  to  the  juris- 
diction of  the  provost  marshal.  He  was 
quite  sure  that  anyone  who  had  served 
either  in  India,  or  in  any  campaign  in 
which  soldiers  from  India  had  been  en- 
gaged, would  bear  him  out  in  the  state- 
ment that  it  would  be  absolutely  im- 
possible to  try  every  camp  follower  by 
field  general  court  martial  who  happened 
to  commit  any  ofi'ence.  He  did  not 
know  how  military  operations  could  be 
conducted  if  this  were  to  go  on.  He  had 
no  wish  to  press  hardly  upon  camp  fol- 
lowers ;  and  he  would  be  perfectly  satis- 
fled  if  an  undertaking  were  nven  that 
some  order  should  be  introduced  into 
the  regulations  by  which  two  officers 
should  be  appointed  to  attend  the  pro- 
vost marshal  in  camp  at  a  certain  hour, 
and  share  with  him  the  responsibility  of 
inflicting  punishment  upon  the  camp 
followers.  If  either  a  regimental  court 
martial  or  a  field  general  court  martial 
had  to  be  summoned  to  try  camp  fol- 
lowers, the  whole  time  of  officers  would 
be  occupied  in  tiying  persons  who  were 
not  in  the  Army.  He  felt  very  strongly 
against  permitting  any  abuse  of  power 
by  a  provost  marshal ;  but  he  thought 
there  could  be  no  objection  to  the  pro- 
posal he  had  made.    By  camp  followers 
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he  did  not  mean  soldiers ;  but  those  who 
were  employed  as  servants  to  the  troops. 

Sib  henry  JAMES  said,  that  by 
the  167th  clause  of  the  Bill  camp  fol- 
lowers had  been  for  the  first  time  made 
subject  to  military  law.  What  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  now  proposed  to  do 
was  not  only  to  subject  those  persons  to 
military  law,  but,  at  the  same  time,  to 
allow  the  provost  marshal  and  his  assist- 
ants to  inflict  upon  them  any  punish- 
ments they  chose.  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  had  thought  there  was 
any  difficulty  in  trjring  such  persons,  he 
should  have  objected  to  their  being  made 
subject  to  military  law. 

Colonel  MURE  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  Bill  contained  no  definition  of 
a  camp  follower.  Many  men  who  fol- 
lowed a  camp  could  not  be  placed  under 
the  provisions  of  this  Act. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  seemed  to 
think  that  there  would  be  some  difficulty 
in  determining  what  camp  followers  were, 
and  that  persons  might  be  placed  under 
military  law  improperly.  He  hoped 
that  that  would  not  be  so.  He  thought 
that  they  had  already  determined  what 
civilians  should  be  subject  to  military 
law.    It  was  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 

fallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Colonel 
Tbuthnot)  that  soldiers  should  be  tried 
in  one  way  and  civilians  in  another.  He 
did  not  think  that  civilians  ought  to  be 
left  entirely  at  the  mercy  of  the  provost 
marshal. 

General  SHUTE  hoped  that  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  withdraw  his 
Amendment.  He  recognized  the  diffi- 
culty which  he  proposed  to  meet,  which 
was  one  that  any  officer  who  had  served 
in  India  could  well  understand.  But  he 
did  not  think  that  it  was  advisable  to 
put  such  large  powers  in  the  hands  of 
the  provost  marshal. 

Major  NOLAN  did  not  think  that 
there  would  be  any  difficulty  in  carrying 
out  the  Amendment.  He  had  seen  some 
batteries  where  the  camp  followers  were 
beaten  by  order  of  the  com  manding  officer, 
and  others  where  the  commanding  officer 
called  together  three  officers  to  give  an 
opinion  on  the  subject.  It  would  have 
a  much  better  effect  if  these  punishments 
were  inflicted  by  order  of  three  officers 
than  if  they  were  directed  by  one. 

Colonel  ARBUTHNOT  would  not 
press  his  Amendment  to  a  Division,  if 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee  was  against 
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him.  Ho  was  quite  sure  that  there 
could  be  but  one  opinion  outside  the 
House  amongst  those  who  had  served  in 
India,  that  it  would  be  impossible  to 
summon  a  court  martial  to  try  eveiy 
camp  follower. 

Colonel  MURE  said,  that  this  danse 
gave  a  right  to  place  persons  following 
a  camp  under  nulitary  law.  It  did  not 
specify  how  near  the  camp  persons  must 
get  to  bring  themselves  under  the  Act, 
or  if  there  was  any  radius  within  which 
they  were  liable.  He  might  point  out 
that,  by  the  11th  section  of  the  167th 
clause,  camp  followers  were  defined  to  be 
persons  who  were  allowed  to  be  so.  It 
might  be  provided  that  persons  should 
be  forbidden  to  come  into  the  camp. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  he  should 
not  move  the  Amendment  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice — namely,  to  leave  oat 
''  having  due  regard  to  the  public  66^ 
vice,"  if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man would  explain  what  the  words  meant 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  he  was 
advised  to  leave  the  words  in  the  clause, 
in  order  to  make  it  clear  what  circum- 
stances should  justify  an  officer  in  con- 
sidering that  it  was  not  practicable  to 
summon  an  ordinary  court  martial 
'^  Having  due  regard  to  the  public  ser^ 
vice  "  meant  that  an  officer  was  to  con- 
sider whether  the  Public  Service  would 
suffer  by  delay  caused  by  summoning 
an  ordinary  court  martial.  He  was  not 
to  run  the  risk  which  would  be  caused 
by  delay  to  the  Public  Service. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  if  these 
words  were  left  in  the  clause  there  would 
be  eight  or  ten  times  as  many  courU 
martial  than  if  they  were  struck  out. 
These  summary  courts  martial  would 
always  be  held  whenever  there  was  the 
least  inconvenience  in  holding  an  ordi- 
nary court  martial;  the  whole  matter 
depended  very  much  upon  what  a  field 
general  court  martial  was.  He  did  not 
suppose  that  any  officer  there  knew 
exactly  what  such  a  court  martial  was ; 
that  was  not  surprising,  for  they  had 
not  been  in  use  for  50  years.  A  field 
general  court  martial  was  utterly  opposed 
to  any  custom  or  to  any  rule  which 
governed  an  ordinary  court  martial ;  it 
was  totally  irregular,  and  conducted  in 
quite  a  different  manner  from  an  ordi- 
nary general  court  martial.  It  was  for 
that  reason  that  he  did  not  wish  the 
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Committee  to  Banction  a  field  general 
ooart  martial,  if  anj  other  court  martial 
ooald  be  held.     A  field  general  court 
mutial  poeaeased  the  power  of  capital 
paniahment,  aa  well  aa  the  power  of 
flogging.    In  hia  opinion,  its  sentences 
ought  neyer  to  be  put  in  execution  until 
approTed  of  by  the  Oommander-in-Chief 
of  the  whole  Army,  because  it  was  so 
totallyirregolar  and  informal.  Formerly, 
t  field  general  court  martial  was  re- 
stiieted   to  trying  offences  committed 
against  the  inhabitants  of  the  country ; 
it  was  held  on  the   apot  by  any  three 
officers,  and  waa  presided  over  by  the 
officer  who  convened  it.    Such  a  court 
could  be  convened  by  any  officer,  if  he 
could  get  the  attendance  of  two  other 
officers  of  any  rank — perhaps  subalterns 
—and  it  had  power  to  sentence  any  man 
to  death,     l^e  old  rule  was  that  no 
sentence  should  be  carried  into  effect 
ontil  the  General  commanding-in-chief 
htA  sanctioned  it,  so  extra-judicial  and 
rammary  was  the  court.    He  believed 
that  the  r^ht  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
woold  propose  two  Amendments,  which 
voold  considerably  mitigate  it.      But 
the  court  was  so  irregular  that  it  ought 
not  to  be  held  when  it  was  possible  to 
hold  an  ordinary  general  court  martial. 
He  was  strongly  of  opinion  that  a  field 
general  court  martial  should  only  be 
held  in  very  extraordinary  cases.     By 
leafing  out  the  words  "  having  due  re- 
gard to  the  public  service,"  they  would 
prevent  the  court  being  used  when  it 
vas  possible  to  hold  an  ordinary  general 
oonrt  martial. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  asked 
theGoTemment  to  consider  favourably 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Hember  for  Qalway  (Major  Nolan).     In 
Claose  49,  a  field  general  court  martial 
waa  empowered  to  try  offences  against 
the  property  and  person  of  any  inhabi- 
tant or  resident  in  any  country  beyond 
the  aeas.    An  entirely  new  jurisdiction 
vaa  now  given  to  this  court,  and  the 
Wtt  of  the  provost  marshal  was  prac- 
tically drawn  upon  the  lines  of  a  field 
general  court  martial  defined  in  Clause 
49.    A  field  general  court  martial  was 
to  be  held,  under  Clause  49,  whenever, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  ofiicer  commanding 
A  detachment,  it  waa  not  practicable  that 
aa  offence  ahould  be  tried  by  an  ordinary 
^vieral  court  martial.    There  were  no 
voids  in  that  datiae  aa  to  having  due 


regard  to  the  public  service.  He  thought 
that  it  should  be  expressly  provided 
that  a  field  general  court  martial  was 
not  to  be  resorted  to,  except  it  was  not 
practicable  to  convene  a  general  court 
martial.  If  these  words,  ''having  due 
regard  to  the  public  service,"  were  not 
necessary  in  Clause  49,  they  were  not 
necessary  in  that  clause. 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
they  might  have  many  cases  of  petty 
offences  committed  by  camp  followers 
which  it  was  necessary  to  deal  with  sum- 
marily. They  had  taken  away  the  power 
of  the  provost  marshal  to  deal  with 
these  cases  himself,  and  had  substituted 
a  field  general  court  martial.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  if  these  words  were  struck 
out  it  would  be  necessary,  if  not  abso- 
lutely impracticable,  to  bring  together 
a  general  court  martial  of  seven  officers, 
in  order  to  try  these  petty  offences.  The 
acceptance  of  the  Amendment  would 
make  it  necessary  that  a  regular  court 
martial  should  be  summoned  whenever 
practicable,  although  at  the  greatest  in- 
convenience to  the  Public  Service. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
HARDmoE  Giffard)  said,  that  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Galway  would  bring  this 
clause  into  harmony  with  Clause  49. 
As  had  been  pointed  out  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William 
Harcourt),  it  would  be  extremely  in- 
convenient to  have  the  words  **  having 
due  regard  regard  to  the  public  service" 
in  the  one  clause,  and  not  in  the  other. 
For  those  reasons,  he  was  disposed  to 
agree  with  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member. 

Amendment  agreed  to, 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  that  he  had  to 
move,  in  line  1 8  of  the  clause,  to  insert, 
after  *'  confirmed  by,"  *'  the  general  or 
field  officer  commanding  the  force,  and  if 
not  capital,  when  coulirmed  by."  His 
suggestion  was  that  sentences  should  be 
confirmed  by  a  general  officer  ;  but  if  a 
general  officer  were  not  near,  then  by  a 
field  officer,  in  all  cases  of  punishments 
not  capital — such  as  flogging.  He  pre- 
ferred to  put  the  responsibility  upon  the 
general  officer  when  he  was  near,  and 
upon  the  field  officer  when  a  general 
officer  could  not  be  reached.  He  did 
not  object  to  a  field  officer  having  the 
power  to  confirm  a  sentence  when  a 
general  was    absent;    but  he  thougVi^ 
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that  Then  both  were  present  then  the 
general  should  have  the  reeponaibility. 

Colonel  STANLEY  pointed  out  that 
there  waa  a  great  difBcultj  in  defining 
the  exact  circnmstanoes  under  which 
this  was  to  apply. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  would  not 
press  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  tcithdraum. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  had  put 
down  two  separate  Amendments  to  follow 
on  here,  but  the  first  was  no  longer  ap- 
plicable ;  and  as  to  the  second,  if  he 
was  informed  that  there  was  any  means 
by  which  the  records  of  courts  martial 
should  be  kept,  that  would  be  sufficient. 
He  did  not  think,  however,  it  was  pro- 
vided in  any  other  part  of  the  Bill ;  and, 
therefore,  he  wished  to  move  this  Amend- 
ment. His  great  objection  to  the  pro- 
vost marsbal  was  mainly  based  on  the 
fact  that  no  record  was  kept  of  his  pro- 
ceedings.  Therefore,  in  oraer  to  see  what 
the  right  hen.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
would  say,  he  would  move  to  add,  at  the 
end  of  the  clause — 

"Aad  records  of  ntch  field  Kmemt  coorts 
martial  shall  be  kept  na  ptovided  in  this  Act  for 
garrison  courts  martial." 

OoLONBL  STANLEY  said,  he  would 
agree  to  the  Amendment  if  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  leave  out  the 
word  "garrison,"  and  insert  instead  the 
word  "district."  There  were  now  no 
garrison  courts  martial. 

Major  NOLAN  accepted  the  Amend- 
ment, and  moved  to  add  the  following 

"  And  records  of  field  Rcnoral  courts  martial 
sball  be  kept  for  the  said  time  provided  in  this 
Act  for  district  courts  martial." 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  thought 
the  Amendment  might  be  very  incon- 
venient, as  for  mere  petty  offences  they 
would  be  obliged  to  keep  the  same 
exact  record  of  everything  coanected 
with  the  trial  as  though  they  were  dis- 
trict courts  martial. 

Colonel  STANLEY  explained,  that 
it  was  only  the  records  which  would  be 
kept. 

Amendment  agreti  to. 

On  Question,  "That  the  Clause,  as 
amended,  be  added  to  the  Bill?"  j 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  heartUy  | 
BUpported  the  sew  olause  which  had  I 
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been  snbstitnted  for  Clause  72,  aoA 
which  was  entirely  in  accordance  wifl 
his  own  views.  He  entirelyapprovedo 
the  substitution  of  very  summary  comb 
martial  for  the  provost  marshal ;  but  ht 
was  a  little  apprehensive  lest  in  taking 
away  the  powers  of  the  courts  martia 
they  shoula  never  provide  for  the  case  o: 
a  summary  detachment  acting  apart  &oii 
the  Begular  Army.  Offences  agaiiu 
the  inhabitants  of  the  country  wen 
most  likely  to  arise ;  in  such  cases  when 
three  of&cers  would  not  be  available  fm 
the  court  martial,  or  a  field  officer  b< 
ready  to  confirm  it.  It  was  with  tbst 
view  that  he  ventured  to  submit  tkii 
addition  to  the  clause — 

' '  If  three  officere  cannot  be  assembled  fdl 
such  trial  the  field  court  martial  convened  foTS 
summary  trial  under  this  section  maj'  eontittof 
two  officers,  or,  if  there  be  only  one  officer  with 
a  dotachiaent  of  troops,  tliat  officer  may  alow 
eiercise  the  powers  of  a.  field  court  martial  H 
above.  If  there  bo  no  provort  mni-jhal  with  a 
detachment  of  troops  on  active  service  the  oBtN 
in  command  may  order  any  peraoa  to  be  bid 
in  the  lume  way  as  if  complittDt  had  boen  mid* 
by  a  provost  marshal.  If  there  be  no  StU 
officer  present  with  the  detachment  the  officeril 
immedmte  command  may  conflnn  the  Mntsnoa, 
subject  to  revision  at  any  time  by  the  genNiI 
officer  in  command." 

The  practical  effect  would  be  to  give  ons 
or  two  officers  in  the  field  the  po»8i« 
summarily  exercised  by  a  police  mw** 
trate  in  regard  to  petty  offences.  n» 
had  expressly  exempted  the  punisbmeotl 
of- death  and  long  terms  of  imprism- 
ment,  which  were  to  be  subject  to  tha 
revision  of  the  officer  in  command. 

Major  NOLAN  thought  the  Amend- 
ment scarcely  applicable  to  the  cus  ot 
civilized  warfare,  for  there  they  ooaU 
not  imagine  a  case  where  they  ironltl 
not  be  able  to  get  one  officer;  while,  i" 
the  case  of  need,  the  proper  remedy 
would  be  to  give  Native  officers  the  point 
to  sit  on  a  court  martial.  Besides,  vlu' 
was  the  use  of  the  provision  ?  It  did 
not  contain  sentence  of  death,  and  is 
cases  of  sentence  of  imprisonment,  wlist 
was  the  good  if  a  man  must  remain  t 
prisoner  until  his  sentence  wasconfinnsd* 
If  it  had  been  a  case  of  fiogging  ^ 
could  have  understood  it. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  point** 
out  that  another  objection  was  that  tbs 
proposal  was  inconsistent  with  OUn" 
49,  which  was  intended  to  ded  with  ths 
cases  of  offences  against  the  personi  <■ 
inhabitants  of  the  country.  ThisclM*  ; 
proposed  to  deal  iu  a  totally  diffnO*  ' 
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manner  witli  an  offence  whiohwaa  already 
iealt  with  under  that  clause. 

Mb.  ELLIOT  objected  to  ttepowera 
pnn  in  the  last  Uiree  lines  by  which 
the  officer  in  immediate  command  of  a 
detachment  mi^ht  confirm  a  eeatenoe. 
Such  a  power  as  that  seemed  to  him  to 

bealwoid.  

CoLoTEL  STANLEY  said,  the  same 
objection  had  occnrred  to  him;  but,  apart 
mm  that,  he  did  not  beliere  that  tDey 
would  be  able  to  carry  thia  clause  prac- 
tieally  into  effect.  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  accept  the  clause  as  it 
riood. 

8a  GEOBGB  CAMPBELL  would 
not  presa  his  Amendment  if  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  could  not 
ueept  it ;  out  still  it  seemed  to  him  im- 
pomble  that  this  clause  and  Clause  49 
«nld  itand  together.  Clause  72  was  a 
pueaX  clause  applying  to  all  offences  \ 
u^  oonaraDenuy,  any  offence  being  a 
miHta^  omnce  would  be  tried  by  court 
Hutial,  confirmed  by  any  field  officer, 
ud  canied  into  immediate  execution, 
itneas  the  special  proriaions  made  in 
(SioM  49  gave  a  far  leas  aummaiy  pro- 
can. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  icilhdraK». 

Hb.  SULLIVAN  wished  cordially 
uA  most  heartily  to  congratulate  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and  the 
Qnimittee,  on  the  reformation  accom- 
pliihed  by  this  clause.  In  the  years  to 
mne  the  serious  change  of  getting  rid 
of  the  proTost  marshal  would  be  one  of 
da  reasons  which  would  justify  the 
(ondact  of  Members  of  that  House 
vho  had  made  auch  efforts  to  amend 
lluBill. 

Question  put,  and  agrted  to. 

CotoBEL  STANLEY  moved,  in  page 
IDS,  after  Clause  177,  to  insert  the 
lidloviag  Clause : — 

"Itihall  be  lawful  far  Her  Mnjestj  U>  umke 
"HcIm  of  war  for  the  better  govEmmBnt  o£ 
'ftcot  ind  (oldiers,  and  such  artielBB  shall  bo 
Jl^iDilIj-  t«ken  notice  of  by  all  judges  and  in 
■flwntti  whatKiever:  Provided,  That  no  por- 
M  riuU,  by  such  articles  of  whf,  be  subject  to 
■■Itr  uf  paniHfament  extending  to  life  or 
l>>b.  DT  to  be  kept  in  penal  servitude,  except 
h  moot  which  are  by  this  Act  cipresaly 
■lititbleto  Huch  puniahment  a«aIoresaid,  <"' 
^MliJKt,  with  reference  to  any  crimes  made 
)*awl«  by  th^  Act,  to  be  puuisbed  in  any 
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Sir  CHARLES  W,  DTLKE  asked 
whether  it  was  necessary  to  insert  this 
clause  ?  It  certainly  was  put  in  a  very 
moderate  form,  and  greatly  modified  as 
compared  with  the  clause  originally  iu- 
troducod ;  but,  for  his  part,  he  could 
not  see  any  necessity  for  it  at  ail.  Tho  . 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  O-tford 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  said  it  was  a 
great  point  gained,  when  the  Articles  of 
War  were  putioto  the  Bill;  and,  there- 
fore, he  could  not  understand  why  those 
powers  should  be  preserved. 

Sra  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
one  of  the  earliest  points  considered  by 
the  Committee,  and  one  on  which  they 
certainly  came  very  early  to  a  conclu- 
sion, was,  that  this  matter  could  not  be 
corrected  unless  tho  Articles  of  War 
were  consolidated  with  the  Act.  His 
Koyal  Highness  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  assented  to  that  general  proposi- 
tion. He  pointed  out  that  there  might 
be  some  difficulty  in  cases,  if  there  were 
no  power  whatever  of  issuing  on  Article 
of  War  to  meet  some  unforeseen  case  or  . 
sudden  emergency.  No  harm  could 
come  of  this  proposal,  because,  if  any 
Article  of  War  were  ever  issued  which 
did  not  meet  the  approval  of  Parliamont, 
it  could  be  dealt  with  every  year  when 
the  Mutiny  Act  was  under  considfiration. 
The  old  law  gave  the  Crown  unlimited 
powers  to  make  Articles  of  War  of  any 
kind,  dealing  with  any  offence,  and 
giving  any  puoiahmente.  Then  that 
power  was  limited,  so  as  not  to  be  incon- 
sistent with  the  Mutiny  Bill,  but  it  only 
applied  throughout  the  British  Islaeds ; 
wiule,  in  this  Bill,  that  rule  was  to  apply 
everywhere.  He  could  not  conceive  a 
greater  concession  than  that.  As  tho 
clause  stood,  they  had  dealt  with  almost 
every  question  which  could  be  dealt 
with  in  an  Article  of  War,  and  no 
Article  could  be  issued  inconsistent  with 
this  Bill,  nor  any  Act  nor  Article  of  War 
be  issued  dealing  with  a  matter  with 
which  the  present  Articles  of  War  dealt, 
because  they  wore  incorporated  with  tho 
Bill.  Therefore,  these  could  only  ba 
issued  for  some  unforeseen  contingency 
or  some  necessity  in  the  Army  wliioli 
required  immediate  remedy.  Even  then, 
if  Parliament   did  not   approve  of  the 
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Article,  there  would  be  an  opportunity, 
every  year,  of  taking  its  opinion  upon  it. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  was  of  opinion 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
had  fallen  into  a  slight  error,  for  the 
clause  did  not  say  that  no  Article  of 
War  should  be  made  which  was  incon- 
sistent with  the  Act.  It  simply  said 
that  no  punishment  should  be  given  in 
a  manner  which  did  not  accord  with  the 
provisions  of  the  Act,  which  was  not,  of 
course,  quite  so  wide.  Of  course,  the 
question  simply  was,  in  consideration  of 
the  fact  that  the  Articles  of  War  had  not 
been  altered  for  50  years,  that  these 
Articles  were  now  embodied,  with  many 
changes,  in  this  Bill,  and  that  they  con- 
stituted a  Military  Code,  whether  the 
Crown  should  be  left  with  any  power  in 
any  way  to  change  the  general  provi- 
sions of  this  Act  ?  Although  this  clause 
had  evidently  been  drawn  with  some 
care  for  the  purpose  of,  as  far  as  possible, 
avoiding  interfering  with  that  Parlia- 
mentary supervision  which  had  been  as- 
sumed during  the  course  of  the  discus- 
sion on  this  Bill,  it  was  a  question  whe- 
ther it  would  not  be  better  that  altera- 
tions should  be  made  in  the  latter  part 
of  the  clause,  so  as  really  to  confirm 
the  action  of  the  Crown  under  such  ad- 
ministrative regulations  as  might  be 
found  necessary  for  the  better  discipline 
of  the  Army.  If  some  such  idea  as  that 
were  worked  into  the  clause  he  thought 
it  would  be  desirable. 

Me.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  if  the 
Government  were  willing  to  carry  out 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Oxford,  they 
might  do  it  in  a  much  simj^ler  manner 
than  that  suggested,  by  adding,  after 
the  word  '*  soldiers,*'  **not  inconsistent 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Act."  It 
would  then  still  be  within  the  power  of 
Her  Majesty  to  make  such  new  clauses 
as  might  be  found  necessary,  provided 
they  did  not  conflict  with  the  present 
Act.  He  thought  that  was  a  change  of 
some  considerable  importance  ;  because, 
without  that  limitation,  it  would  be 
possible  to  entirely  alter  the  constitution 
of  courts  martial,  which  had  been 
settled,  after  considerable  discussion,  by 
that  House. 

Major  NOLAN  observed,  that  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt) 
made  him  think  that  some  great  conces- 
sion  was  to  be  contained  in  the  new 
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Act ;  whereas  the  old  Act  comprehended 
all  this,  with  the  only  difference  that  it 
extended  to  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
only.  Practically,  however,  they  had 
exactly  the  same  thing  in  Gibraltar  and 
Malta.  This  was  evidently  the  same  as 
Clause  1  of  the  old  Act,  and  was,  indeed, 
word  for  word  the  same.  He  always 
understood  the  great  advantage  of  this 
Bill  was  that  there  would  be  no  Articles 
of  War  for  the  future,  and  that  was 
always  pointed  to  as  a  great  concession; 
yet  now  they  found  that  the  Articles  of 
War  were  to  be  enacted  exactly  as 
before,  with  the  exception,  which  he  did 
not  consider  of  any  practical  value,  that 
the  Bill  was  to  run  everywhere,  instead 
of  being  confined  to  Great  Britain  and 
Ireland. 

Mr.  PARNELL  moved,  in  line  2  of 
the  new  clause,  after  the  word  **  soldiers," 
to  insert  the  words  ''not  inconsistent 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Act."  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  accede  to 
the  alteration. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hardixqe  Giffard)  replied,  that  it 
would  be  impossible  to  make  such  a 
change  consistently  with  the  Act.  He 
would,  therefore,  prefer  to  keep  the 
clause  in  the  same  shape  as  that  in  which 
it  had  been  read  a  second  time. 

Mr.  chamberlain  inquired  why 
it  would  be  impossible  for  the  Crown  to 
make  Articles  of  War  if  some  of  the 
provisions  were  inserted  in  the  Bill  ? 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hardoge  Giffard)  said,  that  the  Crown 
made  Articles  of  War  by  the  exercise  of 
its  Prerogative.  The  Prerogative  could 
not  be  used  if  the  subject-matter  were 
dealt  with  by  Statute. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  asked  why  the 
Government  had  then  inserted  the  Pro- 
viso that  no  person  should  be  subject  to 
suffer  any  punishment  under  the  Articles 
of  War  except  for  crimes  made  pimish- 
able  by  the  Act  ? 

Sir  WILLLVM  HARCOURT  said, 
that  that  arose  from  the  form  of  the  old 
!Mutiny  Act.  A  power  unlimited,  in  the 
first  instance,  was  given  by  the  old 
Mutiny  Bill ;  it  was  afterwards  limited 
to  the  United  Kingdom.  The  exercise 
of  the  power  of  the  provost  marshal  de- 
pended upon  that  limitation.  That 
clause  would  bo  illegal  in  England,  be- 
cause it  created  crimes  and  punishments 
not  consistent  with  the  Mutiny  Bill. 
The  Proviso  with  reference  to  the  United 
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Ehsdom  had  always  been  understood 
by  hwyen  as  preventing  the  Crown 
from  making  the  Articles  of  War  incon- 
BStent  with  the  Mutiny  Bill  so  far  as 
the  United  Kingdom  was  ooncemed. 
If  Uiey  stmok  out  the  words  ''  United 
Cngdom "  it  would  prevent  Articles  of 
War  inconsistent  witn  the  Mutiny  Bill 
bong  framed  for  use  outside  the  United 
Kingdom.  All  leg^  opinions  had  been 
founded  upon  the  doctrine  that  if  legis- 
lation were  made  clearly  with  reference 
to  a  certain  matter,  then  a  Proviso,  by 
the  fact  of  that  legislation,  was  extinct. 
The  Mutiny  Bill  only  applied  to  England 
originally,  and  required  special  legisla- 
tion to  apply  it  to  Ireland.  So  long  as 
the  Act  did  not  apply,  the  Prerogative  of 
the  Crown  was  unlimited ;  but  where  a 
Statute  was  passed  it  remained  as  limited 
hj  the  Statute.  Wherever  a  Statute 
applied  to  a  subject-matter  and  limited 
the  Prerogative,  then  the  Prerogative 
was  to  that  extent  extinguished.  What 
he  had  stated  was,  he  believed,  the  true 
state  of  the  law;  and,  therefore,  if  a 
Statate  said  that  a  court  martial  should 
consist  of  seven  men  it  could  not  legally 
consist  of  any  other  number.  He 
thought  that  they  had  better  stick,  so 
far  aa  they  could,  to  the  language  of  the 
old  Articles  of  War,  and  strike  out  the 
limitation  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  Clause  interted 
accordingly. 

Mb.  chamberlain  proposed,  in 
line  5  of  the  proposed  new  clause,  to 
leave  out  the  words  "  extending  to  life 
or  limb,  or  to  be  kept  in  penal  servi- 
tude." He  did  not  see  any  reason  to 
limit  the  Proviso  preventing  persons 
from  suffering  punishment  except  for 
crimes  expressly  made  liable  by  the  Act 
to  such  punishments  to  those  punish- 
ments only  which  extended  to  life,  or 
limb,  or  penal  servitude.  He  did  not 
see  vhj  other  punishments,  such  as  im- 
prisonment, should  be  permitted  to  be 
inflicted  under  the  Articles  of  War  for 
crimes  which  were  not  expressly  made 
>    fiable  to  such  punishments  by  the  Act. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  5  of  the  proposed  new  Clause,  to  leave 
^  the  words  "  extending  to  life  or  limb,  or  to 
l*  kept  in  peiuil  servitude.*  * — [Mr.  Chamberlain.) 

Qnestion  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
]>^opoeed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
pDpoeed  new  Clause." 


Colonel  STANLEY  could  not  consent 
to  the  omission  of  these  words.  The 
expression  was  placed  in  the  original 
Bill  from  the  old  Act ;  but,  of  course, 
that  was  no  particular  argument  one  way 
or  the  other.  But  the  words  had  been 
carefully  considered,  and  those  who  had 
had  large  experience  were  in  favour  of 
their  retention.  Nothing  should  be  done 
to  make  the  Articles  of  War  inconsistent 
with  the  Bill ;  but  he  did  not  think  it 
would  be  wise  to  omit  these  words. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment  would  ro-consider  their  deci- 
sion upon  this  point.  The  ri^ht  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  had  fallen  back 
upon  the  words  being  in  the  old  Act ; 
but  he  did  think  that  at  the  time  these 
words  were  used  in  the  Mutiny  Act  there 
was  an  intention  to  reserve  to  the  Crown 
a  power  of  deciding  upon  the  punish- 
ment of  the  crimes  other  than  those  af- 
fecting life  or  limb,  or  extending  to 
penal  servitude.  It  was  the  olear  inten- 
tion of  the  present  Bill  to  do  away  with 
the  power  of  the  Crown  to  impose  any 
punishment  except  according  to  the  pro- 
visions of  that  Act.  The  statements  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford, 
and  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Solicitor  General,  clearly  proved  that 
there  was  no  intention  under  the  Articles 
of  War  to  impose  any  punishment  not 
laid  down  in  the  Act.  It  would  be 
most  unfortunate  that  if,  after  they  had 
gone  through  the  Bill  and  formulated 
the  whole  Military  Law,  there  should  bo 
a  clause  leaving  the  Crown  the  liberty  of 
determining  what  punishments  should  be 
inflicted  for  crimes  not  specified  in  the 
Act,  supposing  they  did  not  extend  to 
life  or  hmb.  Ho  thought  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  accept  the  Amendment. 

Me.  SULLIVAN  remarked,  that  he 
was  not  a  military  man ;  but  he  knew 
sufficient  to  see  how  serious  a  thing  it 
would  be  if  the  Crown  were  to  be  at 
liberty  to  create  these  new  crimes  and 
punishments.  He  trusted  that  the  bettor 
judgment  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  when  ho  had  had  a  few  mo- 
ments to  reflect,  would  induce  him  to 
agree  to  the  Amendment.  Let  them 
imagine  how  the  clause  would  read — 

**  Provided,  That  no  person  shall,  by  such  ar- 
ticles of  war,  1)0  subject  to  suffer  any  punish- 
ment extending  to  life  or  limb,  or  to  bo  kept  in 
penal  servitude ;  ** 

but  that  as  to  all  other  punishments  the 
Crown  could  decide.     Kther  this  clause 
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went  too  far,  or  it  stopped  short  too 
soon.  He  would  respectfully  urge  upon 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
that  this  clause  either  went  too  far,  or 
else  it  did  not  go  far  enough. 

SiK  HENRY  HAVELOCK  trusted 
that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  agree  to  strike  these  words  from 
the  clause.  By  so  doing  they  would 
bring  the  power  to  make  Articles  of 
War  more  entirely  in  accord  with  the 
Act  than  at  present.  It  was  obviously 
the  intention  of  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  himself  to  do  that. 

Colonel  MURE  observed,  that  if 
there  was  a  meaning  in  English,  the 
clause  must  signify  that,  except  as  to 
punishments  extending  to  life  or  limb  or 
penal  servitude,  the  Articles  of  War  had 
power  to  legislate.  The  Articles  of  War 
were  to  provide  for  certain  cases  not 
provided  for  in  the  Act ;  but,  practically 
speaking,  they  had  no  power  to  inflict 
punishments  except  under  the  Act. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  did  not  think 
it  possible  that  any  new  crime  could 
be  created  by  the  new  Articles  of  War. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  every  offence  that 
could  possibly  be  committed  by  man, 
either  on  active  service  or  at  home,  had 
been  put  in  the  Bill.  He  did  not  think 
that  in  any  Articles  of  War  that  might 
be  framed  within  the  next  50  years  it 
would  be  necessary  to  provide  for  any 
new  offences. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILEIE  asked  for 
what,  then,  were  the  Articles  of  War  re- 
quired ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Oxford  had  told  them  that  in  1813 
the  Duke  of  Wellington  proposed  that 
Articles  of  War  should  be  issued  for 
certain  purposes.  Many  things  had 
been  provided  for  by  those  Articles  which 
did  not  exist  at  the  present  time,  and  the 
present  Bill  had  been  made  so  complete 
that  there  was  no  reason  to  have  any 
Articles  of  War. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Solicitor 
General  had  told  them  that  it  was  neces- 
sary to  have  a  power  for  the  Crown  to 
make  new  Articles  of  War  creating  new 
crimes  which  did  not  extend  to  l^e,  or 
limb,  or  penal  servitude.  They  therefore 
knew  what  the  Government  was  en- 
deavouring to  do. 

Mr.  a.  H.  BROWN  said,  that  the 
Amendment,  to  be  consistent,  should  be 
to  leave  out  all  the  words  after ''  articles 
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of  war"  in  line  4,  to  "or"  in  line?. 
The  clause  would  then  run — 

*' Provided,  That  no  person  shall,  by  sodi 
articles  of  war,  be  subject  with  reference  to  toy 
crimes  made  punishable  by  this  Act  to  be 
punished  in  any  manner  which  does  not  aoooid 
with  the  provisions  of  this  Act." 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — ^Ayes  95 ; 
Noes  52 :  Majority  43.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  164.) 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  stated,  that  he  did 
not  intend  to  move  the  four  daiues 
standing  in  his  name,  because,  in  the 
first  place,  a  Committee  had  been  ap* 
pointed  to  examine  into  the  oonditioA 
and  organization  of  the  Army;  and, 
secondly,  because  he  did  not  think  they 
could  have  such  a  discussion  on  it  as 
would  do  justice  to  the  subject  at  that 
moment. 

Clauses,  by  leave,  loithdrawn. 

Mr.  PARNELL  moved,  in  page  lit 

after  Clause  28,  to  insert  the  following 

clause : — 

(Rules  of  Evidence.) 

"  The  rules  of  evidence  to  be  adopted  in  pro* 
ceedings  before  courts  martial  shall  be  the  MB* 
as  those  which  are  followed  in  civil  courts;  vA 
no  person  shall  be  required  to  answer  any  qiM- 
tion  or  to  produce  any  document  which  he  cejald 
not  be  required  to  answer  or  produce  in  gimiltf 
proceedings  before  a  civil  court." 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the 
Bill. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  moved  to  repw* 
Progress.  The  clauses  which  he  wished 
to  move  would  come  on  almost  imme- 
diately ;  and  the  Committee,  he  thonghty 
had  already  done  sufficient  work  for  the 
night. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUEB  did  not  imagine,  on  the  other 
hand,  that  it  was  necessary  to  xnov^ 
these  clauses  exactly  in  their  place  in  the 
BiU.  It  would  be  convenient  for  th«B 
to  go  on  with  the  other  Amendments,  txA 
to  leave  this  to  come  later. 

The  chairman  :  I  beg  to  point  <m* 
to  the  Committee  that  the  practice  of  the 
Committee  has  always  been  to  take  the 
clauses,  as  they  stand  on  the  P»P^* 
The  hon.  Member  just  now  stated  thrf 
he  had  certain  clauses  which  he  wished 
to  withdraw ;  and  though  they  were  nfl^ 
immediately  in  Order,  with  flie  coneeal 
of  the  Committee  they  were  allowed  ft> 
be  withdrawn.     Still,  he  will  have  a* 
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right  to  insist  on  overriding  those  clauses 
which  stand  before  him. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraton. 

Mb.  FABNELL  moved,  in  page  16, 
after  Clause  40,  to  insert  the  n)llowing 
clause: — 

(Trial  for  offence  to  take  place 'within  three 
months  of  commission.) 

'*  No  person  subject  to  military  law  shall  be 
tried  for  an  offence  against  the  preceding  clause 
after  an  interval  of  three  months  has  elapsed 
from  the  commission  of  such  offence." 

OoLONBL  STANLEY  hardly  thought 
the  clause  would  do  as  it  stood.  [Mr. 
P^BVELL  referred  to  Clause  40.]  He 
(Colonel  Stanley)  was  afraid  the  same 
objection  would  obtain  there.  It  would 
be  exceptional,  of  course;  but  it  would 
not  do  to  lay  down  a  hard-and-fast  line. 

Colonel  MUBE  thought  it  would  be 
a  premium  for  committing  offences  under 
Clause  40. 

Ma.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  could  not  have 
read  that  clause.  That  clause  was  to 
apply  to  the  following  offences : — 

"Onilty  of  any  act,  conduct,  disorder,  or 
neglect,  to  the  prejudice  of  good  order  and  mili- 
ta^  discipline,  though  not  in  the  Act  otherwise 
specified." 

It  would  puzzle  any  soldier  to  be  gmlty 
of  an  offence  not  otherwise  specined  in 
the  Act. 

Me.  PABNELL  said,  surely  an 
offence  not  dealt  with  somewhere  in  that 
Act  would  not  be  likely  to  be  found  out. 
In  the  first  place,  the  offence  must  be  of 
80  indefinite  a  character  that  the  soldier 
would  haye  great  difficulty  in  knowing 
about  it.  If  it  was  so  extraordinary,  it 
conld  not  be  so  difficult  to  discover  and 
punish  any  long  time  after  it  was  dis- 
covered. He  thought  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  might  give  way  under 
the  circumstances.  It  was  really  too 
late  to  argue  the  matter. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Mb.  PABNELL  rose  to  move,  after 
Clause  41,  to  insert  the  following 
clause: — 

(Trial  for  certain  offences  to  be  before 
ciyil  court.) 

"Where  practicable  every  person  subject  to 
military  law  who  commits  any  of  the  offences 
mentioned  in  Schedule  of  this  Bill  shall  be 

proceeded  against  before  a  civil  court  of  compe- 
tent jurisdiction,  and,  on  conyiction,  shall  be 
pnnished  in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of 
the  statute  or  statutes  dealing  with  such 
offence.*' 


Thb  OHAIEMAN  :  This  new  clause, 
I  think,  cannot  be  introduced;  for 
Olause  41  haying  been  adopted  as  it 
stands,  I  think  it  is  inadmissible  to  move 
this  new  clause,  because  it  conflicts  with 
Clause  41. 

Mr.  FABNELL  asked  a  question  of 
the  Chairman,  sitting  with  his  hat  on. 
["Order,  order!"] 

Mb.  PABNELL,  rising :  I  was  per- 
fectly in  Order.  The  Chairman  was 
standing,  and  therefore  I  was  quite  in 
Order  in  addressing  him  from  my  seat 
with  my  hat  on. 

Colonel  MUBE  :  May  I  ask  you, 
Sir,  for  your  direction  on  that  point  ? 

The  CHAIBMAN:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  not  in  Order  to  address  the 
Chair  sitting,  with  his  hat  on,  except 
during  a  Division,  or  when  he  speaks  on 
a  matter  relating  simply  to  the  calling 
of  a  Division. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  he  would 
move  the  Amendment  on  the  Beport. 

Sib  HENBY  HAVELOCK  moved, 
in  page  18,  after  Clause  43,  to  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

(Redress  of  wrongs.) 

*<  Every  officer  who  shall  be  accused  of  any 
military  offence  under  this  Act,  and  whose  con- 
duct in  that  respect  shall  have  been  investigated 
by  a  court  of  inquiry,  shall  be  entitled,  if  he 
demands  it,  to  receive  a  copy  in  writing  of  the 
opinion  of  such  court  of  inquiry,  or  of  the  opi- 
nion formed  by  the  officer  who  assembled  that 
court,  upon  the  evidence  adduced  before  it. 

*<  And  if  the  accused  officer  challenge  such 
opinion  he  shall  not  be  liable  to  be  removed 
from  his  appointment,  or  to  be  placed  upon 
half-pay,  without  being  first  afforded  the  op- 
portunity of  refuting  the  charges  made  against 
him,  in  open  trial,  before  a  general  court 
martial :  Provided  always,  That  nothing  herein- 
before contained  shall  affect  the  undoubted 
prerogative  of  Her  Majesty  to  remove  any 
officer  from  the  Army,  or  to  place  him  upon 
half-pay,  upon  the  recommendation  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  made  upon  his 
official  responsibility." 

This  clause  was  one  of  considerable 
importance ;  but  he  did  not  desire  to 
delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill,  nor  to 
debate  the  point  at  any  length.  The 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  in  the 
Paper  issued  that  day,  had  in  substance 
conceded  the  first  part  of  his  clause ;  and 
as  to  the  second  part,  he  should  be  glad 
to  know  whether  the  right  hon.  5en- 
tleman  could  not  accept  it  ?  It  proposed 
to  give  an  officer  the  right  of  appeal 
against  the  opinion  of  any  court  martial, 
and  that  was  no  greater  concession  than 
the  concession  already  made  by  the  right 
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hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman.  Indeed, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment went  so  far  as  to  say  that  no 
court  martial  should  inquire  into  of- 
fences which  could  properly  be  tried  by 
a  court  martial.  His  clause  embodied 
that,  and  nothing  more.  If  the  Govern- 
ment would  but  admit  that  an  accused 
person  should  have  the  right,  if  he 
challenged  the  accusation,  of  having 
his  case  dealt  with  by  court  martial, 
there  was  nothing  more  than  that  in 
his  Amendment. 

Colonel  STANLEY  was  sorry  that 
he  could  not  assent  to  the  second  part. 
The  first  was  already  disposed  of  by 
the  regulations  he  had  issued  that  day. 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  must 
recollect  that  in  the  previous  debate  he 
expressly  guarded  himself  against  going 
as  far  as  this,  although  he  agreed  that 
a  Court  of  Inquiry  should  not  take  upon 
itself  the  functions  of  a  court  martial. 
He  did  not  at  all  admit  the  premiss 
from  which  the  second  part  of  the  clause 
was  deduced,  that  a  court  martial  could 
in  any  way  affect  proceedings  against 
an  officer's  character  ;  it  could  only 
assist  a  commanding  officer  to  come  to 
a  conclusion.  He  particularly  did  not 
want  to  constitute  a  Court  of  Inquiry, 
and  the  principle  he  wished  to  uphold 
was,  when  a  commanding  officer  was  the 
responsible  person,  he  wanted  to  make 
the  person  who  acted  upon  this  report 
distinctly  responsible,  and  that  his  rules 
went  to  that  point.  Practically,  this 
inquiry  would  put  the  officer  in  the 
same  position  he  would  have  occupied 
if  he  had  been  brought  before  his  com- 
manding officer.  They  knew  that  con- 
fidential reports  always  followed  the 
inspection  of  a  regiment,  giving  an  ac- 
count— a  very  fair  account,  he  believed 
— of  the  conduct  and  character  of  the 
officers,  for  the  guidance  of  their  supe- 
riors. A  very  good  rule  had  now  been 
made  that,  whenever  an  officer  had 
anything  reported  against  him,  he  should 
be  made  acquainted  with  it  at  the  time, 
so  that  he  might  have  an  opportunity 
to  look  to  it,  and  see  that  he  behaved 
better  in  future.  The  same  thing  had 
been  provided  with  regard  to  a  Court 
of  Inquiry.  If  they  reported  facts 
which,  in  the  opinion  of  the  officer,  did 
not  justify  a  trial  by  court  martial,  but 
yet  told  against  the  officer,  he  was  made 
acquainted  with  the  report,  which  was 
to  put  him  in  as  good  a  position  as  he 
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could  desire.  He  could  not  quite  under- 
stand how  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
was  to  reckon  out  the  latter  part  of  his 
Amendment.  He  gave  an  officer  the 
statutory  right  to  a  court  martial ;  but 
the  officer  might  have  committed  no 
offence,  and  yet  might  have  been  em-^ 
ployed  in  some  office  or  work  for  which 
he  was  manifestly  unfit.  Surely  they 
were  not  going  to  give  this  officer  the 
right  to  remain  in  that  office,  subject 
only  to  dismissal  by  court  martiaL  He 
really  did  not  see  how  the  two  parts  of 
the  last  part  of  the  clause  could  work 
together,  because,  undoubtedly,  the  Pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown  was  still  to  be 
left.  He  hoped,  therefore,  the  Amend- 
ment would  not  be  pressed. 

Sm  HENRY  HAVELOCK  replied, 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
taken  up  a  position  which  forced  him  to 
repeat  over  and  over  again  arguments 
which  he  thought  had  long  since  been 
done  with.  The  discrepancy  pointed 
out,  and  which  appeared  to  exist,  did 
not  exist  in  fact ;  and  he  had  provided 
for  both  points  exactly  as  in  the  Amend- 
ment which  he  moved  on  the  1st  of  May. 
He  did  not  desire  in  the  slightest  degree 
to  restrict  the  Prerogative  of  the 
Crown  ;  but,  on  the  other  hand,  he 
wished  that  the  officer  should  have  the 
right  which  had  been  given  to  the 
private  soldier  to  such  an  extent  that 
he  could  not  even  be  mulcted  of  a  day's 
pay  without  a  court  martial,  if  he  chose. 
What  he  desired  to  claim  for  the  indi- 
vidual officer  was  that  when  it  was 
alleged  that  he  was  guilty  of  any 
offence  under  this  Act,  he  should  be 
allowed  the  privilege  that  attached  of 
right  to  every  civilian — and  which,  he 
maintained,  a  man  did  not  lose  by  join- 
ing the  Army — of  being  tried  openly  by 
his  peers.  At  present,  an  aUegation 
might  be  made  against  an  officer  that 
he  had  been  deficient  in  some  respect, 
or  had  committed  some  military  offence, 
and  that  was  submitted  to  the  investiga- 
tion of  a  court  martial.  He  thought 
they  had  already  come  to  a  conclusioa 
that  courts  martial  should  never  be 
substituted  for  Courts  of  Inquiry ;  that 
they  should  never  be  the  final  inauiiyt 
and  that  an  officer  should  not  be  liable 
to  be  dismissed,  or  placed  on  half-payt 
without  being  able  first  to  prove  hii 
innocence  before  a  court  martial.  His 
clause  really  did  not  interfere  with  the 
Prerogative,  for  it  still  would  be  open 
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for  Her  Majesty,  on  the  advice  of  Her 
lesponnble  officers,  if  she  thought  fit, 
eren  where  an  officer  had  been  tried  and 
tcqnitted,  to  qnietly  say  she  dismissed 
him  from  the  Service.  The  difference 
was  that,  in  one  case,  a  man  was  sent 
into  civil  life  with  a  stigma  on  his  name  ; 
vhile,  in  the  other  case,  he  could,  at 
least,  point  to  the  decision  of  a  court 
martial  as  a  proof  that,  so  far  as  that 
was  concerned,  he  had  been  able  to 
lebnt  the  charge  against  him.  The  two 
dimions  of  this  clause  did  not  clash  or 
conflict  in  the  slightest  degree.  The 
charge  made  was  that,  while  the  Pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown  still  remained  to 
difflnias  an  officer  at  any  time  without 
reason  alleged,  it  did  not  extend  to  the 
difimJHsal  of  an  officer  after,  and  in 
conseqaence  of,  the  decision  of  a  court 
martial,  until  he  had  been  first  given 
the  opportunity  of  rebutting  the  charge 
against  him  before  a  court  martial. 

Amendment  negatived. 

Honae  reeumed. 

Committee  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
again  To-marraw. 

ARnZANS'     DWELLINGS     ACT    (1868) 
EXTENSION  {re-committed)  BILL. 

{Mr.  W.  M.  Terrene,  Sir  Thomat  Chambere,  Mr, 

Goldney.) 

[bill  236.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Ur.  GBAY  said,  he  had  some  doubt 
whether  the  Bill,  in  its  present  shape, 
voold  strengthen  the  hands  of  the  sani- 
tuy  authorities  in  Ireland.  He  was  in- 
dined  rather  to  think  that  it  would 
fimiiuah  the  power  of  these  authorities 
to  deal  with  the  evils  of  overcrowding 
and  unhealthy  dwellings  for  tho  poor. 
Howerer,  he  confessed  he  had  not  given 
to  the  Bill  sufficient  consideration  to 
induce  him  to  seek  to  impede  in  any 
vaj  its  progress ;  and  he  had  only  to  ex- 
pitts  a  hope  that  the  next  stage  would 
be  fixed  for  a  period  sufficiently  distant 
to  afford  time  for  communication  on  the 
nbject  with  some  of  the  sanitary  autho- 
ntiea  in  Ireland. 

lh.MONK  said,  he  should  be  glad 
to  know  what  were  the  intentions  of  the 
W.  Member  for  Finsbury  (Mr.  Torrens) 
*iA  regard  to  proceeding  with  the 
Bill  that  night,  because  he  intended  to 
^^pose  the  5th  clause,  which  might 
S^ve lise  to  some  little  discussion?  That 


clause  would  compel  the  local  authori- 
ties to  purchase  tumble-down  housed,  or 
houses  which  were  unfit  for  habitation, 
if  the  owners  should  require  them  to  do 
so.  He  did  not  know  whether  that 
clause  had  attracted  the  notice  of  the  Qo- 
vemment ;  it  was  an  important  clause  ; 
and  he  wished  to  ask  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Finsbury,  whether  ho 
intended  to  move  to  report  Progress 
after  the  House  had  gone  into  Commit- 
tee, or  to  press  the  Bill  through  that 
stage  ? 

Mr.  W.  M.  TOERENS  remarked, 
that  it  had  been  found,  by  practical  ex- 
perience, that  without  the  compensation 
for  which  tho  Bill  made  provision  it 
was  wholly  impossible  to  work  the  other 
powers  given  by  law.  He  trusted  that 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Glou- 
cester (Mr.  Monk)  would  not  persevere 
in  his  opposition  to  progress  being  mado 
with  the  Bill,  since  it  would  be  open  to 
him  on  the  Report  to  move  either  to 
amend  or  to  expunge  the  clause  to  which 
he  had  referred.  He  hoped  that,  as  the 
Government  had  had  this  matter  under 
their  consideration  for  weeks,  and  he 
might  say,  for  months,  and  as  there  was 
no  general  opposition  in  the  House 
itself  to  the  measure,  it  might  be  allowed 
to  pass  through  Committee  that  night. 

Mr.  ISAAC  reminded  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  that  he  had  not  told 
the  House  whether  he  was  willing  to 
accede  to  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  County  (Mr. 
Gray),  and  to  fix  a  distant  day,  say  10 
days  hence,  for  the  further  consideration 
of  the  Bill.  Unless  tho  hon.  Member 
was  prepared  to  do  that,  he  must  opposu 
Mr.  Sx)eaker  leaving  the  Chair. 

Mr.  W.  M.  torrens  thought  it 
must  bo  quite  evident  that,  at  this 
period  of  the  Session,  to  name  10  daj's 
henco  for  the  further  progress  of  the 
Bill  was  virtually  to  discharge  tho 
Order.  He  must  remind  the  House  that 
the  measure  had  yot  to  go  up  to  tlio 
House  of  Lords.  It  had  been  six  months 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  and  as. 
therefore,  ample  time  had  been  afforded 
to  every  hon.  Member  to  make  up  his 
mind  as  to  what  course  he  ought  to  take 
in  regard  to  it,  he  did  trust  that  tlio 
House  would  not  think  it  was  an  un- 
reasonable request  that  they  should  now 
be  allowed  to  proceed  with  it.  As  to 
the  appeal  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  County,  he  must  say 
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that,  at  the  sn^^eatioQ  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gbvemment,  tne  Bill  vos  now  limited 
very  much  to  the  oase  of  the  Metropolis. 
Its  promoters  bad  intended  that  it  should 
be  a  general  Act ;  but,  in  manj  cases, 
they  had  found  that  the  Government 
were  not  prepared  to  extend  what  was 
termed  the  bnildins;  clauies  to  the  whole 
ofthe  United  Kingdom;  and  sooner  than 
allow  the  Metropolis  to  remain  in  its 
present  terrible  state  of  overcrowding, 
those  in  charge  of  the  Bill  had  deemed 
it  their  duty  to  take  what  they  could 
get.  Therefore,  as  the  Oovemment 
intimated  their  willingness  to  allow  the 
building  clauses  to  be  retained  for  the 
Metropohs,  leaving  the  compensation 
clauses  to  apply  to  the  whole  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  the  promoters  thought 
it  better  to  accept  that  compromise  than 
to  do  nothing  at  all.  To  that  arrange- 
ment  he  adhered,  though  he  should  be 
very  glad,  personally,  to  extend  the 
whole  of  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  to 
Dublin  and  other  large  towns  in  Ireland. 

Sm  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
hoped  the  House  might  allow  the  Bill  to 
go  into  Committee.  At  the  same  time,  he 
trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Fins- 
bury  might  also  see  the  reasonableness 
of  allowing  at  least  a  week  to  elapse 
before  the  Beport  was  taken,  in  order 
that  hon.  Members  might  have  an  op- 
portunity of  considering  the  Amend- 
ments which  they  might  wish  to  pro- 
pose. He  wished  also  to  say,  on  the 
part  of  the  Qovemment,  that  there  was 
one  clause  which,  until  hia  attention  had 
been  called  to  it  that  night,  had  escaped 
his  notice— he  referred  to  the  terms  on 
which  it  was  proposed  to  borrow.  He 
should  himself  like  to  consider  that 
matter  before  it  was  finally  ageed  upon  , 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  his  ban.  Friend 
would  consent,  if  the  Bill  were  now 
allowed  to  pass  through  Committee,  to 
the  postponement  of  the  consideration  ot 
the  Beport  for  at  least  a  week. 

Bill  eoHiidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  1  (Short  title  and  construction 
of  Act). 

Me.  OBAY  said,  he  had  a  forma! 
Amendment  to  propose  to  this  clause 
The  clause  defined  that  the  officer  of 
health  should  be  the  Medical  OfGcer  oi' 
Health  in  England,  appointed  by  the 
urban  sanitary  authority  of  the  district 
^        Mr.  W.  M.  Torrmu 


(OOMICONS)      [\%i9)  ExtmtiiM  Bia.       41S 

under  the  Fublio  Health  Act  of  IST5. 

In  Ireland,  it  should  be  the  oorrespond- 

ing  officer  under  the  Act  of  1S78.    He, 

in  line  fi, 

1875, "to  insert — 

dittnet 


d  as  respects  any  urbsD  unitsry  didnc 
land,   ahall  be  the  Uedical  Officer  o 

appoii 

!  the  <i 
ict  of  1878." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agrf»i  to. 

Clauses  2,  3,  and  4  agreti  to. 

Clause  5  (Owner  may  require  lonl 
authority  to  purchase  premises). 

Ms.  MONK  remarked,  that  Uie  olanM 
proposed  to  throw  a  very  heavy  buidm 
on  the  ratepayers,  by  coropeUing  tbl 
local  authorities  to  purchase  any  hoDHt 
which  might  be  considered  as  unfit  te 
habitation.  If  an  individual  purohand 
house  property  which  was  in  a  bad  ittts 
of  repair,  he  ought — and  under  tb* 
existing  law  he  was  obhged — to  rebniU, 
or  put  it  in  a  fit  state  for  habitation. 
He  saw  no  reason  why  the  rat^uyoi 
should  be  called  upon  to  purchase  endi 
property ;  and  yet,  if  the  owner  of  it 
pleased,  he  could,  under  this  Bill,  ooni- 

Eel  the  local  authorities  to  take  it  off 
is  hands.  He  did  not  know  what  vis* 
the  Qovemment  took  of  this  clause.  E« 
certainly  thought  it  deserved  their  veiy 
serious  consideration,  and  he  shouU 
himself  say  "  No  "  to  the  question  thst 
the  clause  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  thought  ths  C«o- 
mittee  ought  to  have  some  explanstioi 
respecting  this  clause.  He  quite  agread 
witn  what  his  ban.  Friend  tne  Membtt 
for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  had  ststed. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  if  this  clause  wo* 
passed  it  would  operate  in  the  directita 
of  preventing  the  local  authoritiei  froa 
undertaking  the  smallest  improvement^ 
owing  to  the  fear  they  would  have  tbit 
if  they  were  to  give  notice  of  any  boil^ 
ings  being  in  a  dangerous  state  it  tow 
be  necessary  to  pim^aae  the  whole  <* 
them. 

Mb.  monk  repeated,  that  there  conU 
not  be  the  slightest  reason  whj  la 
owner  of  a  site  should  force  the  nts- 
payers  to  buy  it ;  and,  in  order  to  rail* 
that  question,  he  moved  to  leave  o"*^ 
;  the  words  after  "  premises,"  to  the  w 
I  of  the  clause. 


"  premises, 


Amendment  ogrMd  to. 
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On  QuestioD,  ''That  the  Clausei  as 
amended,  stand  part  of  the  Bill?" 

Me.  W.  M.  TOE»ENS  said,  that  experi- 
ence  had  shown  that  in  the  Metropolis  it 
vas  impossible  to  effect  any  improvement 
in  the  over-crowded  districts,  unless  the 
local  authorities  were  enabled  to  com- 
pensate the  owners  of  property.  He 
nad  presented  Petitions  from  various 
local  bodies,  all  asking  that  this  Bill 
should  pass.'  The  practical  effect  of 
taking  away  that  power  which  the  rate- 
payers themselves  had  asked  for  would 
be  to  destroy  the  whole  chance  of  the 
Bill  working.  He  left  it  to  the  Oovem- 
ment  to  say  whether  it  was  worth  while 
defending  the  clause. 

8iB  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBET80N 
hoped  that  the  Committee  might  not 
assent  to  the  removal  from  the  Bill  of 
what,  practically,  was  the  soul  and  body 
of  the  measure.  A  former  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  had  proved  a  dead  letter 
in  consequence  of  its  containing  no  such 
power  as  this  clause  proposed  to  give. 
The  Government  had  been  induced  to 
give  the  measure  their  support,  because 
it  sought  to  deal  with  a  class  of  build- 
ings not  dealt  with  in  a  more  recent  Act 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Home  Se- 
cretary, and  supplied  a  link  in  a  very 
luefal  class  of  legislation  by  removing 
a  difficulty  which  had  hitherto  stood  in 
the  way  of  the  local  authorities  in  deal- 
ing with  many  of  those  terrible  eyesores 
and  nuisances  which  existed  in  the  midst 
of  their  large  towns,  and  especially  of 
the  Metropolis.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  did  hope  that  the  Committee 
would  not,  at  the  eleventh  hour,  deprive 
the  measure  of  the  provision  which 
alone  would  make  it  a  useful  one. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clauses  6  to  19,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  20  (Power  of  local  authority 
to  make  bye-laws  for  regulation  of 
dwelling-houses) . 

Mb.  salt  said,  that  on  behalf  of  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Local  Oovemment  Board,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  move  at  the  end  of  this 
clause.  The  clause  gave  power  to  local 
authorities  to  make  bye-laws ;  but  it  was 
not  usual  to  give  such  power  to  the  local 
authorities  without  some  control  or 
authority  from  the  Central  Depart- 
pient,  and  the  words  he  had  to  propose 


on  behalf  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  at  the 
end  of  the  clause  were  these — 

<<  A  bye-law  under  this  Act,  and  anv  altera- 
tion made  therein,  and  any  repeal  of  a  bve- 
law,  shall  not  he  of  any  Talidity  until  it  has 
been  submitted  and  confirmed  by  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  in  the 
case  of  the  Metropolis,  or  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  the  case  of  edl  other  places.'' 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  the  Clause,  to  add  the  words 
"A  bye-law  under  this  Act,  and  any  altera- 
tion made  therein,  and  any  repeal  of  a  bye- 
law,  shall  not  be  of  any  validity  until  it  has 
been  submitted  and  confirmed  by  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  Principal  Secretaries  of  State,  in  case 
of  tiie  Metropolis,  or  by  the  Local  Grovemment 
Board  in  the  case  of  all  other  places." — {Mr, 
Salt.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  Uiere  added." 

Mb.  LEEMAN  characterized  the 
Amendment  as  centralization  to  the  ut- 
most extent,  and  hoped  the  Committee 
might  not  agree  to  it. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  32; 
Noes  17 ;  Majority  16. — (Div.  List, 
No.  165.) 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  21  (Expenses  of  local  autho- 
rity). 

Mb.  fell  moved,  in  page  7,  line  S7« 
to  leave  out  the  words  "three  pence/* 
and  to  insert  the  words  "  a  penny."  He 
thought  they  had  already  had  several 
warnings  on  the  subject  of  expenses 
chargeable  on  the  rates  under  Acts  of 
this  description,  and  that  it  would  be 
wise  to  limit  the  amount  of  money  to 
be  expended. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  7,  line 
37,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  three  pence," 
in  order  to  insert  the  words  **  onepenny." 
— {^Mr,  Pell,) — instead  thereof. 

Question  put,  ''  That  the  words  *  three 
pence '  stand  part  of  the  Clause." 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  14; 
Noes  32;  Majority,  18. —  (Div.  List, 
No.  166.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  the  words 
<  one  penny '  be  there  inserted." 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  did  not  like  to  interfere,  as  the 
hon.  Member  in  charge  of  the  Bill  had 
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made  no  appeal  to  the  Committee ;  bnt 
he  really  would  like  to  ask  whether  hon. 
Members  were  really  in  earnest — [**  Yes, 
certainly  !  "] — in  wishing  to  put  m  this 
sum?  The  limitation  to  a  penny,  in 
London,  at  any  rate,  would  render  it 
impossible,  practically,  to  carry  out  any 
work  under  this  Bill.  He  would  remind 
his  hon.  Friend  he  had  quoted  the  ex- 
penditure of  the  hon.  Member. 

Me.  pell  was  referring  to  the  Ar- 
tizans'  Dwellings  Act.  In  that  Act  the 
amount  was  unlimited,  while  here  they 
had  a  fixed  sum.  He  hoped  the  Com- 
mittee would  give  their  decision  against 
adopting  2d,  instead  of  \d,  in  order  that 
they  might  improve  away  this  measure, 
the  further  progress  of  which  seemed  to 
him  undesirable. 

Mr.  DODDS  reminded  the  Committee 
that  the  Act  applied  to  the  whole  coun- 
try ;  but  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  would  confine  its 
operation  to  the  Metropolitan  district, 
he  would  just  as  soon  have  2d,  inserted 
as  \d.  In  these  times  of  intense  depres- 
sion he  strongly  objected  to  this  in- 
creased taxation. 

Ma.  BARING  supposed  that  the  Com- 
mittee had  not  voted  without  knowing 
what  they  were  about.  Festina  lente  was 
a  motto  which  it  would  have  been  better 
if  some  hon.  Gentlemen  had  remembered, 
and  then  they  would  have  done  more 
good,  probably,  in  the  end. 

Me.  DILLWYN  said,  the  Artizans' 
Dwellings  Act  was  by  no  means  a  failure 
everywhere ;  for,  in  his  own  borough,  it 
it  had  been  put  into  operation  very  suc- 
cessfully. His  objection  to  the  Bill  was 
that  it  enabled  owners  to  get  rid  of  what 
was  very  likely  worthless  property  to 
the  Boards.  That  Proviso,  he  thought, 
would  very  likely  impede  the  progress 
of  the  Act,  because  it  would  prevent 
authorities  from,  giving  notice,  and  so 
putting  themselves  into  the  power  of 
the  owners,  and  being  forced  to  purchase 
properties,  whether  or  no. 

Me.  W.  M.  TORRENS  reminded  the 
Committee  that  imder  the  5th  clause 
compulsory  power  was  given.  He 
thought  it  was  rather  hard  to  raise 
this  objection  again,  after  what  had 
been  conceded.  This  Bill,  by  doing  a 
little  work  here  and  there  would  save  a 
mreat  amount  of  other  work  under  the 
Artizans'  Dwellings  Act.  This  was  an 
alternative  plan  ;  but  if  the  Committee 
would  not  adopt  it  he  could  not  help  it. 

Sir  Henry  Silmn-IhUUon 


Mb.  PELL  thought  his  Amendment 
was  entirely  consistent,  for  under  the 
Bill  money  was  only  required  foi  the 
purchase  of  tumble-down  buildings,  and 
surely  a  penny  rate  would  be  enough  for 
that. 

Me.  gray  doubted  whether  the  Act 
would  apply  anywhere  outside  the  Me- 
tropolis. At  the  same  time,  he  did  not 
see  the  good  of  passing  it,  and  in  the 
same  breath  rendering  it  ijioperative.  At 
the  Committee  had  come  to  a  conclusion 
not  to  allow  3^.,  he  thought,  at  least,  it 
might  allow  2d, ;  otherwise,  it  would  be 
far  better  not  to  load  the  Statute  Book 
with  inoperative  Acts. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  15; 
Noes  31 :  Majority  16.— (Div.  IM 
No.  167.) 

Sm  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBET80N 
moved  to  insert  '*  two-pence." 

Mb.  pell  asked  whether  they  coqU 
not  split  the  difference,  and  say  1^ 
At  first  they  were  all  in  favour  of  li; 
but  the  suggestions  from  the  Front 
Bench  had  inclined  some  hon.  Memhen 
to  change  their  minds. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  22  (Loans  from  Public  Worta 
Loan  Commissioners). 

Mb.  pell  moved,  in  page  8,  line  16, 
to  leave  out  the  words  ''and  also  all 
mortgages  of  the  local  rates."  The  rites 
should  be  sufficient  security  on  whiek 
to  raise  the  sum  required  for  the  con- 
struction of  the  new  premises.  It  seemed 
to  him  very  dangerous  to  pledge  the 
rates  for  purposes  of  this  sort. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  line 
16,  to  leave  out  the  words  **aJso  by  • 
mortgage  of  the  local  rate." — {Mr,  FtU,) 

Question  put,  **  That  the  words  pro- 
posed to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Clause." 

The  Committee  divided:  Ayes  i^\ 
Noes  16:  Majority  12.  — (Div.  IW. 
No.  168.) 

Mb.  LEEMAN  moved  to  report  Bo- 
gross.  He  appealed  to  the  hon.  Oeo* 
tleman  in  charge  of  the  Bill  not  to  pre* 
it  further.  It  was  then  3  o'dock  i> 
the  morning.  The  opposition  to  it  wtf 
evidently  hond  fide ;  and  as  there  vflrt 
only  just  the  number  of  Members  in  tin 
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House  sufficient  to  transact  Business,  he 
hoped  his  Motion  would  be  accepted. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Mr, 
Lwnau.) 

Mb.  W.  M.  TOERENS  replied,  that 
thej  were  very  nearly  through,  and  they 
might  as  well  go  on. 

Motion  negativid, 

Mr.  OBAY  thought  the  limitation  of 
the  period  of  repayment  of  loans  of 
seven  years  was  too  small.  That  would 
involve  a  repayment  yearly  of  15  per 
cent.  In  order  to  raise  the  question,  he 
moved  to  substitute  the  words  **  twenty- 
one." 

Me.  W.  M.  TORRENS  said,  this 
limitation  was  introduced  by  arrange- 
ments with  the  Government  in  order 
to  prevent  money  being  borrowed  for 
an  excessive  term.  He  himself,  per- 
sonally, entirely  concurred  in  wishing  to 
extend  the  period. 

Amendment  negatived, 

Mb  fell  desired  to  point  out  that 
they  were  getting  into  some  little  con- 
fusion. The  Amendment  made  in  Clause 
5  evidently  showed  that  it  was  the 
opinion  of  the  Committee  that  power 
should  be  given  only  to  purchase  struc- 
tures ;  yet  they  were  now  proceeding  to 
give  power  to  mortgage  the  site  which 
would  not  belong  to  the  Board.  He, 
therefore,  thought  they  had  better  re- 
port Progress,  in  order  that  those  in 
charge  of  the  Bill  might  consider  the 
matter. 

Mb.  ISAAC  pointed  out  that  any 
alteration  might  be  moved  on  Report. 

Clause  agreed  to. 
Clause  23  agreed  to. 

Schedule  A. 

Mb.  salt  moved  (for  Sir  James 
M'Gabel-Hooo)  to  insert  in  the  third 
column,  line  17,  the  word  **  or." 

Mb.  W.  M.  TORRENS  explained 
that  the  effect  of  the  clause  was  to  give 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  alter- 
nate jurifidiction,  so  that  if  the  Vestries 
vould  not  undertake  the  work  they 
might.  He  entirely  agreed  with  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  asked  if  the  clause 
gave  additional  power  to  the  Board  of 

VOL.  CCXLVni.     [tHIBD  BEBDBS.] 


Works!  ["Yes!"]  Then,  certainly, 
this  clause  should  be  thoroughly  ex- 
plained. 

Mr.  W.  M.  TORRENS  said,  there 
was  a  belief  in  some  districts  that  the 
Vestries  would  hang  fire,  and  not  put 
this  Act  into  force.  In  that  case,  they 
proposed  to  give  a  discretionary  power 
to  the  Board  of  Works  to  overrule 
them.  It  was  not  proposed  that  that 
work  should  be  out  of  the  general  rate 
of  the  Metropolis,  but  that  the  Board 
of  Works  should  come  in  and  do  the 
work,  and  charge  it  on  the  rates  of  the 
Vestry. 

Colonel  MAKINS  could  not  see  why, 
if  the  Vestrymen,  who  might  be  pre- 
sumed to  know  all  the  requirements  of 
their  own  district,  did  not  choose  to  carry 
out  the  Act,  that  it  was  a  proper  thing 
for  the  Board  of  Works,  composed  of 
men  from  other  parts  of  London,  who  did 
not  know  very  much  about  the  district 
in  question,  to  come  in  to  interfere. 

Mr.  PELL  said,  the  effect  of  the 
clauses  would  be  to  put  the  Vestrymen 
between  the  upper  millstone  of  the 
Local  Government  Board  and  the  nether 
millstone  of  the  Board  of  Works,  with 
a  medical  officer  of  health  turning  the 
handle.  Surely  these  gentlemen  were 
entitled  to  form  an  opinion  whether 
work  was  necessary  to  be  done,  and 
he  did  not  see  why  they  should  give  a 
new  authority  power  to  overrule  them. 
The  Board  of  Works,  with  designs  for 
streets  and  quays,  and  great  works 
generally,  might  be  influenced  by  con- 
siderations which  would  not  influence 
the  Vestry.  He  trusted  they  would  be 
allowed  proper  time  to  consider  this 
Amendment. 

Mr.  salt  said,  that  he  was  not  in 
charge  of  the  Bill ;  but,  referring  back  to 
Clause  12,  the  hon.  Member  for  South 
Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  would  find  that 
the  Amendment  proposed  not  to  create 
any  new  power  of  rating,  but,  on  the  con- 
trary, to  prevent  the  possibility  of  raising 
a  certain  rate ;  but  he  should  prefer  to 
leave  his  hon.  and  gallant  Fnend  the 
Member  for  Truro  (Sir  James  M'Garel- 
Hogg)to  deal  with  uie  matter  on  Report, 
and,  therefore,  he  would  withdraw  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Monday  next, 
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EAST    INDIAN    EAILWAY    (eEDEMPTION  OF 

annuities)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Edwabd  Stakhopb,  Bill 
to  enable  the  Secretary  of  State  in  Council  of 
India  to  create  and  issue  Capital  Stock  in  the 
United  Kingdom  in  exchange  for  so  much  of 
the  Annuity  created  under  **  The  East  Indian 
Railway  Company  Purchase  Act,  1879/'  and 
thereby  made  chargeable  on  the  Eevenues  of 
India,  as  may  be  purchased  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  under  that  Act,  ordered  to  be  brought  in 
by  Mr.  Edwa&d  Stanhope  and  Lord  George 
Hamilton. 

Bill prM0ft^/£f,and  read  the  firsttime.  [Bill  244.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Three  o  clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Tuesday,  1 6th  July,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— Private  Bii^ir— Third  Heading^ 
Thames  River  (Prevention  of  Floods)  *,  and 
pasted. 

PcKLic  Bills  —  First  Reading  —  New  Forest 
Act  (1877)  Amendment*  (149). 

Second  Reading  —  Cruelty  to  Animals  (126), 
negatived ;  Cork  Borough  Quarter  Sessions* 
(142) ;  Highway  Accounts  (Returns)  *  (143). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Marriages  Confirmation 
(Her  Majesty's  Ships)  •  (121). 

Third  Reading  —  V\xhMQ  Health  Act  (1875) 
Amendment  (Interments)  (123) ;  Sale  of 
Food  and  Drags  Act  (1876)  Amendment  ♦ 
(127);  Civil  Procedure  Acto  Repeal*  (132); 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (134),  and 
passed. 


CRUELTY  TO  ANIMALS  BILL. 
{The  Lord  Truro.) 

(no.  125.)      SECOND   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Head- 
ing, read. 

Lord  TRUEO,  in  moving  that  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
he  had  been  induced  to  lay  this  Bill  on 
the  Table  of  the  House  by  the  numerous 
Petitions  against  the  practice  of  vivisec- 
tion signed  by  many  thousands  of  per- 
sons— whose  opinions,  he  might  ob- 
serve, were  shared  by  a  large  number 
of  medical  men,  some  of  them  of  un- 
doubted eminence  in  their  Profession. 
The  object  of  t^h^  measure  was  to  ex- 


tend the  provisions  of  Martin's  A0I1 
which  appUed  to  domestic  animals  only, 
to  all  animals  whatever ;  and  to  prolu* 
bit  the  practice  of  vivisection  for  experi- 
mental purposes,  or  for  any  other  pur- 
pose than  that  of  alleviating  or  curing 
any  disease  from  which  the  animal  ope- 
rated upon  was  suffering.  He  desired 
to  treat  the  subject  in  the  most  rationsl 
and  not  in  a  rhetorical  manner.  Th« 
measure  which  had  been  passed  by  the 
Government  a  few  years  ago — the  39 
&  40  Vict,  c.  77— -though  framed  with 
the  best  intentions,  did  not  meet  the 
views  of  those  who  entertained  the  sen* 
timents  he  did  on  the  subject  of  vivieeo- 
tion.  It  was  quite  true  that  the  m6A> 
sure  was  framed  in  accordance  with  the 
Beport  of  the  Boyal  Commission  which 
had  been  appointed  to  inquire  into  the 
matter;  but  a  very  eminent  man  tdd 
him  that  a  Boyal  Commission  was  not 
generally  an  impartial  tribunal,  because 
its  Members  were  chosen  by  those  who 
had  a  bias  with  the  object  of  seeing 
whether  that  bias  was  not  well  founded. 
He  did  not  say  that  was  a  correct  view, 
because  he  himself  had  always  sup* 
posed  that  the  object  of  a  Boyal  Com- 
mission was  to  sift  evidence  and  a9ce^ 
tain  the  truth ;  but  it  was  impossible 
not  to  see  in  the  proceedings  of  the 
Commissioners,  who  were  not  scientifie 
men,  if  not  a  bias,  certainly  an  inclinft- 
tion  to  adopt  the  views  and  opinions  of 
the  Medical  Profession  in  relation  to 
vivisection.  Those  who  opposed  vm* 
section  did  so,  in  the  first  place,  on  the 
ground  that  it  was  cruel  and  immoral; 
and,  secondly,  that  it  did  not  offer  to  the 
public  the  advantages  which  the  Medical 
Profession  claimed  for  it.  If  mediffsl 
men  were  engaged  in  seeking  remediei 
for  nervous  pains,  he  would  suggeit 
that  vivisection  was  useless  for  that 
purpose ;  because  nervous  disease  aroee 
from  hereditary  cause  or  from  exoeeii 
It  was  said  that  vivisection  was  valu- 
able in  the  discovery  of  diseases  of  the 
liver  and  kidneys ;  but  that  propoatio* 
was  denied  by  competent  authority. 
The  Boyal  Commission  reported,  how- 
ever, that  it  was  desirable  to  perniil 
vivisection  under  certain  regulatioms 
and,  under  the  Act  of  1876,  the  ?!••• 
tice  was  subjected  to  conditions  anditj 
strictions.  13ut  the  thousands  who  bat 
sent  up  Petitions  against  the  practiei., 
believed  that  all  restrictions  were  .» 
fEulure.    A  witness  stated  to  the  Con* 
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misdonen  that  from  what  he  knew  of 
medical  bgIiooIb  and  medical   students, 
lie  believed  that  restrictive  regulations 
would  not    be  carried    out  by    them. 
That  was  the  evidence,  not   of  a  lay- 
man, bat  of  an  eminent  medical  man. 
He  believed  that  those  who  advocated 
TiTisection  were  led  away  by  an  Uto- 
pian idea — they  hoped,  through  it,  to 
arrive  at  a  state  of  things  which  was  ut- 
terly hopeless ;  and  they  alleged  that  if 
TiTisection  were    prohibited  humanity 
would  suffer.     That  was  not  the  opinion 
of  the  late  Sir  William  Fergusson.    The 
great  discoveries  in  medicine  and  sur- 
gery had  not  been  made  by  vivisection  ; 
they  were  the  results  of  the  careful  work 
of  trained  anatomists,  or  of  clinical  ob- 
servation   and    that    long    experience 
which  was  the  basis  of  sure  knowledge 
oa  all   subjects.      Again,   it  was  said 
that  if  vivisection  were  prohibited  here 
our  medical  students  would  go  to  Ger- 
many.   He  would  let  them   go   there 
rather  than  have  in  this  country  any- 
thing like  the  horrors  they  read  of  as 
being  perpetrated  in  the  medical  schools 
of  Germany  and  France.     In  all  Profes- 
aions  there  were  enthusiasts ;    and  he 
believed  that  the  medical  men  who  ad- 
Tocatcd  vivisection  were  mistaken,  and 
overrated  their  success  in  scientific  dis- 
covery.   There  were  enthusiasts  in  the 
Legal  Profession  and  in  the   Church ; 
but  the  law  compelled  even  the  last  class 
of  enthusiasts  to   keep  within  bounds. 
He  believed  that  one  witness  told  the 
Boyal  Commission  that  through  vivisec- 
tion he  hoped  they  would  discover  a  re- 
medy for  snake  bites  within  50  years. 
Let  their  Lordships  only  think  of  what 
as  amount  of  suffering  would  be  inflicted 
on  countless  animals  in  that  time  if  the 
prwtice  of  vivisection  were  continued. 
Would  the  remote  chance  of  a  discovery 
for  snake  bites  in  50  years  justify  them  in 
PJ^rmitting  such  an  amount  of  suffering  ? 
^old  their  Lordships  think  that  those 
tho  were  moving  in  the  matter  would 
kt  it  rest   if  the  Bill  were   rejected? 
Certainly,  he  did  not  expect  to  carry  the 
measure  he  now  offered  for  their  Lord- 
ibips'  acceptance  ;    but    thousands  on 
thousands  had  petitioned  for  the  total 
Proscription  of  the  practice,  and  the  time 
*ta  not  far  distant  when  there  would  be 
*^  a  demand  for  its  total  abolition 
^t  there  would  be  no  alternative  but 
to  pass  a  measure  of  the  same  kind.  As 
^  licences,  45  licences  for  vivisection 


were  granted  in  1878;  but  of  these  18 
were  not  acted  on.     The  number  of  ex- 

f)eriments  performed  under  the  27  active 
icences  were  481.  As  to  their  nature, 
he  would  refer  their  Lordships  to  Re- 
turn No.  127,  from  which  it  appeared 
that  317  experiments  were  performed 
under  the  licence  nlone  ;  87  under 
special  certiflcates  for  experiments  with- 
out anaesthetics;  30  under  certificates 
permitting  experiments  illustrative  of 
lectures,  for  which  the  use  of  anees- 
thetics  was  obligatory;  5  certificates  dis- 
pensing with  the  obligation  to  kill  the 
animal  before  recovery  from  anaesthetics 
— the  experiments,  about  18  in  number, 
under  these  certificates  being  included 
in  the  87  just  mentioned.  "Whatever 
might  be  thought  of  these  figures,  those 
whom  he  represented  were  not  satisfied 
with  the  results  shown  by  that  Return, 
though  those  who  opposed  the  Bill 
might  be.  He  and  the  petitioners  felt 
that  the  practice  was  unjustifiable,  and 
that  it  was  impossible  by  any  regula- 
tions to  prevent  the  infliction  of  unne- 
cessarj'  pain  on  the  animals  subjected  to 
vivisection. 

Moved,  **  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2»." 
•^{The  Lord  Truro.) 

Eael  BEAUCHAMP,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
three  months  said,  that  the  noble  Lord 
who  had  moved  the  second  reading  ob- 
jected, in  the  first  place,  to  the  practice 
of  vivisection ;  and,  next,  to  the  manner 
in  which  the  Act  of  1876  had  been  ad- 
ministered. He  (Earl  Beauchamp)  must 
say  that  if  there  was  any  justification  for 
the  violent  language  that  had  been  used 
that  Act  had  been  founded  on  a  wrong 
principle.  But  ho  found  that,  in  his 
evidence  before  the  Royal  Commission, 
Sir  William  Fergusson  stated  that  he 
would  not  go  the  length  of  restraining 
rational  men  from  doing  what  they 
thought  necessary  in  experiments  on 
living  animals;  but  ho  would  be  for 
great  caution  in  such  experiments.  Dr. 
Haughton  also,  who  was  claimed  as  an 
opponent  of  vivisection,  declined  before 
the  Commission  to  say  that  he  would 
in  all  circumstances  entirely  prohibit 
vivisection,  though  he  did  say  that  he 
would  not  leave  any  discretion  to  the 
operator.  Both  these  eminent  autho- 
rities were  not  opposed  to  vivisection 
under  certain  conditions.  The  noble 
Lord  had  sneered  at  Sir  James  Paget 
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for  BajiDg  that  in  50  years  a  remedy 
might  be  discovered  for  snake  bites,  and 
asked  whether  vivisection  was  to  be  per- 
mitted on  the  chance  of  a  discovery  for 
the  cure  of  snake  bites  50  years  lience  ? 
But  when  it  was  remembered  that  each 
year  20,000   human  beings    lost  their 
lives  from  snake  bites  in    India,  their 
Lordships  would  probably  be  of  opinion 
that  a  cure  for  snake  bites  would  be  a 
discovery  of  the  last  importance,   and 
that  the  lives  and  suffering  of  our  fellow- 
subjects  in  India  deserved,  at  least,  some 
consideration  at  the  hands  of  the  noble 
Lord.    Every  humane  mind  must  shrink 
from  contemplating  the  sufferings  which 
were  inflicted  on  animals ;  but  they  could 
not  forget  that  men  of  the  most  humane 
character  were  in  favour  of  experiments 
of  this  nature  ;  but  a  good  deal  of  pre- 
judice existed  on  the  subject  of  vivisec- 
tion. Within  the  last  30  years  the  whole 
question  had  been  changed  by  the  dis- 
covery of  anaesthetics,  and  how  had  the 
benefits  of  this  discovery  been  gained  ? 
A  knowledge  of  the  use  of  aneesthetics 
had  been   gained  because,  in  the  first 
instance,  they  had  been  tested  on  the 
lower  animals.     In  the  evidence  given 
before  the  Royal  Commission  there  was 
an  account  of  the  most  useful  discoveries 
for  alleviating  human   suffering  which 
had  been  made  by  means  of  vivisection. 
Knowing  that  to  be 'the  case,  and  also 
that,  at  the  present  time,  there  was  an 
immensely  increased  activity  of  physio- 
logical and  biological  research,  the  ques- 
tion arose  how  they  were  to  deal  with 
the  circumstances  in  which  they  found 
themselves  ?    In  1 875,  two  Bills  on  that 
subject  were  introduced  into  Parliament 
— ^the  one  in  that,  and  the  other  in  the 
other  House;    and  the  result  of  those 
Bills  was  the  issue  of  a  Hoyal  Commis- 
sion.    A  third   Bill  dealing  with  vivi- 
section was  presented  to  the  Royal  Com- 
mission by  the  Society  for  the  Preven- 
tion of  Cruelty  to  Animals.     The  pub- 
licity of  the  proceedings  of  that  Society, 
he  must  say,  contrasted  very  favourably 
with  the  extraordinary  secrecy  and  mys- 
tery adopted  by  the  Society  which  pro- 
moted the  Bill  now  before  their  Lord- 
ships.    That  Society  shrank  from  afford- 
ing proper  facilities  for  duly  testing  the 
assertions  and    opinions    they  uttered. 
The  Bill  submitted  by  the  Society  for  the 
Prevention  of  Cruelty  to  Animals  to  the 
Royal  Commission  provided  that  vivi- 
Beotion,  under  ansesthetios,  in  a  regiB- 
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;  tered  place,  and  by  a  licensed  penon, 
might  be    allowed,    but    not    for   ths 
purpose  only  of  acquiring  manual  dex- 
terity and  skill.     The  Royal  Gommii- 
sioners  drew  up  a  Report,  which  wu 
unanimously  agreed  to.     That  Report 
was  embodied  in  the  Act  of  1876,  the 
provisions   of   which,    as   far  as  tbejr 
differed  from  the    Report,  were  mora 
stringent  in  the  restrictions  and  reguli> 
tions  which  they  laid  down.     Then  came 
the  Act  of  1876,  under  which  a  person 
holding  a  special  licence  from  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  might,  with  a  view  to 
the  advancement  of  physiological  knew* 
ledge,  the  prolongation  of  human  lift^ 
or  the  alleviation  of  human  sufferinB^ 
perform    those    operations  on    animtk 
under  the  influence  of  anaesthetics  in  t 
place  which  was  properly  registered.    It 
was  further  provided  that  a  person  hid- 
ing a  special  licence,  and  having  a  e«- 
tificate  from  competent  scientific  autho- 
rities might,  with  the  same  object,  in  t 
duly    registered    place,    perform  suck 
operations  without  ansesthetics,  but  ot 
condition  that  the  animals  operated  npoa 
were  reduced  to  insensibility.     Panii- 
ment,  after  the  fullest  deliberation,  san^ 
tioned  and  adopted  that  policy  of  re^ 
lation.      That  policy  the  present  BiH 
sought  to  reverse.     It  would  repeal  tin 
Act  of  1876,  and  substitute  new  profi* 
sions.     If  they  were  to  take  their  staid 
on  the  principles  laid  down  by  the  noUs 
Lord  opposite  (Lord  Truro),  why  wctt 
they  to  limit  their  sympathy,   as  WW 
now  proposed,  to   **  vertebrated'*  ani- 
mals?    There     was     something   hal^ 
hearted  in  stopping  short  in  that  wajt 
and  not  including  invertebrated  animik 
also.     On  the  other  hand,   he  did  not 
know  the  full  meaning  of  the  woidl 
**  wantonly  or    barbarously,"  used  ii 
the    3rd   clause ;   but  he  thought,  p6^ 
haps,  they  might  bring  within  its  Boopt 
anybody  who  shot  a  rabbit.     He  not 
came  to  the  consideration  of  how  thl 
Act  of  1876  had  worked.     Returns  on 
that  subject  had  been  laid  before  Padiip-i 
ment ;  and  while  he  rejoiced  at  the  tW 
limited  number  of  the  operations  limii 
had  been  performed,  he  held  that  it  dii| 
not  follow  that  these  experiments  ongl^ 
to  be  prohibited  altogether.    They  »l^ 
been  told  that  the  demand  for  vivist^i 
tion  was  increasing,  and  that  the  app^^t 
tite  for  it  grew  by  what  it  fed  upoi^.^ 
Therefore,  it  was  satisfaotory  to  linli 
that  the  practice  was   not  so  Inigc^ 
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adopted  as  thej  had  been  led  to  antici- 
pate. The  noble  Lord  talked  of  the 
rafferin^  of  animals ;  but  what  was  the 
altematiye?  A  witness  of  the  highest 
aathority  had  pointed  out  this  obvious 
resolt — that  if  the  Medical  Profession 
were  precluded  from  acquiring  know- 
ledge by  these  experiments  they  would 
bedriTen  to  experiment  on  their  patients. 
The  whole  case  against  undue  restric- 
tions on  Tivisection  was  that  the  repeal 
of  the  Act  of  1876  would  really  throw 
open  the  door  to  the  consequences  which 
vere  sketched  in  the  Keport  of  the 
Bojal  Commission — namely,  either  that 
those  who  were  actuated  by  a  thirst  for 
idence  would  pursue  those  operations 
in  priracy  and  without  due  securities 
agaiast  abuse;  or  they  would  have 
tome  of  the  most  intelligent  and  promis- 
ing of  their  medical  and  surgical  stu- 
dents driven  to  other  countries.  He  did 
not  think  that  either  of  those  results 
would  be  satisfactory.  Further  investi- 
gitioD,  he  was  sure,  would  remove  a 
great  deal  of  misconception  with  regard 
to  the  object  of  those  who,  from  the 
highest  and  purest  motives,  had  pursued 
these  researches.  They  had  to  consider 
how  to  make  use,  in  a  proper  manner, 
of  the  means  which  Almighty  God  had 
placed  in  their  hands.  The  passing  of 
this  Bill  would  be  a  retrograde  step, 
and  would  strike  a  serious  blow  at  that 
research  which  had  done  so  much  to 
alleviate  human  suffering. 

Amendment  moved  to  leave  out 
("now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Hotion  ("this  day  three  months"). — 
(IXtf  Lord  Steward.) 

The  Earl  of  SHAFTESBUEY  re- 
quested leave  for  a  few  words  on  this 
lad  question.  He  said  that,  notwith- 
standing what  had  been  urged  in  answer 
to  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Truro),  that 
iioble  Lord  had  done  right  in  presenting 
a  Bill  for  the    total   abolition  of  the 

Cce  of  vivisection.  Licences  had 
freely  granted  for  painful  experi- 
^ftwts;  for  dispensing  with  anesthetics, 
Jsd  with  the  obligation  to  kill  the  suffer- 
^  animals  after  tho  experiment  had 
**«  performed.  Now,  if  this  was  done 
'^fider  the  superintendence  of  a  Secretary 
^  State  who  had  brought  in  the  Bill, 
^  who  had  ever  declared  himself,  and 
^y,  he  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury)  bo- 
wed, to  be  anxious  for  every  possible 
^kitement  of  the  evil,  what  they  were  to 


expect  from  anyone  who  might  succeed 
him,  and  whoso  opinions,  tinctured  by 
the  idolatry  of  the  day,  were  that  every- 
thing was  to  be  sacrificed  to  the  imago 
of  science  ?  No  one,  he  believed,  had 
laboured  harder  than  himself  to  carry 
the  present  experimental  Act.  Ho  had 
hoped  much  amelioration  from  it,  but 
he  found  none  ;  and  more  especially  was 
ho  convinced  of  its  inutility  when  ho 
saw  licences  and  certificates  granted  to 
Dr.  Rutherford,  whoso  abundant  and 
cruel  experiments  were  set  out  in  the 
Report  of  th^  Royal  Commission,  and 
who  himself  had  declared  that  his  experi- 
ments, to  be  conclusive,  must  be  tried 
on  the  living  man.  That  Professor, 
moreover,  did  not  stand  very  high  in 
the  medical  world.  His  attention  had 
been  directed  to  the  Hunterian  Oration 
by  Dr.  Moxon  in  1877,  in  which  the 
Professor's  doings  were  elaborately  ridi- 
culed, which  remarks  wore  endorsed  and 
supported  by  many  medical  authorities. 
But  the  Act,  he  maintained,  was  not 
only  useless,  it  was  delusive  and  mis- 
leading. Many  persons  were  lulled  into 
a  belief  that  by  its  provisions  protection 
was  afforded.  So  it  was,  no  doubt ;  but 
it  was  protection  to  the  vivisectors,  and 
not  to  the  animals.  Tho  noble  Earl 
(Earl  Beauchamp)  had  cnlarp^od  on  the 
security  of  ancesthetics.  He  (the  Earl  of 
Shaftesbury)  might  ask  on  that  point 
some  preliminary  questions.  Were 
the  ancesthetics  administered  at  all  ? 
Were  they  carefully  and  accurately 
administered  ?  What  were  they  ? 
Were  they  effective  ?  Was  it  chloral  ? 
If  so,  a  very  weak  application.  Was 
it  curare  ?  If  so — and  he  said  it  on 
the  authority  of  the  great  vivisector, 
Claude  Bernard — that  it  caused  more 
suffering  than  it  attempted  to  prevent. 
Was  it  morphia  ?  Why  that  only  utterly 
subdued  tho  victim,  without  deadening 
the  pain.  There  was  much  delusion  in 
all  those  assurances;  there  was  little 
confidence  to  bo  placed  in  them.  But 
no  fact  hud  more  influenced  his  judg- 
ment than  the  announcement  of  a  public 
memorial  to  tlie  well-known  operator  on 
animal  life,  M.  Claudo  Bernard.  This 
memorial  was  supported  by  many  of  tho 
most  scientific  men  in  England,  who  tes- 
tified their  admiration  of  his  zeal  and 
skill  in  this  department  of  science.  He 
asked  permission  to  give  one  specimen, 
out  of  many  instances,  perhaps  hun- 
dreds, of  tho  deeds  of  that  singular  man. 
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The  extract  ^as  taken  from  Olaude  Ber- 
nard's Liquides  de  V  Organisme,  p.  40. — 

"  We  cut  out  the  kidneys  from  a  bull-dog  *' 
[a  pretty  statement  to  begin  with].  "  Next  day, 
twenty-four  hours  after  the  operation,  the  dog, 
without  being  enfeebled,  appeared  dejected, 
respiration  was  impeded,  and  sighing.  Ho  had 
vomited  during  the  night.  He  refused  all  food 
and  avoided  movement,  appeared  to  suffer,  and 
at  times  cried  out.  In  order  that  his  cries  should 
not  disturb  the  noiorhbours  we  applied  a  muzzle 
pretty  tightly.'*  [What  a  spirit  oi  consideration 
for  the  peace  of  the  locality !]  **  When  during 
the  day  we  returned  we  found  the  dog  lying 
dead,  his  muzzle  bathed  in  a  fetid  fluid,  which 
he  had  vomited.  The  muzzle  had  hindered  the 
expulsion  of  the  vomiting  and  caused  the  animal 
to  be  suffocated  by  it." 

Such  was  the  man  that  the  philosophers 
delighted  to  honour !  And  that  was  the 
work  of  science ! — of  that  which  its  wor- 
shippers called  science — and  yet  among 
the  promoters  of  the  memorial  mij^ht  be 
found  some  who  had  testified,  in  the 
strongest  manner,  against  the  infliction 
of  needless  pain,  and  the  practice  of 
mere  speculative  vivisection.  What, 
then,  could  be  a  fuller  proof  of  a  cruel 
and  morbid  curiosity,  and  what  hope 
remained  that  investigators  and  ope- 
rators, delighting  in  such  things,  would 
respect  the  principle,  and  be  restrained 
within  the  limitations  of  the  Act  ?  Now, 
further,  he  observed  that  since  the 
passing  of  the  Act,  as  well  as  before, 
many  learned  lectures  had  been  de- 
livered, and  many  learned  treatises 
published,  denying  altogether  the  value 
of  vivisection ;  nay,  more,  maintaining 
that  the  results  were  fallacious,  and 
more  likely  to  lead  to  error  than  to 
truth.  The  contradictions  of  vivisec- 
tionists  were  surprising.  They  agreed 
m  nothing  but  that  the  animals  should 
be  cut  up.  Now,  the  three  following 
questions  had  been  propounded  and  ad- 
mirably handled  in  a  recent  work  by 
Dr.  Gimson : — 

"1.  Have  vivisections  and  painful  experi- 
ments been  of  any  scientific  value  ?  2.  Have 
they  led  to  the  discovery  of  scientific  facts  of 
permanent  importance  ?  3.  Are  there  not  fallacies 
underlying  such  a  method  of  interrogating  Na- 
ture, which  of  necessity  vitiate  the  results  ?  " 

Many  sound  and  really  scientific  men 
were  prepared  to  say  **  No  '*  to  the  first 
two  questions,  and  **  Yes  "  to  the  third  ; 
and  most  justly,  too.  For  was  it  not 
manifest  that  safe  and  accurate  conclu- 
sions could  not  be  drawn  from  examina- 
tions of  an  animal  reduced  to  such  an 
abnormal  state  ?    Were  it  placed  under 
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an  ansQsthetic,  would  not  all  its  intemal 
functions — ^he  did  not  pretend  to  on 
professional  language — ^be  altered  w 
suspended  thereby,  so  as  utterly  to 
nullify  all  close  and  reliable  deductionf 
as  to  what  might  be  the  case  in  iti 
natural  and  ordinary  state?  Was  it 
under  the  operation  of  the  knife,  pure 
and  simple — would  not  the  pain,  the 
terror  of  the  wretched  victim,  render  tlw 
conclusions  still  more  fallacious  ?  The 
vivi sectors,  many  of  them,  felt  the  forM 
of  the  argument.  To  evade  it,  they 
asserted  —  and.  nevertheless,  had  the 
audacity  to  call  themselves  masters  ia 
science — that  the  poor  animal  whined 
and  winced,  and  gave  every  indicatioii 
of  suffering,  but  that  it  was  hard,  dull, 
insensible,  Others,  claiming  some  pw- 
tion  of  humanity,  rejoiced  that  the 
animals  had  no  foretiought,  at  least,  of 
the  tortures  that  awaited  them — an  argu- 
ment which,  if  ot  any  value  at  all, 
might,  in  their  ze.iious  regard  for  the 
comfort  of  the  human  race,  be  brought 
to  bear  on  the  vivisection  of  idiots  and 
babies.  But  scientific  men  of  this  stamp 
should  be  listened  to  when  deploring 
their  own  ill-success.  What  said  the 
famous  Claude  Bernard  ?  Why,  after 
30  years  of  operations  on  living  animal^ 
he  confessed — 

"Our  hands,  without  douht,  are  empty  to- 
day, hut  our  mouths  full,  it  may  be,  of  legiti' 
mate  promises  for  the  future ;  " 

and  he  said  no  more  ;  but  yet  that  wai 
the  sole  result  of  countless  experiments 
of  the  most  cruel  description.  And  whit 
said  Dr.  Rutherford  ?  He  (the  Earl  d 
Shaftesbury)  must  again  refer  to  hiia* 
He  allowed  that — 

"His  experiments  were  only  suggostinfli 
inferences,  which,  to  become  conclusive,  wobH 
require  the  experiments  to  be  tried  on  man." 

Exactly  so ;  but  what,  then,  had  beet 
gained  by  this  almost  unprecedented 
torture  of  animals  ?  Why,  the  importait 
admission  that  continued  experimenli 
were  useless,  and  that  man  himself  mult 
be  subjected  to  torture  before  that  R^j 
fessor  could  arrive  at  a  conclusion.  Aad 
yet  to  this  Professor  had  the  power  beet 
renewed  of  the  free  and  fruitless  nee* 
the  knife  !  The  vivisection  of  man  w* 
no  new  thought ;  the  proposition  hid 
once  been  made  by  the  great  Profeee* 
Cheselden,  and  was  rejected,  solely  h** 
cause  public  opinion  was  not  then  x^ 
for  such  a  step  in  soientifio  punoit    & 
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was  happy  to  state  that  resistance  was 
spreading  rapidly,  and  extending  through 
all  parts  of  Europe  and  in  America.  As- 
sociations had  been  formed  in  France, 
in  Italy,  in  Germany,  and  in  Hussia, 
for  the  total  suppression  of  vivisection. 
Persons  of  all  ranks  and  degrees.  Pro- 
fessors and  learned  men  were  at  the 
head  of  those  associations,  and  much 
good  had  already  been  effected  at  Alf  ort 
and  at  Florence  by  their  combined  exer- 
tions. It  was  impossible,  he  said,  in 
discussing  this  question,  to  avoid  the 
repetition  of  old  arguments  and  the  pro- 
duction of  similar  instances.  The  op- 
ponents of  the  system  urged,  and  urged 
truly,  the  brutalizing  effects  on  the 
minds  of  the  vivisectors,  and  on  the 
minds  of  those  who  approved  them.  He 
would  quote,  in  brief,  but  one  instance  ; 
but  it  was  a  striking  one,  and  he  im- 
plored their  Lordships  to  listen  to  it — 
it  was  extracted  from  an  address  de- 
livered at  Dresden  by  Baron  Ernest  von 
Weber,  who  took  it  from  the  work  of 
Professor  Goltz,  of  the  Physiological 
Institution  at  Strasburg — 

"A  very  clever,  lively  young  female  dog, 
which  had  learnt  to  shake  hands  with  both  fore- 
paws,  had  the  left  side  of  the  brain  washed  out 
through  two  holes  on  the  1st  of  December, 
1876." 

He  begged  them  to  mark  the  coolness 
and  evident  pleasure  wth  which  he  thus 
treated  his  pet  companion. 

"  This  caused  lameness  in  the  right  paw.  On 
being  asked  for  the  left,  the  dug  immediately 
lays  it  in  my  hand.  I  now  demand  the  right ; 
bat  the  creature  only  looks  at  me  sorrowfully, 
for  it  cannot  move  it." 

Did  their  Lordships  observe  how  he 
relisbed  his  barbarous  experiments  ? 

*'  On  my  continuing  to  press  for  it,  the  dog 
crosses  the  left  paw  over  and  offers  it  to  me  on 
the  light  side,  as  if  to  make  amends  for  not 
being  able  to  give  the  right." 

Without  that  fact,  recorded  on  such 
authority,  would  it  have  been  thought 
possible  that  an  educated  man  should 
have  been  insensible  to  such  an  appeal  ? 
But  he  was  so,  and,  revelling  in  his 
science,  he  prolonged  his  amusement. 

"On  the  13th  of  January  a  second  portion  of 
tiie  brain  was  destroyed." 

Bat  that  was  not  enough — 

"  On  the  15th  of  February  a  third,  and  on  the 
6th  of  March  a  fourth,  this  last  operation 
eaosing  death." 


Thus,  to  gratify  the  peculiar  taste  of 
the  inhuman  wretch,  that  poor  little 
animal  was  kept  under  torture  and  exa- 
mination, as  foolish  as  it  was  ferocious, 
from  the  1st  of  December  to  the  6th  of 
March,  a  period  of    more  than    three 
months.     Now,  in  what  way,  he  asked, 
was  true  science  advanced  by  such  curious 
and  refined  cruelty  ?    In  what  way  was 
man  benefited  or  knowledge  blessed  by 
such  discoveries  ?    And  yet  these  were 
the  certain  and  necessary  consequences 
of  legalized  vivisection.     Scientific  men, 
he  said,  and,  indeed,  others,  who  ought 
to  know  better,  were  pleased  to  talk  of 
the  "  lower  animals.**     In  what  sense 
was  the  epithet  ** lower"  to  be  applied 
to  that  atfectionate  little  thing  ?    Had 
their  Lordships  observed  its  unabated 
attachment  to  its  cold-blooded  master  ? 
Had  they  not  been  struck  by  its  spirit 
of  forgiveness  under  treatment  so  cruel  ? 
Had  they  not    seen   an    exhibition   of 
qualities    that  would    have   become   a 
thinking  being  ?    And  that  was  the  use 
they  made  of  the  creatures  committed  to 
their    charge — that    the    account  they 
would  render  of  their  stewardship.     AU 
he  could  say  was — and  he  said  it  truly 
and  conscientiously — that,  in  every  re- 
spect, he  would  infinitely  rather  be  the 
dog  than  be  the  Professor.  But  whether 
the  law  was  efficient  or  inefficient,  whe- 
ther vivisection  was  conducive  to  science, 
or  the  reverse,  there  was  one  great  pre- 
liminary consideration.    On  what  autho- 
rity of  Scripture,  or  any  other  form  of 
Bevelation,  he  asked  most  solemnly,  did 
they  rest  their  right  to  subject  God's 
creatures  to  such  unspeakable    suffer- 
ings ?      The     thought    had    troubled 
the  mind  of  many  vivisectors ;   it  had 
deeply  touched  the  heart  of  Sir  Charles 
Bell.     That  they  might  take  the  life  of 
animals  for  food,  or  to  remove  danger 
or  annoyance,  he  fully  admitted ;  but  he 
utterly  denied  that  they  were  permitted 
to  indulge  their  curiosity,  or  even  ad- 
vance their  knowledge,  by  the  infliction 
of  exquisite  torture  on  the  sentient  crea- 
tion.    They  were  told,  in  haughty  and 
dogmatic    style,    that    the    secrets    of 
Nature  could  be  learnt  in  no  other  way. 
Learned  in  no  other  way !     Could  it  be 
believed  that  the  Almighty  had  issued 
such  a  decree  ?    The  animals  were  His 
creatures    as  much   as   we   were    His 
creatures;  and  *•  His  tender  mercies," 
BO  the  Bible  told  us,  *'  were  over  all  His 
works."    He,  along  with  many,  repu* 
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diated  such  an  atrocious  and  sHallow 
doctrine ;  and,  under  that  conviction,  lie 
would  ever  do  his  best  to  put  down  a 
system  that  was  as  needless  as  it  was 
cruel. 

The  Bishop  of  PETERBOROUGH 
said,  that  it  had  been  his  misfortune, 
on  a  few  occasions,  to  differ  from  the 
noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  down  ;  but 
he  had  never  done  so  with  more  reluc- 
tance than  on  the  present  occasion.  He 
sympathized  so  heartily  with  the  feel- 
ings he  had  expressed,  and  concurred  so 
entirely  with  the  sentiments  of  the  con- 
cluding part  of  his  speech — that  the 
question  had  to  be  settled  on  principle, 
and  that  the  lower  orders  of  the  creation 
had  ri<;hts  as  against  us,  inasmuch  as 
they,  like  ourselves,  were  God's  crea- 
tures— such  was  his  abhorrence  and 
detestation  of  the  instances  of  cruelty 
the  noble  Earl  had  mentioned,  and  such 
the  sincerity  of  his  repudiation  of  the 
doctrine  that  torture  might  be  inflicted 
under  the  pretence  of  searching  and  in- 
terrogating Nature — that  it  was  with 
great  pain  and  reluctance  that  he  found 
himself  unable  to  support  his  demand 
for  making  vivisection  absolutely  illegal. 
Now,  the  Bill  was  directed  against 
cruelty  to  animals;  but  everything  de- 
pended on  what  was  meant  by  the  word 
**  cruelty."  He  was  willing  to  define  it 
as  •*  the  infliction  of  unnecessary  pain." 
Pain,  of  course,  might  be  unnecessary 
in  two  ways — either  when  the  object 
was  one  for  which  no  pain  ought  ever 
to  be  inflicted — as,  for  instance,  when  a 
child  tortured  an  animal — or,  again, 
when  it  was  in  excess  of  the  object  for 
which  it  was  sanctioned.  If,  however, 
the  object  for  which  pain  was  inflicted 
could  be  justified,  and  if  the  pain  was 
not  in  excess  of  its  object,  it  could  not 
properly  be  characterized  as  cruelty. 
The  question  was,  whether  vivisection 
was  ever  necessary  in  order  to  preserve 
or  to  prolong  human  life?  Now,  the 
noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury) 
had  said  the  use  of  animals  was  given 
by  their  Creator  for  food.  But  what 
was  food  ?  Food  was  the  means  of  pro- 
longing human  life.  The  killing  of 
animals  for  the  purpose  of  prolonging 
human  life  was  as  justifiable  in  the  one 
case  as  in  the  other — nay,  more  so,  be- 
cause animal  food  was  not  necessary  to 
a  very  large  portion — perhaps,  one  might 
almost  say  the  majority — of  the  human 
race,  which  sustained  human  life  with- 
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out  the  use  of  animal  food.  There  waa 
more  necessity  for  inflicting  pain,  if  pain 
was  to  be  inflicted,  for  the  purpose  of 
curing  disease  than  for  the  purpose  of 
supplying  human  beings  with  food.  Aa 
to  the  question  of  the  real  advantaj^ 
to  the  science  of  surgery  or  medicine  in 
the  way  of  prolonging  human  life  bj 
the  practice  of  vivisection,  a  single  fact 
should  outweigh  any  amount  of  abstract 
reasoning.  He  would  mention  one  which 
he  recently  heard  from  one  of  the  most 
eminent  surgeons  in  London.  The  gen- 
tleman  in  question  had  become  veiy 
famous  in  his  Profession  for  his  great 
skill  and  success  in  performing  one  of 
the  most  difficult  and  critical  operations 
in  surgery — one,  of  which  it  was  said 
that  the  man  who  attempted  it  deserved 
to  be  tried  for  manslaughter — and  he 
had  declared  that  he  had  arrived  at  his 
skill  and  success  in  the  operation,  by 
which  hundreds — he  might  say  thou- 
sands— of  human  lives  had  been  saved, 
by  experiments  in  vivisection  tried  upon 
1 2  rabbits,  and  tried  under  chloroform. 
Would  anyone  venture  to  say  that  those 
hundreds  of  human  lives,  that  had  been 
preserved  to  their  families  and  children 
at  an  expenditure  of  the  lives  of  12 
rabbits,  had  been  preserved  at  an  extra- 
vagant and  wanton  destruction  of  animal 
life?  He  would  ask  the  noble  Eari 
whether  a  total  abolition  of  vivisection 
would  not  lead  to  virtual  experiments 
on  human  subjects,  because  a  surgeon  ^ 
who  could  not  try  an  experiment  upon 
an  animal  would,  in  the  interests,  an 
supposed  interests,  of  his  patients — tossy 
nothing  about  the  interests  of  science- 
be  induced  to  try  experiments  on  human 
subjects.  Of  course,  they  might  say, 
with  some  plausibility,  the  human  sub- 
ject would  be  an  assenting  party.  But 
that  was  an  entire  mistake.  A  surgeon, 
on  the  eve  of  a  critical  operation,  would 
not  ask  his  patient's  opinion  as  to  the 
manner  in  which  that  operation  should 
be  conducted.  Ho  earnestly  desired  that 
every  precaution  should  be  taken  againsi 
the  abuse  of  the  practice  of  vivisection; 
but  if  it  were  not  permitted  under  re- 
gulations, he  feared  it  would  be  prao- 
tised  surreptitious!}',  and  practised  with 
a  disregard  of  sufi'ering  which  could  not 
now  exist.  The  securities  of  the  present 
law  might  or  might  not  be  sufficient 
If  they  were  not  sufficient,  he  earnestly 
hoped  they  might  be  made  sufficient 
In  the  very  interests  of  human  life,  and 
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in  the  intoreBt  of  tlie  very  animal  crea-  ' 
tion,  as  to  the  use  of  which  for  food  they 
had  that  Scriptural  charter  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  appealed,  he  ventured  ear- 
nestly to  deprecate  a  complete,  imme- 
diate, and  total  abolition  of  vivisection. 
The  Earl  of  CABNARVON  said, 
that  he  was  the  author  of  the  Act  of 
1876;  it  passed  their  Lordships'  House 
in  the  same  condition  as  he  had  intro- 
duced it ;  but  in  the  House  of  Commons 
it  underwent  changes  which,  in  his 
opinion,  deprived  it  in  a  great  degree  of 
complete  effectiveness.  The  Govern- 
ment, however,  decided — and  he  thought 
wisely  decided — to  accept  the  Bill  bo  al- 
tered, and  it  was  incumbent  on  those  who 
supported  this  Bill  and  desired  to  pro- 
hibit vivisection  altogether  to  show  that 
the  Act  of  1876  had,  in  some  material 
points,  been  a  failure.  The  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Shaftesbury),  in  his  most 
eloquent  speech,  pronounced  that  Act  to 
be  a  failure ;  but  he  failed  to  inform 
their  Lordships  in  what  respect  it  was  a 
failure.  The  Act  permitted  experiments 
to  be  made  for  special  purposes,  and 
under  special  regulations.';  and  if  the 
Secretary  of  State  did  his  duty  he 
believed  the  Act  of  1876  would  work 
tolerably  well.  He  agreed  with  the 
opinion  that  it  was  a  great  mistake  to 
attempt  impossible  legislation.  If  their 
Lordships,  in  their  natural  disgust  at  the 
horrors  perpetrated,  framed  an  Act  of 
such  severity  that  it  would  be  evaded, 
they  would  only  defeat  the  object  they 
had  in  view.  And  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Lord  was  of 
that  character ;  it  would  not  only  defeat 
its  own  purpose,  but  it  would  open  the 
door  to  further  abuses.  The  Betum 
that  had  been  alluded  to  by  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Truro),  and  which  had  been 
recently  presented  in  compliance  with  the 
Act  of  1876,  showed  the  state  of  things 
in  regard  to  vivisection  in  this  country. 
It  showed,  no  doubt,  a  considerable  num- 
ber of  experiments  in  last  year — 481  in 
all;  but  of  these,  164  were  of  a 
character  which  it  was  possible  to  make 
without  the  use  of  anaesthetics,  and 
there  were  only  16  which  were  accom- 
panied by  possible  pain.  He  maintained 
that  if  they  had  gained  only  that  their 
Lordships  would  have  achieved  an  im- 
measurable blessing  as  compared  with 
the  state  of  things  which  preceded  the 
passing  of  that  Act.  He  could  not  vote 
lor  the  Bill  which  the  noble  Lord  had 


introduced,  for  the  reason  that  he  did 
not  think  the  Act  of  1876  had  been 
wholly  wanting  in  beneficial  effects,  and 
still  less  did  he  think  that  any  proof  had 
been  given  of  its  failure.  He  had  heard 
with  considerable  regret,  not  so  much 
the  remarks  of  the  noble  Earl,  who,  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  moved  the 
rejection  of  the  Bill,  as  the  tone  in  which 
those  remarks  were  made.  The  noble 
Earl  adopted  a  tone  of  apology  in  re- 
ferring to  the  Act  of  1876 ;  but  he  (the 
Earl  of  Carnarvon)  hoped  that  was  un- 
intentional, and  did  not  indicate  the 
views  of  the  Government  on  the  subject. 
If  the  opinion  got  abroad  that  the  Go- 
vernment was  careless  as  to  the  enforcing 
of  the  restrictions  contained  in  the  Act 
— ^restrictions  which  it  was  the  deliberate 
intention  of  Parliament  to  impose — a 
strong  feeling  of  indignation  would  be 
aroused  in  some  of  the  most  powerful 
classes,  who  viewed  this  question,  not 
merely  as  a  matter  of  sentiment,  but  as 
one  of  gratitude  and  religion. 

Viscount  CARDWELL  said,  as  Chair- 
man of  the  Commission  which  sat  on  the 
subject,  and  on  whose  Beport  the  Act  of 
1876  was  founded,  he  must  give  his  cor- 
dial support  to  the  Amendment.  The 
scientific  members  of  the  Commission, 
he  must  declare,  entered  on  their  inquiry 
without  any  bias  or  inclination  in  favour 
of  vivisection.  The  most  eminent  me- 
dical men  from  all  parts  of  the  country 
were  examined  before  them,  and  nearly 
all  were  in  favour  of  the  cause  of  hu- 
manity. The  result  was  the  Act  of 
1876,  introduced  by  the  noble  Earl;  and 
the  Betum  now  referred  to  showed  how 
beneficially  it  had  worked.  So  beneficial 
appeared  to  him  the  results  that  he  felt 
sure  that  the  example  which  had  been 
set  by  this  country  in  regard  to  restric- 
tions upon  experiments  was  one  which 
must,  sooner  or  later,  be  followed  by 
foreign  countries  in  the  civilized  portion 
of  the  world.  As  far  as  he  was  able  to 
judge,  the  existing  law  was  being  satis- 
factorily administered ;  and  he  saw  no 
reason,  at  present,  at  any  rate,  for  alter- 
ing it. 

LoBD  ABEBDAEE  said,  he  was 
connected  with  the  Society  for  the  Pre- 
vention of  Cruelty  to  Animals,  and  he 
wished  to  state  that  that  Society  had 
never  advocated  the  total  prohibition  of 
vivisection.  As  the  Bill  was  now  drawn, 
it  might  be  applied  to  shooting  or 
vaccination.      He    believed    that   the 
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existing  law  on  cruelty  to  animals  was 
very  imperfect,  and  allowed  acts  of 
cruelty  to  be  committed  fifty  times  as 
numerous  as  those  practised  in  vivisec- 
tion. He  would,  therefore,  urge  upon 
the  Qovemment  to  make  the  necessary 
amendments  in  the  law. 

Lord  WAVENEY  objected  to  the  un- 
scientific manner  in  which  many  of  the 
vivisection  experiments  had  been  con- 
ducted. He  thought  there  was  an 
element  of  good  in  the  Bill,  and  that  it 
might  be  made  a  useful  measure  in 
Committee.  He  should,  therefore,  vote 
for  the  second  reading. 

On  Question,  That  ("now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion  ? — Their  Lordships 
divided  : — Contents  16 ;  Not-Contents 
97;  Majority  81. 

CONTENTS. 

AilesbTiry,  M.  Kintore,  L.     (E.  Kin^ 

tore.) 
Shaftesbury,  E.  Leigh,  L.    [TelhrJ] 

Sherborne,  Li. 
Wincheater,  L.  Bp.  Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 

Strafford,  L.     (F. -En- 
Calthorpe,  L.  Jield.) 

CamoYB,  L.  Talbot  de  Malahide,  L. 

Colville  of  CulrosB,  L.    Truro,  L.    [Teiltr.] 
Oonprleton,  L.  Waveney,  L. 

De  Mauley,  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

CaimB,  E.    (X.  Chan'    Mount  Edgcumbe,  E. 

cellar.)  Nelson,  E. 

York,  L.  Archp.  Pembroke  and  Mont- 

gomery, E. 
Northumberland,  D.  Redesdale,  E. 
Richmond,  D.  Romney,  E. 

Westminster,  B.  Rosse,  E. 

Spencer,  E. 
Abercom,  M.  {D,  Aher^    Stanhope,  E. 

com.)  Venilam,  E. 

Abergavenny,  M.  Westmorland,  E. 

Salisbury,  M.  WUton,  E. 


Cardwell,  V. 
Clancarty,V.  {E.  Clan- 
ear  ty.) 
Cranbrook,  V. 
Gough,  V. 
Hardinge,  V. 
Ha  warden,  V.  [TeUer^l 


Amherst,  E. 

Beaconsfield,  E. 

Beauchamp,  E. 

Bradford,  JB. 

Brownlow,  E. 

Carnarvon,  E. 

Dartmouth,  E. 

Devon,  E.  Melville,  V. 

Doncaster,  E.  (2).  BuC'    Strathallan,  V. 
eleueh    and    Queens- 
berry.)  Peterborough,  L.  Bp. 

Dundonald,  E. 

Gainsborough,  E.  Aberdare,  L. 

Granville,  E.  Airev,  L. 

Harewood,  E.  Ashford,  L.  {V.  Bury,) 

Kimberley,  E.  Bagot,  L. 

Lanesborough,  £.  Bolton,  L. 

Lucan,  £.  Boyle,  L.      (S.    Cork 

Morley,  E.  and  Orrery.) 

Lard  Aberdare 


Brodrick,L.  {V.MiiU'  Mostyn,  L. 

ton,)  O'Hagan,  L. 

Claubrassill,    L.      (J?.  O'Neill,  L. 

Roden.)  Oriel,  L.     (T.  ifotM- 

Colchester,  L.  reene.) 

Crofton,  L.  Ponsonby,  L.  {E.  Bet*- 

Delamere,  L.  borouyh.) 

de  Ros,  L.    [TelUr,]  Raglan,  L. 

De  Saumarez,  L.  Ranf urly,  L.  {E,  Bmt- 

Ellenborough,  L.  furly.) 

Elphinstone,  L.  Rivers,  L. 

Emlv,  L.  Robartes,  L. 

Foxlord,  L.    {E.  Lime-  Rodney,  L. 

riek.)  Rosebery,  L.  (J?.  Bote- 

Gordon,  of  Drumeam,  bery.) 

L.  Saltoun,  L. 

Gormanston,  L,      ( V.  Selbome,  L. 

Oomwnston.)  Silchester,  L.  {E.  Long- 

Grey  de  Radcliffe,  L.  ford.) 

(V.  Grey  de  JFilton.)  Strathcfden  and  Camp- 

Hanmer,  L.  bell,  L. 

Harlech,  L.  Strathspey,  L.  {E,  Sea- 

Hartismere,  L.  (Z.  Hen-  Jield.) 

niker.\  Sudeley,  L. 

Inchiquin,  L.  Tredegar,  L. 

Kenry,L.  {E.Lunraven  Ventry,  L. 

and  Mount-Earl.)  Walsingham,  L. 

Leconfield,  L.  Windsor,  L. 

Lilford,  L.  Winmarleigh,  L. 

Lovel  and  Holland,  L.  Zouche    of    Haryng- 

{E.  Egmont,)  worth,  L. 
Monson,  L. 

Resolved  in  the  Negative  ;  and  Bill  to 
be  read  2*  thie  day  three  months, 

PUBLIC   HEALTH    ACT  (1876)  AMEND- 
MENT (INTERMENTS)  BILL. 

{The  Earl  Stanhope.) 
(no.  123.)      THIRD  READHra. 

Bill  read  3*  (according  to  Order). 

Lord  ABEEDAEE  rose  to  move  the 
insertion  of  three  new  clauses,  which  he 
hoped  would  receive  the  support  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  and  also  of  the 
Bench  of  Bishops.  Those  clauses  were 
not  of  his  own  invention,  but  were  em- 
bodied, nearly  word  for  word,  in  a  Bill 
which  was  introduced  by  Her  Majesty's 
present  Government  in  1877.  The 
clauses  he  proposed  were  as  follows : — 

I.— (iVovMton  of  uneonteerated  ground. ) 

"  In  providing  any  cemetery  under  this  Act 
the  local  authority  shall  set  apart  a  portion 
thereof  which  shall  not  be  consecrated;  and 
the  cemetery  shall  be  divided  in  such  propor- 
tions, and  the  unconsccrated  part  thereof  shall 
be  allotted  in  such  manner  and  in  such  propor- 
tions as  may  be  sanctioned  by  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board:  Provided  always,  that  if  the 
ratepayers  assembled  at  any  vestry  duly  con- 
vened shall,  in  pursuance  of  public  notice  duly 
given,  resolve  unanimously  that  the  whole  of 
such  cemetery  shall  be  consecrated,  it  shall  not 
be  obligatory  on  the  local  authority  to  leave  a 
part  thereof  unconsecrated.  If  at  any  time 
within  ton  years  thereafter  the  vestry,  dmy  coa- 
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Mntod  ^uad  rha21  be  provided  for  luch 
fuiili,  the  provisioiu  of  thi»  Act  shoU  be  ap- 
jSMt  for  pTOTiding  the  suae. 

H.— (JVuriiioM  of  uneoHtecrated  cAaptlt.) 
"When  a  local  authority  under  thi<  Act  shall 
hnldi  chapel  for  tha  performaoce  of  the  burial 
Knice  ncrarding  to  the  rites  of  the  Church  of 
EogUad.  the;  ahall  nUo  baiM  on  tha  portion  of 
nch  groand  set  apart  for  btuiala  othorwiBO  than 
utonlin^  to  tha  ritas  of  the  said  Church,  such 
tlttpel  (ccomrnDdattoii  for  the  performaQce  of 
bitnil  Krrice  hy  persons  not  being  niembers  of 
lb  old  Church  Ba  may  be  approved  of  by  the 
LmiI  GoTerament  Board;  Provided  always, 
llulahne  it  shall  appaor  to  such  Local  Oovum. 
imt  Board,  apon  the  representation  of  a 
mjisitj  of  the  vceti;  of  any  parish,  conaistiag 
of  not  less  than  three-fourths  of  the  members  of 
tiesune,  that  the  building  of  a  chapel  upon  the 
aomsscnted  part  of  a  cemetery  is  undesirable 
ul  umeceesary,  it  shall  be  lairful  for  the  said 
Local  Uovemment  Board)  if  they  shall  thinli  fit, 
Id  agaify  their  opinion  to  that  effect  to  the 
lool  lathority,  which  shall  be  thereupon  re- 
tntd  from  all  obligation  to  bnild  the  same  ;  but 
mi  Local  Oovemment  Board  shall  not  signify 
Ibair  opinion  aforesaid  anlees  it  be  shown  to 
thdr  Htisfaction  that  notice  of  the  intention  to 
impM«  to  such  vestry  to  make  such  represanta- 
Son  WIS  pTon  in  manner  required  by  law  for 
Mica  of  vestry  meetings,  aod  of  the  special 
I«posc«  thereof . 

III. — ^Burial  fat  end  ekarjei.) 
'  In  any  cemetery  provided  under  this  Act  no 
(m  ihiill  be  charged  or  received  by  any  local 
ulMrity  in  respect  of  any  serrice  done  or  right 
pultd  in  the  nncoiisecrated  part  of  any  ceme- 
tf?  but  luch  as  are  identical  in  amount  with  the 
fn  charged  and  received  in  respect  of  the  same 
"ntct  or  right  in  the  consecrafed  portion  of 
n^  cemetery,  less  any  portion  of  such  corre- 
^Kcdinc  fee*  or  payments  which  may  be  re- 
mind tot  or  on  account  of  any  incumbent, 
liindiwarden,  or  sexton,  or  of  any  trustee  for 
or  Di  behalf  of  any  incumbeot,  churchwarden, 
Elok,  01  aeiton." 

He  (Lord  Aberdare)  did  not  understand 
'hj  the  QoTemment,  having  inserted 
liwe  provisiona  in  their  Bill  of  1877, 
>)iOiild  now  oppose  their  insortioa  ia  the 
present  measure.  He  had  every  respect 
^ormrol  Local  Authorities  1  but  he  could 
not  pat  implicit  confidence  in  them  aa  to 
"le  decision  of  these  questions.  One 
put  of  this  Bill  contained  permissive 
ifgitUtJon  of  the  worst  description  ;  be- 
Mue  it  was  left  entirely  toLocal  Authori- 
iiM  to  say  whether  security  should  or 
Aonld  Dot  be  given  against  inequality 
••  between  Clinrchmen  and  Noncon- 
^"iiiisU  in  the  matter  of  burial.  The 
ubte  Lord  concluded  hj  moving  that 
^  Gnt  of  these  clauses  be  inserted  in 
the  Bill. 


Eakl  STANHOPE  said,  he  was  unable 
to  accept  the  Amendments  proposed  by 
the  noble  Lord.  The  Bill  was  on  a 
broader  basis  than  the  proposed  Amend- 
ments— which,  indeed,  were  virtually 
included  in  the  Bill  already,  as  it 
was  to  be  construed  with  the  Cemeteries 
Act  of  1847.  Under  the  Burials  Act 
the  vestry  was  obliged  to  provide  conse- 
crated ground;  but  in  the  Cemeteries 
Act  this  was  entirely  optional,  and  tha 
clause  ran  as  follows : — 

' '  The  Bishop  of  the  diocese  in  which  tha 
cemetery  is  situated  may,  on  the  application 
of  the  company,  consecrata  any  portion  of 
the  cemetery  set  apart  for  the  burial  of  tha 
dead  according  to  the  rites  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  if  he  is  satisflad  with  the  title 
of  the  company  to  Such  portion  ;  and  tha  part 
which  ia  so  consecrated  shall  be  used  only  tor 
burials  according  to  tha  rites  of  the  Batahlished 
Church." 

The  Local  Authority,  which  was  a  much 
more  important  body  than  the  Testry  or 
Burial  Board,  was  under  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board,  who  would  probably 
see  to  the  carrying  out  of  the  Bill,  and 
who  had  to  make  an  annual  Eeport  to 
Parliament.  But  there  was  another 
argument.  The  noble  Earl  opposite 
(Earl  Granville)  had  refused  the  other 
night  to  introduce  Amendments  into  the 
Racecourses  Bill,  on  the  ground  that  it 
would  endanger  the  loss  of  the  measure 
another  place."  In  the  saoie  way 
ho  did  not  wish  to  accept  Amendments 
to  this  small  and  unpretentious  Bill,  lest 
it  should  fail  of  being  carried  in  the 
House  of  Commons. 

The  Archbishop  of  YORK  said,  he 
could  not  support  the  Amendments — 
although  he  approved  of  many  of  them, 
and  thought  they  might  have  the  effect 
of  providing  additional  safeguards — 
because,  from  the  late  period  of  the 
'Session  and  the  state  of  Business  in 
'  another  place,"  to  accept  them  would 
iimply  be  to  lose  a  very  useful  Bill, 
vliich  would  supply  country  commu- 
nities, where  the  people  did  not  care 
much  about  the  Burials  (Question,  with 
additional  pieces  of  ground  for  the  pur- 
s  of  interment  at  a  little  distance 
from  their  overcrowded  churchyards. 
IB  where  this  was  required  existed 
probably  in  thousands.  With  regard  to 
of  the  Amendments,  he  did  not  see 
the  advantage  of  the  unanimity  which 
was  insisted  on  as  a  condition  of  provid- 
a  consecrated  ground  only.     Why 
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should  one  factious  guardian  have  the 
power  to  insist  on  having  two  burial- 
grounds  instead  of  one  in  a  parish  where 
all  others  were  agreed?  It  had  been 
said  that,  whereas  an  abuse  existed  at 
Northampton  under  the  Oemeteries  Act, 
none  could  exist  under  the  Burials  Act. 
But  this  was  not  so,  as  he  knew  from 
experience.  In  a  large  town  in  the 
North  of  England,  which  was  under  the 
latter  Act,  the  guardians  had  refused  to 
apply  for  consecration  of  any  portion  of 
the  burial-ground  and  to  pay  the  neces- 
sary fees,  although  bound  to  do  bo  by  the 
Act.  A  portion  of  the  gpx)und  was,  how- 
ever, consecrated,  as  it  were,  by  invasion. 
But  when  that  portion  was  exhausted  the 
clergy  were  compelled,  in  defiance  of  the 
law,  to  bury  in  unconsecrated  ground. 
The  present  was  a  practical  measure,  of 
a  healing  and  excellent  character,  but 
one  which  would  not  ease  off  the  Burials 
Question.  To  send  it  to  be  discussed  in 
"another  place  "  would  simply  be  to  vote 
to  get  rid  of  it,  and  that  they  did  not 
desire  to  do. 

LoED  SELBORNB  pointed  out  that 
the  abuse  just  mentioned  by  the  most 
rev.  Prelate  had  been  in  violation  of  the 
law,  and  remedies  were  provided  for  dis- 
obedience to  the  law.  Those  persons 
who  felt  themselves  aggrieved  through 
the  Burial  Board  refusing  to  carry  out 
the  law  might  come  to  the  Queen's 
Bench  for  a  mandamus  to  compel  the 
Board  to  do  their  duty.  The  Cemeteries 
Act  was  never  intended  to  be  a  compul- 
sory measure ;  but  companies  were  en- 
abled to  acquire  land  with  their  own 
money,  and  they  were  at  liberty  to  use 
it  either  as  consecrated  or  unconsecrated 
ground.  But  the  present  measure  pro- 
posed to  reverse  the  policy  of  the  Church 
Bates  Abolition  Act,  and  to  use  the 
power  of  taxing  communities  by  rates 
for  the  purpose  of  providing  sectarian 
burial-grounds.  This  principle  was  both 
new  and  bad.  Those  who  supported  the 
measure  could  not  have  calculated  its 
effect.  The  fact  that  particular  towns 
had  incorporated  the  Cemeteries  Act  in 
their  Improvement  Acts  furnished  no 
answer  to  objections  on  principle  to 
general  legislation  of  this  kind.  Those 
Acts  belonged  to  private  legislation,  and 
could  afford  no  argument  for  enabling 
the  Local  Authorities  everywhere  to  levy 
rates  in  order  to  provide  denomi- 
national burial  grounds. 

The  Archhuhop  of  York 


Earl  GEANVILLE  said,  he  did  not 
think  it  necessary  to  add  anything*  to 
what  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  had 
said  as  to  the  abstract  principle  of  this 
Bill.  He  merely  wished  to  make  one 
remark.  The  noble  Earl  opposite  (!Earl 
Stanhope)  had  referred  to  his  refusal  to 
introduce  an  Amendment  into  the  Race- 
courses Bill,  lest  the  measure  should  be 
lost  through  delay.  But  he  could  not 
conceive  that  there  was  really  any  com- 
parison between  the  case  to  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  referred  and  so  important 
an  Amendment  as  the  present,  which  in- 
volved the  equal  treatment  of  Noncon- 
formists, The  Bill  as  it  now  stood  would 
inflict  upon  the  Dissenters  an  additional 
grievance.  He  believed  the  Noncon- 
formist Members  in  the  other  House  of 
Parliament  felt  so  strongly  as  to  the 
justice  of  these  Amendments  that  if  they 
were  introduced  they  would  not  oppose 
the  Bill  when  it  went  back  to  **  another 
place." 

VisooTTNT  CRANBROOK  thought 
there  was  a  complete  misapprehension 
with  respect  to  this  Bill.  It  was  not  a 
question  of  voting  by  majorities.  The 
Local  Authority  was  quite  different  from. 
the  Vestry  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
wished  the  appeal  to  lie.  It  was  a  liocal 
Sanitary  Authority — in  fact,  the  Board 
of  Guardians  —  who  might,  if  they 
thought  proper,  provide  a  burial-ground 
for  two  or  three  parishes.  The  Local 
Government  Board  would  have  to  be 
referred  to,  and  would  see  that  the 
burial-ground  was  a  proper  one.  AM 
the  circumstances  of  the  case  considered, 
he  believed  that  there  was  absolute 
security  that  justice  would  be  done  to 
all  parties. 

The  Eaul  of  KIMBERLEY  said,  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  no  control 
over  the  urban  authorities,  but  only  over 
the  rural.  In  his  opinion,  the  Bill  would 
destroy  the  equality  provided  by  the 
Burials  Act.  Though  it  might  be  de- 
sirable to  make  better  arrangements  for 
cemeteries  throughout  the  country,  it 
ought  not  to  be  done  at  the  expense  of 
committing  as  much  injustice  as  would 
result  from  the  Bill. 

Lord  ABERDARE  said,  that  in  the 
present  state  of  the  House  he  would  not 
press  his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 

On  Question?  Resolved  in  the  Negative : 
BiU  passed. 
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USnVERSITY  EDUCATION  (IRELAND) 
BILL— (No.  134.) 
{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 
THISB  READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Eead- 
ing,  read. 


Mofed,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3'." 
Tht  Lwrd  Chancellor.) 


-( 


EiBL  SPENCEB  said,  he  wished, 
before  the  Bill  left  their  Lordships' 
House,  to  refer  to  a  matter  of  some  im- 
portance which  had  occurred  on  the  pre- 
fioas  evening.  On  more  than  one 
occasion  reference  had  been  made  to 
negotiations  said  to  have  passed  between 
the  Irish  Government  and  certain  in- 
fluential personages  in  Ireland  on  the 
Unirersity  question  ;  and  in  **  another 
place"  Questions  were  put  to,  but  no 
Answers  were  given  by.  Her  Majesty's 
Goremment  on  the  subject.  His  noble 
Friend  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  in 
this  House  made  some  inquiry  in  this 
House  with  the  same  result.  On  Mon- 
day night  his  noble  Friend  on  the  Bench 
behind  him  (Lord  Emly)  alluded,  with 
more  distinctness  than  had  hitherto  been 
done,  to  the  subject,  and  the  noble  Earl 
at  the  head  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment answered  him.  Now,  he  conceived 
this  matter  to  be  one  of  great  importance 
to  Ireland,  and  explanations  ought  to 
be  given  of  what  had  passed.  Very 
important  negotiations  appeared  to  have 
gone  on,  or  were  said  to  have  been 
Roing  on,  in  Lreland  between  the  Irish 
uOTemment  and  some  influential  mem- 
bers of  the  Koman  Catholic  party  touch- 
ing this  University  question.  Surely, 
that  was  a  matter  of  great  interest  and 
importance.  The  noble  Earl  at  the  head 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government,  in  reply 
to  his  noble  Friend,  described  the  whole 
matter  as  ''  a  romance,"  and  said  that 
neither  he  nor  his  Colleagues  had  any 
knowledge  whatever  of  the  matter.  For 
l>is  part,  he  would  like  to  know  whether 
the  noble  Earl,  who  appeared  to  be 
t^en  by  surprise  on  Monday  night,  had 
^e  it  his  business  to  ascertain  if  any 
^^  negotiations  had  taken  place  on 
^  part  of  the  Irish  Government  ?  It 
^^i^nlj  seemed  extraordinary  that  such 
^portant  communications  should  have 

tiken  place,   and    should    be   entirely 

ipoted. 


The  Earl  of  BEACONSFIJILD :  I 
certainly  was  taken  by  surprise  last 
night  by  the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  Eml}*)  respecting  negotia- 
tions on  the  subject  of  University  Edu- 
cation in  Ireland  ;  but,  although  I  was 
taken  by  surprise,  I  had  no  hesitation 
whatever  in  expressing  my  own  views 
upon  the  question,  and  informing  the 
House  that  I  then  heard  of  these  nego- 
tiations for  the  first  time,  and  could  say 
the  same  with  confidence  for  my  Col- 
leagues. I  have  since  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  speaking  personally  to  several 
of  them,  and  can  state  that  such  nego- 
tiations are  entirely  unknown  to  us.  I 
dare  say,  when  the  matter  is  inquired 
into,  a  great  deal  of  misconception  will 
be  found  to  have  arisen  from  the  use  of 
the  word  **  negotiations  " — that  being 
the  term  employed  by  the  noble  Earl 
who  has  just  sat  down.  It  is  possible 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  may  have 
held  conversations  with  those  deeply  in- 
terested in  the  question  of  Irish  Uni- 
versity Education — ho  may  have  held 
conversations  with  Prelates  of  the 
Homan  Catholic  Church — as  the  noble 
Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  himself  must  have 
had  ;  but  I  have  no  authority  for  saying 
that  such  conversations  have  been  held 
—it  is  only  a  suggestion  of  mine,  to  ex- 
plain what  the  noble  Earl  himself  seems 
to  think  there  is  no  foundation  for.  I 
can  only  repeat  what  I  said  last  night — 
that  no  negotiations  to  our  knowledge 
have  ever  taken  place  on  this  subject ; 
and  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  for  example, 
had  held  a  conversation  of  any  serious 
and  formal  character,  he  would  probably 
have  done  me  the  honour  of  writing  to 
me  on  the  subject.  But  there  is  nothing 
of  the  kind  ;  I  cannot  throw  any  light 
on  the  matter.  I  take  it  for  granted 
that  some  conversations  may  have  oc- 
curred, which  have  been  described  by 
the  noble  Earl  by  the  somewhat  im- 
portant name  of  **  negotiations ;  "  but 
we  have  not  sanctioned  any  negotiations, 
and  we  know  of  none  that  have  been 
entered  into  on  this  subject. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  :  I  must  say  that 
it  seems  rather  extraordinary  to  hoar 
the  statement  from  the  noble  Earl  at 
the  head  of  the  Government  that  no 
negotiations  have  been  entered  into.  I 
should  have  thought  this  matter  might 
have  been  cleared  up  by  some  communi- 
cation with  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, who  is  in  this  country.    Is  he  en- 


448         Exhihtttpn  of  Zulus  at        {COMMONS]        8i.  Jamsii  Matt. 


444 


tirelj  ignorant  of  what  the  noble  Earl 
has  said  on  the  subject — namely,  that  a 
proposal  of  an  important  charax;ter  was 
made  by  the  Irish  Government,  and  that 
it  was  accepted  by  influential  persons 
connected  with  the  Boman  Catholic 
Church  ?  Has  the  noble  Earl  the  Prime 
Minister  heard  that  statement  without 
communicating  with  any  of  his  Col- 
leagues in  the  Cabinet?  I,  of  course, 
accept  the  assurance  of  the  noble  Earl ; 
but  still  it  appears  to  me  an  extraordi- 
nary business. 

The  Earl  of  BEACONSFIELD  :  I 
wish  to  correct  a  misapprehension  on 
the  part  of  the  noble  Earl  who  has  just 
sat  down.  I  have  communicated — as  I 
have  already  said — with  my  Colleagues 
in  the  Cabinet;  but  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  the  Chief  Secretary  is 
not  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet ;  and  when 
there  is  a  rumour  it  is  not  for  me  to  go 
and  ask  him  whether  it  is  true  or  not. 
It  is  for  the  authorities  in  Ireland,  when 
such  negotiations  take  place,  to  com- 
municate with  me,  and  they  have  not 
done  so. 

Lord  EMLY  :  I  think  the  noble  Earl 
is  wrong,  when  he  says  I  used  the  word 
**  negotiations  *'  in  reference  to  this  sub- 
ject on  the  previous  eveninjj^. 

The  Earl  of  BEACONSFIELD: 
What  I  said  was,  that  the  noble  Earl 
who  spoke  first  (Earl  Spencer)  made  use 
of  the  word  *' negotiations." 

Lord  EMLY :  The  word  I  used  was 
*'  proposal."  What  really  happened 
was  this.  The  Irish  Government  found 
out,  from  communication  with  persons 
of  importance  connected  with  the  Boman 
Catholic  Church,  that  they  would  be 
disposed  to  accept  a  certain  proposal. 
I  made  no  complaint  against  the  Irish 
Government.  I  rose  principally  for  the 
sake  of  saying  what  I  ought  to  have 
stated  yesterday,  that,  although  the 
Irish  Government  had  neither  directly 
nor  indirectly  consulted  me  as  to  certain 
proposals  made  by  them  in  the  month 
of  February  on  the  subject  of  Univer- 
sity Education  to  some  leading  Boman 
Catholics  in  Ireland,  I  had  been  shown 
a  copy  of  these  proposals  within  the 
last  three  weeks  under  no  seal  of  secrecy. 
I  could  not  understand  the  heat  shown 
by  the  Prime  Minister  on  the  subject, 
for  the  course  taken  of  ascertaining 
whether  the  Boman  Catholics  would 
accept  a  measure  founded  on  these  pro- 
posals was  obviously  a  proper  onOi  and, 

£arl  OranvilU 


as  the  noble  Earl  (Earl  Spencer)  had 
pointed  out,  according  to  precedent. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  3*  ac- 
cordingly. 

An  Amendment  made  in  Clause  7,  at 
end  of  clause  add  (*'  other  than  a  degree 
in  medicine  and  surgery"). 

Bill  passed,  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Eight 

o'clock,  to  Thursday  next, 

half  past  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF    COMMONS. 
Tuesday,  \  5th  July,  1879. 


MINUTES.!  — Public  Btllb  — Ordered— lint 

Heading — Katioual  School  Teachers  (Ireland)* 

[246]. 
Committee — Report — Army  Discipline  and  Regn- 

lation  •    [88-245]  ;    Commons    Act   (1876) 

Amendment  ♦  [2331. 
Third  Beading — Children's  Dangerous  Perfoni' 

ances*  [229],  ajid  passed. 


QUESTIONS. 

EXHIBITION  OF  ZULUS  AT  ST.  JAMES^ 

HALL. 

WITHDEAWAL  OF  QUESTION. 

Me.  E.  JENKINS,   who  had  given 
Notice  of  his  intention  to  ask  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Homo  Departmenti 
Whether  he  has  stopped  the  exhibitimi 
of  Zulus  at  St.  James's  Hall ;  whether, 
in  order  to  do  so,  he  threatened  to  get 
the  licence  of  the  proprietors  or  lesseee 
suspended  ;    by    what    legal    or  other 
process  a  Home  Secretary  is  enabled  to 
suspend  or  to  interfere  with  the  licence 
of  a  public  place  of  amusement;  and, 
whether  he  is  prepared,  on  behalf  of 
the   Government,  to  pay  the  damage! 
ensuing  from   his  interference  ?   said, 
that   he   learned  from  the  right  hon- 
Gentleman  that   he   had   been    misin' 
formed,  and  that  he  had  not,  in  factt 
interfered  with  the  performance  of  th0 
Zulus  at  the   St.  James'e  Hall.     EiB 
informant,  a  Member  of  that  House, 
had  made  a  mistake.    He  had  to  expreis 
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his  regrot  for  having  placed  the  Question 
on  the  Paper,  and  he  now  begged  to 
withdraw  it. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  I  have 
put  the  whole  of  the  facts  before  the 
Directors,  and  I  understand  ^that  the 
exhibition  will  take  place. 

EaYPT— NTIBAR  PASHA. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  the  Government  has  yet  re- 
ceived any  information  as  to  the  notice 
conveyed  to  Nubar  Pasha,  by  order  of 
Tewfik  Pasha,  that  he  would  not  be  al- 
lowed to  return  to  Egypt  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE:  No,  Sir;  we  have 
received  no  information  on  the  subject. 

CYPRUS— PUBLIC  WORKS  RETURN. 
QUESTION. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  When  the  return  of  the  names, 
nature,  and  place  of  employment  and 
salaries  of  Englishmen  employed  in 
Cyprus,  and  of  all  public  works  com- 
menced or  authorised  up  to  January  Ist 
1879  in  that  island,  with  their  estimated 
cost,  ordered  by  the  House  on  the  14th 
of  February  last,  will  be  presented  to 
the  House;  and,  if  he  will  explain  the 
reason  of  the  delay  in  presenting  it  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  sorry  he  could  not  state  the  reasons 
why  the  Return  had  not  been  presented. 
It  should  have  been  presented,  no  doubt, 
before  now.  He  sent  to  Cyprus  a  few 
days  after  the  Beturn  was  ordered  by 
the  House  for  the  information  necessary 
to  complete  it ;  but  the  information  had 
not  been  sent.  The  only  cause  which 
be  could  suggest  for  the  delay  was  the 
change  in  the  Government  of  Cyprus; 
but  he  would  inquire  into  the  subject. 

ABBTT  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 
BILL-CORPORAL  PUNISHMENT. 

QUESTION. 

Sib  ABTHUB  HAYTEE  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  it 
is  not  proposed  in  the  Army  Discipline 
and  Kegulation  Bill  to  include  officers, 
non-commissioned  officers,  and  soldiers 
alike  in  the  liability  to  corporal  punish- 
Mpixi  for  ofTences  in  the  field  now  punish- 


able with  death,  inasmuch  as  the  heading 
of  the  Clauses  defining  the  offences  so 
punishable  is  in  all  cases  ''  Every  person 
subject  to  military  law  ?  " 

Colonel  STANLEY:  No;  that  is 
not  exactly  the  case,  because  every 
person  subject  to  military  law  in  the 
clauses  specified  is  liable  to  the  punish- 
ment of  death,  or  such  minor  punish- 
ment as  may  be  inflicted.  The  punish- 
ment of  death  is  common  to  the  officers 
and  soldiers ;  but  as  regards  the  other 
punishments  allotted  either  to  the  officer 
or  soldier,  they  will  be  found  by  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  in  Clause  44. 

PARLIA"MENTARY  ELECTIONS  AND 
CORRUPT  PRACTICES  BILL— LEGIS- 
LATION.—QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  B.  SAMUELSON  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
before  this  Parliament  is  dissolved,  the 
Amendments  deemed  by  the  Oovern- 
ment  to  be  necessary  in  the  Parlia- 
mentary Elections  and  Corrupt  Practices 
Bill  will  be  proceeded  with ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposes 
to  proceed  with  the  Bill  during  the 
present  Session  ?  He  also  wished  to 
know,  whether  the  right  hon.  Gemtle- 
man  is  now  able  to  state  what  will  be 
done  with  respect  to  the  Hailway  Com- 
mission ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  With  regard  to  the  first  Ques- 
tion of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  undoubtedly 
the  Gt)vemment  are  of  opinion  that  the 
Parliamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt 
Practices  Bill  should  be  fully  considered 
by  the  House  and  settled  before  a  Dis- 
solution. Whether  it  wiU  be  possible 
to  proceed  with  it  during  the  present 
Session  I  am  very  uncertain ;  but  I  am 
afraid  not.  It  is  among  those  Bills 
which  we  have  not  taken  off  the  Paper, 
though  I  do  not  think  it  is  likely  we 
shall  find  time  for  it.  With  regard  to 
the  Railway  Commission,  I  am  not  able 
to  answer  the  Question  at  present. 

SUPREME  COURT  OP  JUDICATURE 

OFFICERS  BILL— SALARIES. 

QUESTION. 

Dk.  KENEALY  asked  Mr.  Attorney 
General,  Whether  it  is  intended  by  a 
clause  in  the  Supreme  Court  of  Judica- 
ture Officers  Bill  to  increase  the  salaries 
of  sinecure  officers,  the  Judges'  asso- 
ciates, from  £1,000  to  £1,500  a-year? 
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The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
John  Holkeb),  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
offices  of  Judges'  associates  were  not 
sinecures.  If  the  Bill  passed  into  law, 
the  salaries  of  the  associates  would  be 
increased  to  £1,500  in  the  course  of 
three  years. 

Db.  KENEALY  gave  Notice  that  he 
should  oppose  in  every  possible  way  the 
further  progress  of  that  Bill. 

OEDER   OF  TEE  DAY. 


ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 

BILL.— [Bill  88.] 
(Mr,  Secretary  Stanley^  Mr,  Secretary  Croee^  Mr, 

William  Henry  Smith,    The  Judge  Advocate 

General.) 

COMMITTEE.     [^Progre%B  lAth  July."] 
Bill  eonsid$red  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
hitherto  he  liad  taken  no  part  whatever 
in  the  discussions  regarding  flogging  in 
the  Army,  not  because  he  did  not  take 
a  gpreat  interest  in  the  subject,  but  be- 
cause he  felt  great  difficulty  as  to  the 
course  which  he  ought  to  take.  He 
felt  that  difficulty  still.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  seemed  to  him  to  be 
afraid  to  pledge  themselves  to  the 
complete  abolition  of  the  punishment. 
Although  they  had,  so  to  speak,  narrowed 
the  flogging  to  a  minimum,  they  were 
not  prepared  to  abolish  it  altogether. 
He  had  placed  upon  the  Paper  an 
Amendment  in  the  nature  of  a  com- 
promise— a  compromise  which  reduced 
the  liability  to  punishment — and  he  was 
not  without  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment would  give  a  favourable  considera- 
tion to  that  view  of  the  case.  He  had 
had  considerable  opportunities  of  watch- 
ing the  matter.  Those  who  had  a  greater 
personal  acquaintance  with  the  subject 
than  he  had  himself  were  in  favour  of 
retaining  the  punishment.  Officers 
in  the  Army,  who  were  engaged  on 
active  service,  wero  almost  unanimous  in 
deprecating  the  abolition  of  flogging. 
They  said  that  the  British  Army  could 
not  be  managed  without  it.  At  the  same 
time,  when  he  had  seen  the  pertinacity 
with  which  Doctors  of  Medicine  and  Pro- 
fessors of  Theology  stuck  to  the  dogmas 
of  their  own  Profession,  he  did  not  think 
that  the  opinion  of  military  men  should 


be  regarded  as  conclusive  on  the  subjeet 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  flogging 
had  been  got  rid  of  in  regard  to  foreign 
Armies.      In    the    Indian    Army,   the 
Sepoys  had  the  same  dislike  to  being 
flogged    that    most   European    soldiers 
had  ;    and,    as  a  matter  of   fact,  the 
punishment  of  flogging  was  retained  in 
the  Indian  Army,  not  so  much  to  be  used, 
but  because  it  was  felt  to  be  a  scandal 
to  retain  it  against  the  European  soldier 
and  do  away  with  it  in  regard  to  his 
black  brother.     So  far  as  his  own  ex- 
perience went,  it  had  not  induced  him 
to  believe,  in  any  great  extent,  in  the 
necessity  for  flogging.     His  experience 
had    been    in    connection    with    com- 
paratively seasoned  troops,    who   had 
gone  through  the  absolute  work  of  war, 
and  not  with  mere  raw  recruits.    He 
had  seen  Her  Majesty's  troops  under 
very  trying  circumstances,  in  the  cam- 
paigns which  followed  the  Indian  Mutiny; 
and,  on  the  whole,  his  experience  was 
highly  favourable  to   the  discipline  of 
the  regular  soldier  in   Her  Majesty's 
British  Army.     Seasoned  troops  were 
trained  and  disciplined  to  such  an  ex- 
tent that,  so  long  as  those  in  authority 
over  them  did  what  thoy  could  to  keep 
them  in  order,  most  of  them  were  not 
likely  to  commit  excesses  requiring  such 
a  punishment  as  the  lash.     He  might  in- 
stance the  9th  Lancers,  at  one  time  com- 
manded by  his  late  gallant  friend  Sir 
Hope  Grant.     In  that  regiment,  they 
would  as  soon  have  thought  of  flogging 
the  men  as  of  flogging  Members  of  that 
House.     As  regarded  the  great  majority 
of  Her  Majesty's  troops,  they  were  men 
of  good  character,  and  were  not  liable  to 
fall  into  excesses  such  asitwas  considered 
necessary  to  meet    by  the    barbarous 
punishment  of  the  lash.     When  they 
did  break  out  into  excesses,  his  opinion 
was  that  it  was  more  the  fault  of  thoie 
in  authority  than  of  the  men  themselves. 
Properly  commanded,  and  restrained  by 
officers  in   authority  over  them,  they 
would  not  require  this  barbarous  punish- 
ment. But,  on  the  other  hand,  ithadbeen 
felt,  almost  by  every  man  who  had  had 
any  experience  of  the  British  Army,  that 
that  Army  differed .  from    Continental 
Armies  in  this — that  it  contained  within 
its  ranks  a   class  of  men  much  more 
difficult  to  deal  with  than  was  to  be 
found    in    Continental    Armies.     The 
British  rough  was,  no  doubt,  a  worse 
character  than  was  to  be  found  in  any 
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Continental  conntry;  and  when  thej 
had  the  British  rough  in  the  British 
Armj  it  was  found  necessary  to  treat 
him  as  a  rough,  or  to  let  him  go  away 
altogether.  They  were  in  this  dilemma 
~that  when  they  had  men  of  this  cha- 
racter made  into  soldiers,  and  rebelling 
against  discipline,  they  must  either 
hring  them  into  submission,  or  say — 
*'  You  have  made  yourself  so  disagree- 
able that  you  may  go."  The  opinion 
was  that  the  only  remedy  for  this  state 
of  things  was  having  recourse  to  the 
punishment  of  flogging.  It  had  been 
his  duty  to  control  the  administra- 
tion of  punishments  of  this  kind  among 
great  populations;  and  he  had  been 
compelled,  if  he  might  so  express  it,  to 
study  the  subject.  The  result  of  that 
study  was  certainly  not  favourable  to  the 
punishment  of  flogging.  Without  speak- 
ing from  the  popular  point  of  view,  but 
looking  at  the  question  in  a  scientific 
point  of  view,  flogging  partook*  of  the 
nature  of  torture.  Speaking  also  in  a 
scientific  point  of  view,  he  was  not  alto- 
gether against  torture  as  a  punishment; 
but  of  all  the  forms  of  torture  used  for 
the  punishment  of  crime,  the  punishment 
of  flogging  was  the  very  worst,  because  it 
was  the  most  uncertain  in  its  efi'ects,  and 
for  this  reason — because  the  effect  of  the 
panishment  of  flogging  upon  any  man 
must  depend  enormously  upon  the  cha- 
racter of  the  flogger,  and  also  upon  that 
of  the  floggee.  He  was  prepared  to 
assert,  from  practical  experience,  that 
an  enormous  amount  of  the  effect  of  the 
paniahment  depended  on  the  man  who 
laid  it  on.  They  might  have  a  man  who 
would  lay  it  on  in  such  a  manner  as  to 
make  it  a  severe  punishment  indeed ; 
while,  in  another  case,  it  might  be  so 
laid  on  as  to  make  it  no  punishment  at 
all.  It  was  not  always  that  the  mere 
observer  could  detect  the  punishment 
that  was  severe  from  the  punishment  that 
was  trifling.  They  might  have  a  man 
who  laid  on  the  punishment  with  a  great 
deal  of  fuss  and  fury,  and  yet  did  not 
make  it  tell ;  and,  on  the  other  hand, 
they  might  have  a  scientific  flogger, 
who  would  make  every  cut  tell.  Then, 
B8  regarded  the  physical  effect,  he  had 
Been  some  men  who  would  stand  an  im- 
mense amount  of  flogging,  and  scarcely 
feel  it ;  whereas  fiiere  were  others 
to  whom  it  was  an  exceedingly  severe 
punishment;  so  that  a  flogging  which 
would  nearly  kill  one  man,  was  really 
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laughed  at  by  another.  On  the  oihe 
hand,  in  a  moral  point  of  view,  they  had 
many  men  who  did  not  care  for  that  sort 
of  thing.  To  come  to  the  practical  part 
of  the  matter.  What  he  wished  to  ask 
the  Committee  to  bear  in  mind  was 
this — they  had  now  gone  so  far  in  the 
matter  that  they  could  not,  in  future, 
make  use  of  that  heavy  amount  of 
flogging,  which  made  it  a  severe  and  al- 
most  barbarous  form  of  punishment,  for 
the  punishment  of  great  offences.  It  was 
totally  impossible  that  they  could  ever  re- 
turn to  the  very  severe  form  of  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  in  use  in  days  not  very 
far  removed.  They  had  now  limited 
flogging  to  25  lashes;  and  he  was  also  in- 
clined to  think  that  the  instrument  with 
which  it  was  to  be  inflicted  was  a  much 
more  harmless  instrument  than  it  was  in 
olden  times.  They  had  been  discussing 
the  question  of  flagging  in  the  Army ; 
but  he  did  not  think  an  Army  cat  had 
been  produced  for  their  inspection.  They 
had  had  a  Navy  cat.  He  had  himself  in- 
spected the  last  specimen  of  the  Navy  cat 
sanctioned  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty— and  he  found  that  it  was  very 
much  what  he  should  have  expected  from 
the  amiable  character  of  the  First  Lord. 
It  was  of  a  somewhat  soft  and  flexible 
nature.  Indeed,  if  it  were  necessary  that 
he  (Sir  George  Campbell)  sliould  undergo 
a  flogging  he  should  scarcely  object  to  be 
flogged  with  it  himself.  The  moral  he 
wished  to  draw  from  all  this  was  this — 
in  the  course  of  the  discussion  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  a 
Member  very  much  respected  by  the 
whole  of  the  House,  threw  out  a  sugges- 
tion* that  the  punishment  of  floggiug 
should  only  be  inflicted  as  an  alternative 
for  the  penalty  of  death.  He  (Sir  George 
Campbell)  observed,  from  the  nodding 
of  heads  on  the  other  side,  that  that  sug- 
gestion was  received  with  some  favour  by 
the  righthon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secre- 
tary and  other  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Front  Bench;  and  what  he  wanted  to  im- 

EresB  on  the  Committee,  as  the  result  of 
is  practical  experience,  was  that  this 
mild  punishment  of  25  lashes,  inflicted 
with  a  comparatively  harmless  cat,  would 
be  an  utter  farce,  and  altogether  ridiculous 
as  a  punishment  for  heinous  offences. 
He  gathered  that  they  wanted  to  apply 
the  punishment  of  flogging  for  minor 
offences  committed  on  active  service — 
such  as  plundering  on  the  march,  break- 
ing into  a  hen-roost,  or  entering  a  vine- 
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yard,  where  they  required  a  short, 
sharp,  and  exemplary  punishment.  The 
advice,  then,  which  he  wished  to  sub- 
mit to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
was  that  they  should  make  up  their 
minds  either  to  retain  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  for  petty  offences  on 
active  service,  or  to  get  rid  of  it  alto- 
gether, and  to  wipe  out  what,  to  a  cer- 
tain extent,  would  be  a  thorn  in  their 
side  if  it  was  retained.  He,  for  one, 
was  in  favour  of  trying  the  effect 
of  abolishing  the  punishment  of  flogging 
altogetlier ;  but,  considering  that  the 
compromise  of  retaining  it  for  heinous 
offences  was  not  possible,  he  proposed 
to  submit,  by  the  Amendment  which 
he  had  placed  on  the  Paper,  another 
compromise,  and  that  was  that  they 
should  put  the  matter  on  this  footing 
— that  a  new  or  a  good  man,  on  en- 
tering the  Army,  should  not  feel  that 
there  was,  from  day  to  day,  hanging 
over  him,  if  he  got  into  a  scrape  for  some 
little  peccadillo,  arising  out  of  the  excite- 
ment of  the  moment,  the  apprehension 
that  he  might  have  rendered  himself 
liable  to  the  punishment  of  flogging,  and 
to  feel  disgraced  for  ever  after.  He 
wished  the  Committee  to  save  the  really 
good  and  respectable  soldier  from  that 
painful  position ;  and  he  firmly  believed 
that  the  fear  of  incurring  this  degrading 
punishment  deterred  a  good  many  eli- 
gible and  valuable  men  from  entering 
the  Army.  The  punishment,  if  it  was  to 
be  inflicted  at  all,  should  be  reserved  for 
those  who  had  already,  by  their  acts  and 
deeds,  been  stigmatized  as  dangerous 
characters,  who  had  been  selected  and 
set  apart  as  bad  men.  In  regard  to  that 
class  only,  he  proposed  that  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  should,  in  future,  be 
inflicted.  It  scomed  to  him  that  there 
was  a  very  good  reason  why  this  pro- 
posal should  receive  favourable  con- 
sideration, for  at  the  present  moment 
it  was  actually  the  rule  in  the  Navy. 
In  the  Navy  it  was  only  men  who  had 
been  degraded  to  the  second  class  that 
were  liable  to  be  punished  by  flogging. 
First-class  men  were  not  liable  to  be 
floggod  at  all.  This  was  actually  the 
rule  for  some  time  in  the  Army,  and 
he  did  not  know  how  it  came  to  bo  abo- 
lished. Therefore,  his  proposition  was 
merely  to  apply  to  the  Army  a  rule 
which  was  once  the  rule  in  the  Army, 
and  a  rule  which  was  now  actually  the 
rule  in  the  Navy.    The  effect  of  his 
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Amendment  would  be  that  no  man  would 
be  liable  to  be  flogged  who  had  not  pT8> 
viously  been  convicted  of  a  disgracefid 
offence ;  and  out  of  1,000  or  100  men  who 
were  now  liable  to  be  subjected  to  that 
punishment  there  would,  perhaps,  not  be 
one  who  would  be  liable  to  be  flogged. 
This  compromise  would  reduce  the  lia- 
bility to  flogging  to  an  absolute  mini- 
mum ;  and  in  that  sense  he  hoped  that 
those  who  objected  to  the  punishment, 
and  yet  did  not  regard  it  as  practicable 
to  get  rid  of  the  cat  altogether,  would 
accept  the  compromise  he  suggested. 
The  Amendment  which  he  had  placed 
upon  the  Paper,  and  which  he  nov 
begged  to  move,  was  as  follows: — ^la 
page  19,  after  Clause  44,  to  insert  the 
following  clause — 

(Limitation  of  corporal  punishment.) 

"  Any  soldier  convicted  by  court  martial,  ii 
addition  to  any  other  punishment,  may  be  de- 
clared by  the  court  to  be  a  bad  and  insubocdi- 
nate  soldier ;  and  such  soldier  shall  be  ent«nd 
on  a  list,  to  be  called  *  the  bad  list,'  during  sad 
for  a  period  of  one  year  after  the  currency  of  Idi 
sentence,  unless  the  competent  authority  shdl 
remit  any  portion  of  that  period.  No  soldi* 
shall  be  sentenced  to  corporal  punishment  whoii 
not  on  the  bad  list  previous  to  and  at  the  timed 
his  conviction." 

What  he  proposed  was,  that  when  the 
conduct  and  character  of  a  soldier  was 
bad — ^that  when  he  had  not  only  beea 
guilty  of  a  particular  crime,  but  was  de- 
clared to  be  a  man  of  bad  and  insubor* 
dinate  character — the  sentence  that  ren- 
dered him  liable  in  future  to  corponi 
punishment  should  be  passed.  He  did 
not  propose  that  a  man  should  remiii 
on  the  bad  list  for  a  long  time;  bat 
that  the  sentence  should  only  hafS 
effect  for  one  year  after  the  cu^ 
rency  of  the  sentence ;  and  that  a  com- 
petent authority  should  have  the  power 
of  remitting  it  at  any  time.  The  pro- 
posal provided  that  no  good  soldio 
should  oe  liable  to  corporal  punishment 
The  effect  would  be  that  in  the  Army  ao 
man  of  good  character  would  be  liaUe 
to  be  flogged ;  but  if  a  man  had  coBh 
mitted  a  crime,  and  was  declared  to  be 
of  such  character  that  he  should  be  pil 
on  the  bad  list,  then,  in  the  event  of  nil 
afterwards  committing  certain  crimes,  he 
should  be  liable  to  be  flogged.  He  wn 
of  opinion  that  by  consenting  to  a  oom* 
promise  of  that  nature  the  Committee 
would  retain  everything  that  was  nece^ 
sary  ;  while,  at  the  same  time,  good,  do- 
cent,  and  respectable  soldiers  would  not 
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incur  the  risk  of  being  Bubjected  to  this 
dissrraceful  punishment. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  do  not  rise.  Sir,  for  the  purpose  of  do- 
taining  the  Committee  at  any  length  in 
respect  of  the  new  clause  which  has  just 
been  moved  by  my  hon.  Friend.  As  to 
that  clause,  I  entertain  very  coDsiderable 
doubts  whether  the  compromise  he  puts 
forvard  is  one  that  would  roceiTe  the 
sanction  of  either  the  opponents  or  the 
tdfocates  of  corporal  punishment  in 
the  Army.  I  am  afraid  it  would  be 
altogether  unsatisfactory  to  those  hon. 
Ifemhers  who  desire  to  see  the  total 
abolition  of  corporal  punishment,  and  I 
hardly  think  it  would  be  satisfactory  to 
many  of  its  advocates,  because  it  appears 
to  me  to  diminish,  in  a  very  serious  ex- 
tent, the  summary,  swift  and  sharp  ap- 
plication of  the  punishment  which  was 
felt  to  be  of  so  much  importance.  I  have 
no  doubt  as  to  the  fair  and  concilia- 
toiy  spirit  in  which  the  clause  has  been 
brought  forward  by  my  hon.  Friend ; 
and  I  have  no  doubt,  if  hon.  Members 
vho  have  more  authority  and  knowledge 
on  the  subject  than  I  have  receive  it 
vith  more  favour  than  I  think  they  are 
likely  to  do,  the  Committee  will  bo  dis- 
posed to  give  it  very  careful  considera- 
tion. But  I  rise  principally  for  the  pur- 
pose of  taking  this,  the  first,  opportunity 
that  seems  to  me  a  convenient  one  for 
i&&king  a  few  observations  on  the  posi- 
tion this  question  has  assumed,  and 
vhich  has  been  greatly  modified  since 
the  Committee  first  engaged  in  any 
wgular  discussion  of  the  subject  of  cor- 
pwal  punishment.  The  Committee  is 
very  well  aware  that  I,  and  many  of  my 
Friends  on  this  Bench,  have  given  oiir 
wpport  to  the  Government  and  to  this 
Bill,  not  only  on  general  grounds,  but 
•Iso  as  regards  the  provisions  which  ro- 
Ute  to  corporal  punishment.  I  have 
Oyielf  voted  witli  them  on  several  oc- 
casions; and  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
^  Uember  for  Oxford  (Sir  William 
Haroourt)  has  given  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
'trnment  a  considerable  amount  of  ns- 
*tttanee  in  the  conduct  of  the  Bill, 
lender  these  circumstances,  I  think  I 
^  entitled  to  say  a  word  in  regard  to 
^  provisions  of  the  Bill  which  afi'ects 
^  question  of  corporal  punishment. 
Hitherto,  I  have  supported  the  proposals 
of  the  Government,  and  I  have  done  so 
<^  this  ground.  I  and  my  Friends  have 
given  our  support  to  the  clause  affecting 
Cttporal  punishment  on  this  one,  and 


only,  ground — that  the  discipline  of  the 
Army  is  a  paramount  consideration.  I 
think  we  are  pretty  well  agreed  that  tho 
matter  is  one  of  the  maintenance  of  dis- 
cipline, and  that  there  is  no  question  of 
humanity  involved  in  it.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  havo  disclaimed,  with  per- 
fect sincerity,  any  imputation  of  being 
less  actuated  by  feelings  of  humanity 
than  the  most  determined  opponents  of 
corporal  pimishment.  There  is  one 
reason,  and  one  reason  only,  that  can 
induce  any  Member  of  this  House  to  ad- 
vocate the  retention  of  corporal  punish- 
ment— and  that  reason  is  that,  in  tho 
opinion  of  the  authorities  who  are  re- 
sponsible for  the  discipline  of  the  Army, 
and  in  the  opinion  of  the  Government, 
who  are  responsible  to  tho  Army,  that 
punishment  is  indispensable  to  the  main- 
tenance of  discipline.  Well,  now,  I 
am  obliged  to  confess  that  what  has 
taken  place  in  the  Committee  has  led 
mo  very  much  to  entertain  a  very  serious 
doubt  whether  the  Government  have 
really  that  clear,  fixed,  and  firm  convic- 
tion of  tho  absolute  indispensable  neces- 
sity of  that  punishment  which  will 
justify  Parliament  in  continuing  it.  In 
order  to  examine  this  question,  I  ask 
the  Committee  what  has  been  the 
course  which  the  Government  have 
taken  ?  The  Bill  was  brought  in  to 
provide  for  the  continuation  of  corporal 
punishment.  It  provided  that  corporal 
punishment  should  bo  inflicted  for  a 
large  number  of  offences  for  which  it 
had  been  before  inflicted.  After  two 
or  three  days*  discussion  the  Govern- 
ment came  to  the  conclusion,  on  further 
consideration,  that  it  was  unnecessary 
to  retain  this  punishment  for  the  very 
large  number  of  offences  for  which  the 
Bill  was  originally  introduced  to  pro- 
vide. They  made  several  concessions. 
In  the  first  place,  they  agreed  to  insert 
in  a  Schedule  a  list  of  oflences  for  which 
only  corporal  punishment  should  be  in- 
flicted. They  then  consented  to  a  con- 
sidera])le  reduction  of  the  amount  of  tho 
punishment  which  might  be  inflicted. 
Then  there  were  other  matters  which 
claimed  the  attention  of  the  Committf-o. 
The  Government,  I  am  sorry  to  say,  in 
tho  discussion  which  arose  as  to  the  in- 
strument by  which  this  punishment 
was  to  be  inflicted,  showed  a  very  con- 
siderable and  unfortunate  ignorance  in 
regard  to  the  circumstances  under  which 
the  punishment  was  inflicted.  I  then 
come  to  the  proceedings  of  Batuxda^ 
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week  last.  On  that  morninfir,  as  the 
Committee  will  remember,  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  came  down  to  the 
Committee  and  stated  that  very  shortly 
he  would  be  able  to  make  an  announce- 
ment of  the  intentions  of  the  Govern- 
ment which  he  trusted  would  be  satis- 
factory to  the  House.  A  discussion  im- 
mediately arose  on  this  subject,  and 
various  interpretations  were  placed  on 
that  declaration  of  the  Government.  A 
very  general  opinion  was  expressed — 
not  on  one  side  of  the  House  only — 
that  the  announcement  made  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  im- 
plied that  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  re-consider  the  whole  subject ; 
and  by  many  it  was  believed  that  the 
Government  intended  to  announce  the 
abandonment  altogether  of  this  punish- 
ment. I  do  not  mean  to  go  over  the 
discussions  which  have  since  taken  place. 
A  great  deal  was  said  as  to  the  exact 
terms  of  the  information  conveyed  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War ;  but,  in 
my  opinion,  a  more  important  declara- 
tion was  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  I  hold  in  my  hand  an  ex- 
tract from  the  speech  of  that  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  which,  as  far  as  I  know,  is 
correct.  It  is  so  important,  that  I  hope 
the  Committee  will  allow  me  to  read 
what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said — 

"  It  was  always  a  matter  of  groat  diflSculty 
how  they  were  best  to  restrain  these  outrages : 
and  they  had  to  consider  whether  corporal 
punishment  was  absolutely  and  essentially  ne- 
cessary for  that  purpose.  Similarly,  in  the  case 
of  prisons,  they  had  to  consider  the  question  of 
how  discipline  was  to  bo  maintained;  and  if 
they  had  to  subordinate  the  first  emotions  of 
humanity  to  other  considerations  in  the  course 
of  these  discussions,  the  Government  had  been 
obliged  to  maintjiin  and  assert  a  stricter  and 
severer  view  than  that  sugf^ested  by  those  who 
were  merely  actuated  by  the  first  emotions  of 
humanity.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  however, 
had  now  declared  that  they  wore  prepared  to 
consider  this  question  as  a  whole ;  and  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  had  stated  that  ho  would  be  prepared, 
at  a  subsequent  stage  of  the  Bill,  to  make  a 
statement  to  the  Committee  as  to  the  views  of 
the  Government  on  this  matter.** — [3  Hansard^ 
ccxh-ii.  1673.] 

Now,  it  seems  to  me  it  would  hardly  be 
too  much  to  say  that  the  effect  of  that 
statement  was  to  produce  an  impression 
that  the  mere  announcement,  on  the  part 
of  the  Government,  of  such  an  intention 
in  Parliamentary  language  meant  that 
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they  were  prepared  altogether  to  abnh 
don  the  punishment,     [**No!"]     Sup- 
posing that  the  Government  had  arrived 
at  that  decision  and  intended  to  commu- 
nicate  it  to  the  House  on  a  future  occa- 
sion, that  was  the  Parliamentary  lan- 
guage   that    would    be    employed  for 
preparing  the  mind  of  the  House  for 
the  announcement.     I  do  not  wish  to 
give  more  importance  to  that  statement 
than  it  will  fairly  bear ;   but  the  veiy 
least  that  can  be  said  of  it  is  that,  in  the 
opinion   of  the  Government,    on   thai 
Saturday  morning,  the  subject  was  one 
which  was  open  to  complete  re-considen^ 
tion  as  a  whole  ;  that,  in  fact,  it  was  for 
them,  as  well  as  for  the  Committee,  an 
open  question,  and  it  was  open  for  than 
as  well  as  for  the  Committee  to  arriye 
at    entirely  opposite  conclusions  from 
those  which  had  guided  them  up  to  thai 
time.     This  is  a  very  important  quea- 
tion — on  which  I  think  it  would  be  well 
that  the  Government  gave  a  clear  and 
not  uncertain  voice.     It  has  been  men- 
tioned— and  mentioned  by  persona  who 
ought  to  have  some  knowledge  of  the 
subject — that  this  is,  in  fact,  practically 
the  decision  at  which  the  Govemmei^ 
had  themselves   arrived — namely,  that 
the  punishment  might  be  abandoned, 
and  that  they  would  not  meet  with  anj 
determined  opposition  from    the  mili- 
tary authorities  in  that  abandonment 
['^No!"]     I  am  only  repeating  what 
has  been  remarked  in  other  quarterii 
with  some  little  appearance  of  authority ; 
and  I  invite  the  Government,  if  it  is  not 
the  fact,  to  take  an  early  opportunity  of 
giving  it  an  explicit  contradiction.  Well, 
it  is  further  said  that  the  decision  at 
which  they  arrived  on  Monday  was  noi 
in  consequence  of  any  determined  oppo- 
sition on  the  part  of  the  military  antho* 
rities,  but  that  it  was  in  consequence  of 
some  feeling  which  it  was  perfectly  weB 
known  took  place  in  the  Lobby  of  the 
House  on  Saturday  and  Monday  week. 
It  was  also  said  that  the  decision  aa- 
nounced  was  not  that  of  the  Govemmettt 
themselves,  but  a  decision  forced  vpa* 
them  by  a  certain  section  of  their  fBOB^ 
porters.     It  then  became  the  duty  of  tha 
Opposition,  seeing  that  the  Gt)verMiiai* 
were  re-considering  their  position,  to  i^ 
consider  theirs  also.    On  Monday  mors* 
ing  week,  on  consulting  with  several « 
my  Friends  who  sit  near  me,  I  came  to 
the   conclusion  which  I   announced  to 
them  at  the  time,  and  which  I  ahooU 
have  been  perfectly  readj  to  annoniM* 
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to  the  House  the  same  eyening;,  if  there 
had  beea  any  legitimate  opportunity  of 
doing  80.    The  conclusion  I  arrived  at 
was  that  whatever  might  he  the  decision 
announced  by  the  Government  on  that 
evening,  their  conduct  in  regard  to  the 
BiUy  the    hesitation    which    they    had 
shown,  and  the  effect  of  their  announce- 
ment on  Saturday,  was  that  they  had  no 
such  clear  conviction  in  their  own  minds 
of  the  absolute  indispensable  necessity 
of  the  retention  of  this  punishment  as 
would  enable  the  House,  or  the  Opposi- 
tion portion,  at  all  events,  of  the  House, 
to  continue  to  them  the  support  which 
on  that  ground,  and  that  ground  only, 
had  hitherto  been  given  to  them.     I 
formed  the  opinion  that,  under  these 
circumstances,   the  condition,    and  the 
only  condition,  essential  to  the  perma- 
nent retention  of  this  punishment  had 
disappeared,  except,  perhaps,  that  there 
might  still  be  pointed  out  very  excep- 
tional circumstances.     I  will  now  en- 
deavour to   explain  to  the  Committee 
what  I  mean  when  I  say  that  I  think 
an   exception  to  what  I  have    stated 
might  be  made  under  exceptional  and 
very   limited  circumstances.      I  think 
that  the  opponents  of  corporal  punish- 
ment have  been,  to  a  very  considerable 
extent,   pressed  by  the  argument,  fre- 
quently used  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bates on.  this  Bill,  that  there  are  on  ac- 
tive service  certain  occasions  when  par- 
ticular crimes  and  offences  are  committed 
— such  as  insubordination  in  the  field, 
or  plundering  on  the  line  of  march,  or 
eerious   offences    of   that  kind — where 
there  is  no  alternative  for  the  military 
authorities  between  corporal  punishment 
and  the  extreme  penalty  of  death.     The 
opponents  of  corporal  punishment  have 
heen  somewhat  pressed  by  that  argu- 
ment ;  and  I  presume  that  it  was  in  that 
sense  that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Member  for   Stockport  (Mr.  Hop- 
wood)  had  placed  on    the    Paper    an 
Amendment,  which  has  since  been  with- 
drawn, in  which  he  proposed  that  cor- 
poral punishment  should  still  be  main- 
tained, but  only  as  the  commutation  of 
a  death  penalty.     The  clause  which  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  placed  on  the 
Paper  was  in  these  terms — 


"The  authority  having  power  under  this  Act 
tocommate  or  mitigate  any  punishment  may, 
vitboat  prejudice  to  any  other  power  of  com- 
mutation or  mitigation  conferred  on  such  autho- 
nty  'by  ihiM  Act,  commute  a  aantence  of  deatili 
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'  into  one  of  corporal  puniehment  to  he  inflicted 
in  accordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act ; 
hut  corporal  pimiahment  shall  in  no  other  case 
he  inflicted." 

It  seems  to  me  to  be  clear,  from  the 
nature  of  the  announcement  made  by 
the  Qovemment  on  Saturday  week,  that 
something  of  the  kind   was    in    their 
minds  at  that  time.    I  am  quite  aware 
that  there  are  many  difficulties  which 
may  be  brought  forward  by  way  of  ob- 
jections   to    this  proposal.      The   most 
obvious  of  these  difficulties  is  that  it 
might    happen    that    a    court    martial 
might  pass  a  sentence  of  death  without 
any  intention   that  the  punishment  of 
death  should  be  inflicted,  but  intend- 
ing   only    that    corporal    punishment 
should  be  inflicted  in  its  stead.     The 
commanding    officer,    however,    might 
think  the  offence  deserving  of  death, 
and  so  the  death  penalty  might  be  in- 
flicted contrary  to  the  intention  of  the 
court  martial.     I  do  not  pretend  to  say 
that  this  difficulty  is  an  insuperable  one 
or  not.     It  has  been  suggested  that  the 
difficulty  might,  to  some  extent,  if  not 
altogether,  be  obviated  by  a  proceeding 
which  certainly  is  not  now  a  very  com- 
mon one,  but  for  which  there  is  a  very 
ample    precedent.     I  believe  that,   in 
many  cases,  it  has  been  found  expedient 
to  preface  a  clause  of  a  Bill  by  a  Pre- 
amble, by  which  the  intention  of  Parlia- 
ment   could  be  made    perfectly  clear. 
The  objections  which  might  be  raised  in 
this  instance  would  be  very  much  obvi- 
ated if  the  clause  which  I  have  read 
were  prefaced  by  a  Preamble   to  the 
following  effect: — 

"Whereas  it  is  expedient  that  corporal  punish- 
ment should  no  longer  he  in  use  except  in  cases 
where  the  punishment  of  death  would  he 
actually  inflicted,  unless  corporal  punishment 
were  inflicted  in  lieu  thereof,  he  it  further 
enacted," 

and  so  on.  I  throw  out  this  suggestion 
for  the  consideration  of  the  Government. 
I  believe  that,  if  the  Government  would 
adopt  a  Preamble  of  this  character,  the 
intention  of  Parliament  in  the  clause 
would  be  so  clearly  explained  that  the 
difficulty  to  which  I  have  adverted  would 
be  obviated,  and  the  sentence  of  death 
would  not  be  passed  by  a  court  martial, 
unless  they  thought  that  the  crime  was 
one  worthy  of  death ;  while  the  power 
of  commutation  of  the  sentence  to  cor- 
poral punishment  would  be  left  to  the 
commanding  officer.   If  the  Goyemment 
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think  that  the  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
6uch  a  course  are  insuperable,  and  if 
they  are  resolved  to  retain  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  for  the  numerous 
ofl^ences  that  are  now  comprehended  in 
the  Schedule  to  be  proposed  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and  that  no 
other  limitation  than  the  judgment  and 
opinion  of  courts  martial  and  the  com- 
manding officers  can  be  adopted,  then  I 
am  of  opinion  that,  under  the  circum- 
stances I  have  endeavoured  to  describe, 
the  further  retention  of  this  punishment 
is  impossible,  and,  it  being  impossible, 
the  sooner  it  is  altogether  abolished  the 
better.  I  need  not  detain  the  Committee 
by  pointing  to  the  injury  which  is  done 
to  the  discipline  of  the  Army  by  pro- 
tracted discussions ;  I  need  not  point  out 
the  injury  done  to  recruiting,  especially 
among  the  better  class  of  men,  unless 
some  satisfactory  arrangement  is  arrived 
at  and  continued  from  year  to  year.  I 
have  only  now  to  say  that  if  the  Govern- 
ment do  not  see  their  way  to  adopt  some 
such  Amendment  as  I  have  suggested — 
an  Amendment  which,  in  my  opinion, 
would  meet  with  a  good  deal  of  support 
on  both  sides  of  the  House — I  shall 
have  no  alternative  than  to  give  effect  to 
my  opinion  by  my  vote,  either  in  Com- 
mittee or  on  the  Report  of  the  Bill,  or 
whenever  an  opportunity  arises.  I  need 
hardly  add  that,  whatever  may  be  the 
decision  of  the  Committee,  after  full  and 
thorough  consideration,  I,  at  all  events, 
shall  be  prepared  to  abide  by  it.  I  have 
no  intention  of  being  a  party  to  any  pro- 
ceeding the  object  of  which  is  simply  to 
delay  the  progress  of  the  Bill ;  and  I  do 
not  promise  to  lend  my  assistance  to  any 
attempt  to  get  rid  by  a  side  issue  of 
what  may  be  proved  to  be  the  deliberate 
decision  of  the  Committee  itself  on  the 
main  question.  I  have  no  doubt  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Par- 
nell)  will  claim,  as  an  additional  proof 
of  the  success  of  the  system  which  he 
explained  last  night,  the  announcement  I 
have  just  made  on  the  part  of  myself 
and  Friends.  I  should  be  extremely 
unwilling  to  deprive  the  hon.  Member  of 
any  credit  justly  due  to  him  ;  but  I  must 
say  that,  for  the  reasons  I  have  endea- 
voured to  explain,  the  greater  part  of 
the  responsibility  of  the  course  I  and  my 
Friends  think  it  necessary  to  take  on  this 
occasion  must  rest  upon  the  shoulders 
of  the  Gt)Yernment  themselves,  owing  to 

The  Marquess  of  RartingUm 


the  policy  they  have  thought  proper  to 
pursue,  rather  than  upon  the  shouldoi 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath.  I  am 
willing  to  admit,  to  the  very  fullest  ei« 
tent,  the  responsibility  which  rests  oi 
the  Opposition — a  responsibility  on^y 
second  to  that  which  rests  on  the  Go- 
vernment themselves — to  support,  to  th« 
utmost  extent,  the  military  authoridei 
in  everything  that  may  be  necessary  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  discipline  of  the 
Army.  But  when,  as  I  think,  it  ii 
proved,  by  the  course  the  Oovernmeot 
have  taken,  that  they  have  no  clear  ooo- 
viction  themselves  as  to  the  indispensaUa 
necessity  of  tlie  retention  of  flogging,  I 
do  not  see  that  any  obligation  rests  <m 
the  Opposition  to  support  them  in  t 
course  which  appears  to  me  to  havebeei 
dictated  to  them,  not  entirely  on  their 
own  responsibility  and  judgment,  but 
by  the  opinions  of  a  certain  section  of 
their  own  supporters.  I  must  apologitt 
for  detaining  the  Committee  at  this 
length  ;  but  I  thought  that  time  would 
be  saved  by  my  stating,  at  the  earlieit 
possible  moment,  the  opinion  which  I 
had  formed  and  which  I  had  hoped  to 
be  able  to  announce  to  the  House  mon 
than  a  week  ago. 

Colonel  STANLEY:  I  think  that 
no  one,  however  captious  he  may  bo^. 
can  complain  that  the  noble  Lord  has 
occupied  the  Committee  a  moment  too 
long  in  stating,  so  frankly  as  he  hai 
done,  the  views  which  he  holds  on 
this  important  question.  The  noUi 
Lord  really  went  to  the  root  of  the  whola 
matter  in  saying  that  he  felt,  with  othflr 
Members  of  the  Committee,  that  in  a 
matter  of  this  kind  the  paramount  con- 
sideration was  that  of  maintaining  tha 
discipline  of  the  Army.  Following  up 
that  statement,  he  asked  whether,  in  tha 
opinion  of  the  Government,  it  was  con- 
sidered indispensable,  for  the  purpoia 
of  discipline,  that  corporal  punishment 
should  be  continued  ?  To  that  I  hafO 
to  answer  that  we  have  carefully  con- 
sidered the  subject,  and  we  find  0B^ 
selves  compelled  to  adhere  to  the  main- 
tenance of  corporal  punishment  in  tha 
shape  in  which  it  now  stands  in  tha 
Bill ;  that  that  decision  has  been  arriw 
at  after  great  consideration ;  and  that 
the  decision,  so  far  as  I  and  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government  are  concerned, 
is  one  from  which  we  cannot  depaii 
Now,  the  noble  Lord  has  said  that  mxA 
time  might  have  been  saved  if  the  Go- 
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yemment  had  taken  up  a  more  definite 
line  on  this  matter,    r^o  doubt,  in  the 
oondnct  of    this  great   Bill,   a    heavy 
responsibility  rested  upon    those  who 
had  to  do  with  it ;   but,  at  the  same 
time,  we  haye,  in  the  alterations  we 
have  made,  so  far  as  relates  to  the  actual 
matter   now  under  discussion — altera- 
tions which  the  noble  Lord  chooses  to 
call  concessions— endeavoured  to  meet 
all  objections  which  might  be  more  or 
leas  fairly  raised,  and  to  show  ourselves, 
as  far  as  possible,  willing  to  accept  that 
which  might  appear  to  be  the  general 
feehng  of  both  sides  of  the  House.   The 
noble  Lord  has  referred  to  the  recital  of 
certain  crimes  in  the  Schedule.    I   do 
not  wish  to  quarrel  about  the  terms; 
but  the  object  I  had  in  assenting  to  pro- 
vide such  a  Schedule  was  very  much  to 
assist  the  Committee,  by  showing,  as 
clearly  as  possible  in  the  Bill,  for  what 
crimes  corporal  punishment  should  be 
inflicted.    With  regard  to  the  amount  of 
punishment — from  50  lashes  to  25 — that 
is  a  matter  which  has  been  so  recently 
before  the  Committee,  that  it  would  not 
be  very  convenient  that  I  should  re-in- 
troduce it.    Now,  we  come  to  the  point 
upon  which  the  noble  Lord  attaches 
considerable  importance — namely,  the 
statement  which  I  made  some  10  days 
ago.    That  statement  the  noble  Lord 
quotes  correctly — namely,  that  in  respect 
to  corporal  punishment  I  had  been  con- 
sidering the  Schedule,  and  I  hoped  on 
the  following  Monday — that  was,  yes- 
terday week — to  make  a  statement  to 
the  House  which  I  hoped  would  be  satis- 
iSactory.     Unfortunately,   however,   the 
noble  Lord  hardly  did  me  justice  in 
saying  that  I  had    carefully  guarded 
myself,  both  at  that  time  and  afterwards, 
from  any  interpretation  which  persons, 
in  whatever  good  faith,  might  choose, 
looking  at  the  matter  from  their  own 
point  of  view,  to  put  upon  my  words. 
Then  comment  was  made  on  the  state- 
ment  of  my  right    hon.  Friend    the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that  the 
Government  were  considering  the  ques- 
tion as  a  whole.    I  am  perfectly  pre- 
pared to  substantiate  and  adopt    the 
statement  of  my  right  hon.  Friend.     In 
point  of  fact,  we  agreed  to  place  certain 
crimes  in  the  Schedule;  and  when  we 
came  to  select  the  crimes  which  appeared 
the  most  convenient  to  place  in    the 
Schedule,  we  considered  that  the  sound 
principle  to  go  upon  was  to  point  out 


certain  crimes  which,  in  Military  opinion, 
and  as  the  result  of  long  experience,  have 
been  deemed  of  so  serious  a  character 
as  to  be  deserving  of  the  punish- 
ment of  death,  but  to  which  corporal 
punishment  might  be  attached  as  an 
alternative.  Now,  what  is  there  incon- 
sistent in  that  ?  To  put  aside  the  ques- 
tion of  humanity,  I  may  say  that  all 
along  our  contention  has  been  that  dis- 
cipline must  be  maintained  on  active 
service,  with  the  Forces  which  we  have, 
by  means,  in  some  cases,  of  sharp  and 
summary  punishment.  In  that  respect 
I  maintain,  without  fear  of  contradic- 
tion, that,  in  the  course  we  have  adopted, 
we  are  only  following  out  what  has 
hitherto  been  the  custom  in  the  Service; 
and,  moreover,  that  the  custom  of  the 
Service  has  admitted,  in  times  past,  of 
corporal  pnnishment  becoming  a  sub- 
stitute for  the  punishment  of  death 
which  obtains  for  like  offences  in  foreign 
Armies.  Then,  with  respect  to  that 
point,  surely  there  is  nothing  in  the 
slightest  degree  inconsistent  in  our 
having  said  that  we  should  consider  the 
question  as  a  whole ;  and  in  saying  that, 
resting  ourselves  on  principle,  there 
were  certain  crimes  to  which  the  penalty 
of  death  pertained,  but  as  to  some  of 
which — those  which  were  not  of  the 
gravest  nature — corporal  punishment 
might  well  be  substituted  for  that  of 
death.  Then  I  come  to  the  question, 
who  are  responsible  fox  the  retention  of 
this  punishment  ?  It  may  be  said — 
opinions  may  be  expressed  here  and 
there— opinions  of  individual  persons — 
that  the  Government  are  responsible  for 
that  which  has  occurred.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  are  responsible  for  that 
which  they  have  proposed,  and  it  is  upon 
the  authority  of  the  Government  that 
the  Schedule  has  been  laid  upon  the 
Table.  I  do  not  wish  to  take  up  the 
time  of  the  Committee  further  than 
upon  the  general  question;  and  after 
what  I  have  said  at  length  on  former 
occasions,  I  should  be  unnecessarily 
taking  up  the  time  of  the  Committee  if 
I  were  now  to  express  myself  more  fully 
on  the  subject.  Coming,  however,  to 
the  suggestion  which  was  thrown  out  by 
the  noble  Lord  as  regarded  the  clause 
placed  on  the  Paper  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  (Mr. 
Hop  wood),  which  was  to  this  effect — 
that  corporal  punishment  should  only  be 
inflicted  as  a  commutation  of  the  death 
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penalty — ^I  am  bound  to  saj  that  the 
noble  Lord  seemed  to  speak  under  a 
sense  of  the  difficulty  which  would 
occur  in  many  cases  if  these  words 
were  inserted  in  an  Act  of  Parliament. 
In  the  first  place,  there  is  the  obvious 
objection  that  they  might  occasion  the 
passing  of  a  sentence  of  death  in  many 
cases  in  which  the  officers  composing  the 
court  would  think  and  hope  the  sentence 
would  not  be  carried  out,  and  thus  you 
would  be  placing  an  enormous  responsi- 
bility upon  the  officer  called  upon  to 
commute  the  punishment.  I  can  easily 
understand  that  circumstances  might 
arise  in  which  the  court,  intending  the 
prisoner  to  be  flogged  for  some  serious 
dereliction  of  military  duty,  would  sen- 
tence the  prisoner  to  death,  but  in 
which  the  confirming  officer  might  con- 
scientiously feel  himself  precluded  from 
commuting  the  punishment.  I  do  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  there  are  circum- 
stances present  to  my  mind  which  might 
cause — which  certainly  would  cause — 
an  increase  in  death  sentences;  in  all 
probability,  there  would  be  an  actual 
increase  in  the  number  of  cases  in  which 
the  penalty  of  death  would  be  inflicted. 
That,  I  think,  is  the  answer  I  am  bound 
to  give  to  the  noble  Lord  with  reference 
to  the  clause  which  originally  stood  in 
the  name  of  thehon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Stockport.  As  regards  another 
suggestion — the  addition  of  a  Preamble 
to  recite  that  the  punishment  should  be 
considered  as  a  severe  one,  and  only 
substituted  in  place  of  the  death  penalty 
there — after  carefully  considering  the 
suggestion — as  I  would  any  suggestion 
coming  from  the  noble  Lord — I  confess 
I  find  considerable  objection;  and,  on 
the  whole,  my  disposition  at  the  moment 
is  not  in  favour  of  its  acceptance.  In 
the  first  place,  the  cases  where  actual 
corporal  punishment  can  be  inflicted  are 
distinctly  specified  in  the  Schedule,  and 
not  in  the  body  of  the  clause ;  and  I 
can  find  no  precedent  for  a  Preamble  to 
a  Schedule,  though  I  am  far  from  saying 
occasion  might  not  arise  for  the  creation 
of  a  precedent. 

The  Marquess  of  HARTINGTON 
explained  that  the  Preamble  he  sug- 
gested would  be  to  the  clause  proposed 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Stockport. 

Colonel  STANLEY :  Oh,  quite  so. 
But,  after  all,  suppose  you  inserted  that 
Preamble,  what  practical  object  would 

Colonel  StanUy 


you  gain  ?  I  hope  I  shall  not  be  nnde^ 
stood  as  saying  it  ofiensively ;  but  it 
would  be  only  a  salve  to  the  consciencei 
of  those  who  would  see  the  necessity  of 
retaining  the  punishment,  and  yet  would 
wish  to  record  their  objections  to  it 
What  object  would  be  gained  ?  Would 
it  be  a  direction  to  the  Court?  To 
what  degree  could  it  possibly  affect  the 
circumstances  or  consideration  of  any 
crime  which  is  the  subject-matter  of 
these  clauses  ?  I  have  only  to  say  we 
have  once  more  carefully  considered  the 
matter ;  and  we  think  that  the  commu- 
tation of  the  punishment  to  corporal 
puuisliment  for  those  crimes  for  whieh 
death  can  now  be  inflicted  is  distinctly 
a  principle  in  accordance  with  the  viewi 
Members  on  both  sides  of  the  House 
have  expressed — namely,  that  the  reten- 
tion of  this  punishment  is,  on  the  whole, 
humane  in  its  operation.  I  have  con- 
sidered the  matter  in  that  light.  I  hsTO 
considered  how  far  I  could  go  in  the 
direction  of  the  general  feeling  against 
the  infliction  of  the  punishment ;  I  have 
considered  the  circumstances  in  which 
the  Forces  would  find  themselves  from 
time  to  time  engaged ;  and  I  have  ob- 
tained expression  of  opinion  from  those 
most  conversant  with  the  conditions  of 
a(^tive  service  ;  and  I  have  felt  bound  to 
place  this  Schedule  on  the  Table,  con- 
taining, as  it  does,  a  final  reoord  of  the 
opinion  of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
upon  the  matter :  and  I  am  bound  to 
state  to  the  Committee  that,  as  far  ii 
in  us  lies,  to  the  conditions  of  thtt 
Schedule  we  must  adhere. 

Colonel  MUEE  said,  he  had  not  hid 
the  advantage  of  hearing  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  ;  but  he  understood  he 
had  proposed  the  addition  of  a  Preamble 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood). 
The  noble  Lord  had  spoken  of  the  con- 
cessions made  by  the  Government,  and, 
no  doubt,  they  had  been  many;  but 
long  experience  in  the  same  country, 
whore  the  campaign  was  now  going  on 
had  shown  him  quite  clearly  that  the 
acceptation  of  the  limitations  of  flogging 
to  those  crimes  mentioned  in  the  Sche- 
dule would  have  the  elfeet  of  reducing 
the  cases  to  which  the  punishment  (h 
flogging  might  be  applied  so  rare  and 
exceptional  as  to  make  the  flogging 
clause  almost  nugatory.  If  hon.  Mem- 
bers had  studied  the  Schedules  thflj 
would  see  that  the  greatest  number  of 
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crimes  there  mentioned  were  crimes  that 
could  not  possibly  arise  in  South  Africa, 
or  were  not  likely  to  take  place  among 
the  troops  in  Zululand.  There  were 
one  or  two  cases  under  the  Schedule 
where  flogging  might  take  the  place  of 
the  death  penalty — for  instancOi  a  sentry 
being  asleep  or  drunk  at  his  post,  or 
leayinghis  post  without  being  regularly 
relieved;  but  these  were  hardly  cases  in 
which  summary  punishment  was  spe- 
cially necessary.  As  a  general  rule,  the 
punishment  was  necessary  soon  after  the 
troops  were  landed  in  a  foreign  country, 
more  especially  a  savage  country  like 
South  Africa.  When  the  regiments 
were  landed  from  shipboard  there  was 
usually  some  laxity  of  discipline,  and 
more  particularly  in  hot  countries,  where 
marching  was  very  fatiguing  and  -temp- 
tations to  drinking  were  almost  irre- 
sistible ;  but  he  was  bound  to  say  that 
if  the  Bill  passed  with  its  present  limi- 
tations, and  if  the  war  was  going  on 
at  the  time  when  the  Bill  passed,  then, 
practically  speaking,  flogging  would 
be  done  away  with  in  South  Africa. 
Therefore,  he  asked,  would  the  Govern- 
ment not  find  themselves  in  rather  a 
strange  position,  after  having  expressed 
their  view  that  it  was  necessary,  for  the 
discipline  of  the  Army,  to  maintain  the 
punishment,  if  further  experience  showed 
that  they  had,  practically,  abolished 
^^^^E  0V6X1  ^^  the  field,  and  under  the 
most  pressing  emergency  ?  But  there  was 
another  consideration  very  strong  to  his 
mind,  and  which  he  feared  must  affect 
the  discipline  of  the  Army.  We  did  not 
enlist  a  better  class  of  recruits;  but 
those  we  did  enlist  had  better  educa- 
tion than  was  formerly  the  case,  and 
these  very  discussions  must  have  a  very 
bad  effect  upon  the  discipline  of  our 
troops  in  Zululand.  There  was  good 
authority  for  saying  that  at  least  200 
men  had  been  flogged  during  the  cam- 
paign. All  these  discussions  the  men 
would  read  carefully  in  the  newspapers 
arriring  in  the  Colony,  and  the  debate 
upon  flogging  in  the  House  would  be 
the  subject  of  discussion  among  the  men. 
Owing  to  the  short-service  system  there 
was  not  now  the  same  strict  discipline 
in  the  Army  that  there  used  to  be.  Our 
young  recruits  were  no  longer  mixed 
with  old  soldiers  confirmed  in  soldierlike 
habits,  who  used  to  laugh  and  sneer  at 
discussions  about  flogging,  but  were 
filled  with  young  men  and  young  non- 


commissioned officers,  who  were  a  great 
deal  better  educated  than  their  prede- 
cessors, and  who  made  the  debates  upon 
flogging  a  constant  source  of  discussion. 
Every  man  in  Zululand,  who  had  been 
tried  and  flogged,  knew  that  a  very  con- 
siderable section  of  the  House  of  Com- 
mons, and  perhaps  of  the  public,  were 
disputing  the  right  of  officers  to  punish 
the  rank  and  file  in  a  certain  way,  and 
every  soldier  who  was  flogged  was 
looked  upon  by  his  associates  as  more 
or  less  of  a  martyr.  He  had  remarked, 
in  the  course  of  his  experience,  that 
officers  hated  this  practice  of  flogging ; 
and  he  was  bound  to  say,  as  a  general 
rule,  that  those  officers  who  had  wit- 
nessed the  punishment  hated  it  the 
most;  and  that  those  officers  who  had 
never  been  through  a  campaign,  never 
seen  flogging — amateurs,  as  he  might 
call  them  —  were  the  sternest  disci- 
plinarians, and  most  anxious  to  retain 
flogging  in  the  Army.  Experience 
showed  that  when  a  case  of  this  sort  came 
before  the  House  of  Commons,  and  there 
became,  in  some  sort,  a  Party  question, 
and  from  a  Party  question  became  a 
popular  question,  then  they  might  be 
certain  its  knell  had  sounded.  He 
believed  the  days  of  flogging  were 
numbered,  and  that  they  ought,  free 
from  all  recriminations  among  them- 
selves, to  look  fairly  at  the  question,  and 
see  if  offences  could  not  be  met  with 
other  means  of  summary  punishment. 
He  should  like  very  much  to  know — 
with  all  the  facts  in  view,  with  these 
discussions  day  by  day,  and  the  pro- 
bability of  this  being  made  a  Party 
question  at  the  next  Election  [''Oh, 
oh !  "]  —  he  wished  to  be  understood 
as  deprecating  any  agitation  on  the  sub- 
ject out-of-doors — he  deprecated  the  use 
of  this  as  a  Party  cry — and  if  he  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  a  Party  contest  he 
should  allow  no  words  to  escape  his  lips 
calculated  to  influence  Party  feeling — 
he  would  like  to  know  whether  the 
military  authorities  had  been  consulted 
as  to  the  effect  of  the  abolition  of 
flogging  in  South  Africa;  whether,  on 
the  whole,  they  did  not  prefer  to  face 
any  difficulty  that  might  accrue  to  disci- 
pline in  the  field,  to  the  certain  preju- 
dice to  discipline  which  would  arise 
from  punishment  in  the  Army  being 
made — as  it  would  be  made — a  Party 
question?  He  would  also  like  to  ask 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether 
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there  was  not  a  time  when  there  was 
an  inclination  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  give  up  flogging 
altogether  ?  But  that  their  decision  not 
to  yield  to  this  inclination  was  due  to 
the  determined  attitude  of  some  of  their 
supporters,  who  had  **  put  their  foot 
down,"  not  in  the  interests  of  the 
Army — not  entirely  in  the  interests  of 
discipline — but  because  the  exigencies 
of  Party  required  it.  Having  had 
some  experience  in  this  matter  he 
could  foresee — and  was  quite  ready  to 
admit — the  great  difficulties  that  would 
arise  in  the  field  if  flogging  were  done 
away  with.  He  knew  perfectly  well  the 
difficulty  of  a  commander  brought  face 
to  face  with  this  position  in  a  savage 
country  like  Zululand,  with  only  one 
form  of  summary  punishment  to  resort 
to — the  dreadful  punishment  of  death. 
Over  and  over  again  it  had  been  reite- 
rated that  prisons  could  be  carried  about 
with  the  Armv.  At  the  same  time,  it 
must  be  admitted  that  in  civilized 
countries,  like  France  and  Germany, 
this  difficulty  was  not  so  great ;  but  in  a 
country  like  Zululand,  where  they  could 
not  leave  men  behind  on  the  line  of 
march,  where  they  must  carry  all  their 
people  with  them,  he  admitted  that  great 
difficulty  would  arise  from  the  restriction 
to  one  form  of  punishment ;  but,  still,  he 
preferred  that  our  commanders  should 
face  the  difficulty,  rather  than  that  dis- 
cipline generally  should  be  undermined 
by  a  popular  agitation.  Over  and  over 
again  he  had  pointed  out  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  the  great  hardship 
it  was  to  the  good  men  in  the  Army  that 
so  large  a  proportion  of  men  of  bad 
character  were  admitted  into  the  ranks. 
Every  year  as  many  as  2,000  men  of  ad- 
mittedly bad  character  were  passed  into 
the  Army.  Not  long  ago  the  following 
case  came  under  his  observation: — Tie 
was  present  at  one  of  our  recruiting 
depots  when  a  young  man  who  wished  to 
enlist  presented  himself ;  the  recruiting 
officer  noticed  how  very  short  his  hair 
was,  and  asked  the  reason.  **  Oh,  Sir," 
was  the  reply,  **  I  have  just  come  out  of 
prison."  Well,  having  fulfilled  the  re- 
quirements as  to  health  and  size,  that  man 
was  passed  into  the  ranks  without  fur- 
ther inquiry.  That  was  the  way  recruit- 
ing was  conducted,  and  2,000  of  such 
men  were  admitted  into  the  Army  everj' 
year.  The  Committee  must  understand 
that  when  a  soldier  was  spoken  of  as  a 
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bad  character,  the  term  meant  bo  utterly 
bad  and  disgraceful  a  fellow  that  it  waa 
almost  impossible  to  train  him,  and  so 
loathsome  that  he  ought  not  to  aaaodato 
with  others.  And  yet  2,000  of  these 
were  admitted  into  the  British  Army 
year  by  year ;  they  went  from  regiment 
to  regiment,  contaminating  their  com* 
rades ;  and  it  was  due  to  the  presence 
of  these  bad  characters  that  it  was  diffi- 
cult to  maintain  discipline  in  the  field, 
and  from  this  came  the  necessity  for 
flogging.  What  would  happen  if 
flogging  were  done  away  with  ?  There 
was  no  doubt  in  his  mind  that  the  con- 
sequence would  be  that  during  a  cam- 
paign the  people  of  this  country  would 
be  horrified  and  distressed  by  hearing, 
from  time  to  time,  of  men  being  shot  as 
a  punishment.  No  officer  would  counte- 
nance such  a  punishment,  except  under 
circumstances  of  dire  necessity;  but, 
whenever  the  news  came  of  a  yonng 
soldier  being  shot,  a  thrill  of  norror 
would  run  through  every  homestead  in 
the  country.  As  a  result  of  this,  people 
would  begin  to  inquire  what  sort  of  men 
it  was  they  enlisted  into  the  Service; 
and  finding  there  were  so  many  of  a  bid 
character,  there  would  follow  the  deter- 
mination on  the  part  of  the  people  that 
facilities  should  be  ofl'ered  for  obtaining; 
a  better  class  of  men  in  the  Army,  and 
that  the  scandal  of  the  system  of  enlist- 
ing the  worst  classes  should  cease.  These 
wore  the  views  he  wished  to  express; 
and,  holding  them,  he  had  no  hesitation 
in  supporting  the  noble  Lord. 

Colonel  NORTH  expressed  his  great 
astonishment  at  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  who  had  just  sat 
down.  He  did  not  know  whether  it  wu 
the  pressure  of  constituents,  or  the  pres- 
sure of  Party,  that  had  been  brought  to 
bear  on  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber ;  but  this  he  did  know — that  if 
there  was  a  Member  of  the  House  witk 
whom,  more  than  another,  he  hi^ 
spoken  on  the  subject  of  flogging,  *^ 
was  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentlemaa. 
He  (Colonel  North)  could  only  say  that 
a  short  time  ago  the  hon.  and  gallaot 
Member's  opinion  was  that  it  was  utteriy 
impossible  to  maintain  discipline  in  as 
Army  in  the  field  unless  officers  had  the 
power  to  inflict  corporal  punishment 
The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  had 
argued  against  himself.  He  had  oon- 
fined  himself  to  the  Zulu  campaign,  anl 
he    had   shown   it   was    imxKMsibls  to 
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take  eyerybody  about  with  the  Army 
on  the  march.  Then  it  followed  that  if 
they  did  not  flog  an  offender  he  must 
be  shot,  and  left  behind.  Another  point 
wts  this — a  man  might  commit  some 
▼eiy  grievous  offence,  but  yet  not  such 
u  would  merit  death.  What,  then, 
was  to  be  done  with  him  ?  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  talked  a  good 
deal  about  the  blackguards  in  the 
Army ;  and  for  a  long  time  it  had  been 
the  endeavour  of  aU  to  improve  the 
condition  of  the  Army,  and  get  into  it 
men  of  a  respectable  class.  But  how 
was  this  to  be  done?  A  respectable 
man  might  have  on  either  side  of  him 
soldiers  of  very  bad  character.  They 
had  no  old  soldiers  and  non-commis- 
sioned officers,  and  these  last  were  the 
backbone  of  the  Army ;  and  those  and 
the  old  soldiers  maintained  the  esprit 
it  eorpt.  But,  deprived  of  these,  and 
deprived  of  the  only  means  of  keeping 
the  blackguards  in  order,  how  was  it 
possible  for  a  commander  to  preserve 
disdphne  ?  He  could  only  say  he  was 
lost  in  astonishment  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  with  his  experience, 
did  not  see  the  necessity  of  this. 

Mtt.  WALTER  hoped  the  Committee 
vonld  excuse  him  if  he,  as  a  civilian, 
Mid  a  few  words  on  the  subject  now 
under  consideration.  He  was  one  of 
those  who  hitherto  had  supported  the 
ponishment  of  flogging,  though  he  was 
glad  to  find  it  had  been  limited  in 
amonnt,  so  that,  though  still  severe,  it 
was  comparatively  small  to  what  it  was. 
The  question  was  now  presented  to  the 
country  in  a  totally  new  aspect,  and  in 
u  aspect  in  which  it  had  never  been 
presented  to  the  country  before — not  as 
)>&ing  in  itself  the  best  and  most  appro- 
pnate  punishment  which  could  be  de- 
mised for  any  particular  offence,  but 
Qmply  as  a  mitigation  of  a  severer 
panishment  —  a  substitution  for  the 
ponishment  of  death.  That  circum- 
<ance,  in  itself,  opened  a  new  view  of 
*ke  question,  and  was  worthy  of  the 
BUMt  serious  discussion.  He  felt  him- 
"•If  hardly  competent  to  enter  into  it 
^out  much  further  consideration  ;  but 
»  presented  an  entirely  new  aspect  of 
^punishment  of  flogging,  and  raised 
the  question  whether,  supposing  that 
poui^mient  to  be  only  a  substitution  or 
*<^^ntation  for  death,  it  was,  in  fact, 
^  only  possible  substitute  which  could 
^  adopted  for  that  extreme  penalty  ? 


This  was  not,  however,  exactly  the  point 
of  view  in  which  it  most  forcibly  struck 
him  at  this  moment.  When  they  dis- 
cussed this  question  among  themselves, 
they  were  struck  at  onco  by  the  difference 
which  existed  between  their  Army  and 
the  great  Armies  on  the  Continent.  They 
could  not  help  being  struck  by  the  fact 
that,  somehow  or  other,  the  penalty  of 
flogging  was  known  only  in  the  British 
Army.  Tit  was  unknown  in  the  Army  of 
France,  which  had  achieved  such  wonder- 
ful military  feats,  and  it  was  also  un- 
known to  the  still  greater  Army  of  Ger- 
many, which  had  lately  performed  the 
greatest  campaign  which  the  world  ever 
saw.  They  were  told  that  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  must  be  retained  be- 
cause the  materials  of  their  Army  were 
of  a  different  character  from  the  materials 
of  the  Armies  of  France  and  Germany. 
He  did  not  wish  to  use  an  offensive  or  a 
disparaging  expression  in  remarkingthat 
their  Army  was  not  recruited  from  a  very 
high  class  of  the  population.  Surely 
this  question  ought  to  present  itself  to 
them  when  they  were  taking  this  fact 
into  account.  They  professed  them- 
selves unable  to  get  on  without  this  for- 
midable punishment ;  but  ought  not  this 
to  suggest  to  them  the  imperative  neces- 
sity of  looking  the  greater  question  in 
the  face,  and  of  seeing  whether  the  Bri- 
tish nation  could  not  place  its  Army  on 
such  a  footing  as  would  enable  it  to  dis- 
pense with  the  punishment  of  flogging  ? 
For  his  own  part,  he  believed  that  it 
could.  At  the  present  moment,  whether 
from  the  plans  of  the  lat«  Government, 
or  those  who  had  carried  those  plans 
into  effect,  the  Army  was  in  a  most 
miserable  condition.  There  were  two 
ways  by  which  a  great  Army  might  be 
recruited.  There  was  the  mode  in  which 
foreign  Armies  were  created — namely, 
by  conscription.  No  one  could  suppose 
that  in  an  Army  thus  created  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  could  exist  for  a  week. 
Then  there  was  another  way,  which,  at 
one  time,  he  confessed  he  hoped  might 
have  been  adopted.  It  had  always  been 
his  favourite  scheme  in  opposition  to  that 
which  was  adopted  by  the  late  Govern- 
ment— namely,  having  a  corps  d^elite  of 
40,000  or  60,000  men,  equal  in  cha- 
racter and  in  stature  to  the  Metropolitan 
Police  or  to  the  army  of  railway  ser- 
vants. Such  a  corps  would,  man  for 
man,  be  superior  to  any  equal  number 
of  men  they  might  have  to  encounter, 
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and  the  Army  might  be  recruited  from 
the  Militia,  which  would  be  made  a  really 
powerful  Force.  His  belief  was  that  in 
such  a  corps  they  would  not  have  flogging 
any  more  than  there  was  flogging  in  the 
Metropolitan  Police.  But  with  their 
miserable  system  of  recruiting  men — or, 
rather,  boys  of  17  years  of  age — whom 
nobody  else  would  have,  they  were 
obliged  to  persist  in  a  deplorable  system 
of  punishment  repudiated  by  every  other 
Army  in  the  world.  This  was  the  view 
he  took ;  and  he  hoped  this  discussion — 
without  regard  to  quality,  by  far  the 
gravest  that  had  been  raised  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Mutiny  Bill — would  have 
the  effect  of  turning  the  attention  of  the 
Government  to  the  subject  of  the  cha- 
racter of  the  men  in  the  Army. 

Mr.  a.  GATHORNE-HARDY  ven- 
tured to  think  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Walter)  had  begun  at  the  wrong  end. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  suggested  that, 
by  a  better  system,  they  might  secure  a 
better  stamp  of  recruits,  and  possibly  he 
was  quite  correct ;  but  now  the  question 
was  how  to  deal  with  the  material  they 
had  got?  It  had  been  admitted,  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Renfrew- 
shire (Colonel  Mure),  and  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Berkshire  and  others,  that 
soldiers  at  present  were  not  of  the  stamp 
it  was  hoped  might  some  time  be  ob- 
tained ;  but,  then,  what  was  to  be  done  to 
preserve  discipline  among  the  men  they 
had?  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Renfrewshire,  having  been 
called  upon  by  the  noble  Lord  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  to  come  forward 
and  curse  his  enemies,  had,  like  a  second 
Balaam,  ended  by  blessing  them.  With 
the  exception  of  the  beginning  and  the 
end,  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  was  a  powerful  argument  in 
favour  of  retaining  the  punishment  of 
flogging  in  the  Army.  He  was  obliged 
to  admit  that  the  abolition  of  the  punish- 
ment would  leave  only  the  death  penalty ; 
and  he  decided  that,  under  present  cir- 
cumstances, the  more  severe  penalty 
would  have  to  be  inflicted  in  some,  if 
not  in  many,  cases.  This  was  the  great 
argument  which,  in  listening  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
court),  most  powerfully  convinced  him 
of  the  necessity  of  retaining  the 
punishment.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  had  also  alluded  to  the  bad 
e£Pect  on  the  discipline  of  the  men  these 


discussions  would  have.    With  this  re- 
mark,  he    (Mr.  A.   Gathome  Hardy) 
concurred  ;  but  it  suggested  itself  to  hif 
mind  why,  if  hon.  Gentlemen  thought 
that,  did  they  carry  on  the  discussioiu 
with  such  length  and  such  persistency? 
With  reference  to  the  change  of  front 
on  the  part  of  the  noble  Lord  and  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  he  might  remark 
that  they  had  declared  their  intention  of 
supporting  the  abolition  of  the  penidtj, 
giving  as  their  reasons  the  concessions 
already  made  by  the  Government.    The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford— 
who,    no  doubt,  was  numbered  among 
the  supporters  of  the  noble  Lord — was 
largely  responsible,  with  others  on  the 
same  side,   for    the    concessions   upon 
which  they  now  based  their  change  of 
front.     The  reduction  of  the  number  of 
lashes  to  25  had  the  support  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member,  the  addition  of 
the  Schedules  also ;  and  it  was  on  theee 
concessions  that  the  change  of  front  wii 
largely  based.    [Sir  William  Hakcoubi 
dissented.]     The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman shook  his  head ;  but  it  was  im- 
possible to  find  upon  what    else  the 
change  was  based.    The  argument  need 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  had  never  been  answered.  If  this 
penalty  was  abolished,  nothing  was  left 
but  the  penalty  of  death ;  and  that  wai 
an  argument  in  favour  of  the  humanity 
of   those  supporting  the  Government 
They  were  reduced  to  these  two  alter 
natives — the  lash  and  the  bullet.    Mem- 
bers on  the  other  side  said,  adopt  the 
bullet ;  on  tho  other  hand  the  Govein- 
ment  said,    use  the  lash.     Surely  till 
latter  were  the  real  friends  of  humanitf' 
Mr.  MUNDELLA,  as  to  the  claim 
put  forward  by  hon.  Members  oppoeiti 
to  be  considered  the  friends  of  humanitji 
would  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  if  he  had  made  any  inquiry 
into  the  working  of  the  Code  in  the 
German  Army,  and  if  he  was  prepared 
to  say  how  that  Code  worked  ;  and  then 
he  would  ask  why  it  was  that  Eoglidi 
soldiers  were  assumed  to  be  so  different 
to  those  of  Continental  Armies?   He 
was  assured,   on   the  highest  militazy 
authority,  that  in  tho  Austro-Genni> 
War  not  a  single  German  soldier  wti 
shot  as  a  punishment.    It  was  said  theit 
was  no  alternative  between  the  lash  and 
the  bullet ;  but  here  was  an  Army  iB 
which  the  lash  was  unknown,  and  thij 
had    not    required  to  use  the   boBi^ 
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What  was  the  reason  for  this  ?  Again, 
in  the  Franco-German  War,  only  one  or 
two  out  of  the  whole  German  Army 
suffered  the  death  punishment — out  of 
600.000  or  800,000  men  in  the  field, 
with  every  temptation  to  marauding  and 
crime.  But  the  answer  was,  there  was 
a  different  class  of  men  in  a  conscription 
Army  ;  and  the  noble  Lord  opposite 
(Lord  Elcho)  had  accused  those  who 
argued  for  the  abolition  of  flogging,  of 
castiDg  their  sympathies  in  with  the  ruf- 
fians in  the  Army ;  but  surely  this  ruffian- 
ism must  exist  in  a  conscripted  Army,  and 
there  was  a  necessity  for  keeping  disci- 
pline. But  were  they  likely  to  have 
more  or  less  ruffianism  while  this  system 
of  flogging  was  in  existence  ?  He  had 
seeh  men  coming  from  the  mine  and  the 
loom  to  stand  side  by  side  with  bankers' 
clerks  and  men  of  good  education,  and 
sorely  that  was  a  case  in  which  the 
argument  of  his  hon.  Friend  would  have 
applied.  Why,  then,  had  they  heard 
nothing  of  this  system  in  the  German 
Army  ?  Our  authorities  had  copied,  in 
the  most  slavish  manner,  the  German 
system.  They  had  copied  the  German 
Army,  in  fact,  in  everything  but  its  dis- 
cipline. Did  not  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  know  that  the  German 
Military  Code  was  the  most  humane  in 
Europe.  But  there  was  something  more 
to  be  said.  His  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  Benfrewshire  (Colonel 
Mure)  said  there  was  only  that  kind  of 
punishment  that  could  be  resorted  to  for 
particular  offences.  Was  there  such  a 
poverty  of  invention  in  England,  that  but 
one  sort  of  punishment  could  be  resorted 
to  ?  Again,  he  would  ask  the  Committee 
whether,  if  this  same  punishment  were 
inflicted  on  any  animal  in  the  creation, 
nnder  any  circumstances  whatever,  whe- 
ther the  man  who  inflicted  it  would  not 
make  himself  amenable  to  our  criminal 
law?  He  believed  the  hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  had  origi- 
nated a  very  useful  discussion  by  the 
line  he  had  taken — that  they  would  have 
to  look  more  to  the  character  of  the  men 
who  enlisted  in  the  Army.  If  the  mili- 
tary authorities  would  pay  a  little  more 
regard  to  character,  and  trust  a  little 
lees  in  the  lash,  we  should  have  not  only 
a  much  better  class  of  soldiers,  but  a 
xnnch  better  Army.  Instead  of  retain- 
uig  flogging  only  in  time  of  war,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  if  it  were  to  be  re- 
tained at  ally  it  must  be  retained  in  a  time 


of  peace ;  for,  according  to  the  argument 
of  the  gallant  Officers  opposite,  it  was 
the  only  mode  of  bringing  men  into 
proper  discipline.  He,  for  one,  should 
now  vote  for  the  abolition  of  the  cat 
under  all  circumstances,  because  he  be- 
lieved they  could  devise  other  punish- 
ments much  more  effective,  and  much 
more  likely  to  reform  the  Service  ;  while, 
at  the  same  time,  they  would  get  a  better 
Army,  and  raise  the  character  of  the 
men  of  England. 

Sir  WALTEE  B.  BAETTELOT  said, 
it  was  high  time  to  come  to  a  decision. 
He  quite  agreed  with  those  who  thought 
it  was  unfortunate  this  discussion  should 
be  so  protracted.  Even  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite,  who  had  at  heart  the  abolition 
of  this  punishment,  must  think  it  due  to 
the  soldier  himself  that  this  discussion 
should  cease  ;  that  they  should  have  an 
absolute  decision  upon  the  merits  of  the 
case ;  and  that  they  should  not,  on  every 
occasion  when  it  could  be  brought  before 
the  Committee,  raise  again  and  again 
and  afresh  this  question  of  flogging. 
He  had  been  very  much  struck  with  the 
debate  to-day.  He  was  not  going  to 
accuse  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition,  or  those  who  acted  with  him, 
of  doing  what  they  did  not  believe  to  be 
absolutely  right ;  but  the  noble  Lord, 
in  his  speech,  had  declared  that  there 
were  certain  cases  in  which  flogging 
ought  to  be  used.  The  noble  Lord  pro- 
posed that  there  should  be  an  amend- 
ment in  the  Preamble,  and  that  they 
should  define  absolutely  and  distinctly 
those  cases  in  which  flogging  ought  to 
be  employed.  He  knew  that  many  had 
changed  their  minds ;  but,  even  at  the 
eleventh  hour,  thenoble  Lord  still  thought 
there  were  reasons  why  a  General  of  an 
Army  in  the  field  should  have  that 
power.  Putting  aside  all  other  feelings, 
what  the  Committee  had  to  consider  was, 
what  would  be  for  the  best  interests  of 
an  Army  in  the  field.  When  he  heard 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield  (Mr. 
Mundella)  say  that  in  no  other  Army 
were  there  punishments  like  those  in  the 
English  Army,  his  answer  was  that  the 
English  Army  was  far  more  just  and 
equitable  and  humane  to  its  soldiers 
than  any  other  Army  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man could  name.  He  knew  the  Code  of 
the  German  Army,  and  what  was  done 
in  it ;  and  he  defied  the  hon.  Gentleman 
to  get  up  and  say  that  what  individual 
officers  did  to  their  men  in  the  German 
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Army — and  it  was  the  same  in  the  French 
Army — would  not  be  considered  in  this 
country  discreditable  and  disgraceful, 
and  would  not  for  one  moment  be  al- 
lowed? The  hon.  Member  shook  his 
head;  but  it  was  an  absolute  fact. 
No  later  than  last  week  he  saw  that 
an  officer  in  a  foreign  Army  was  tried 
and  condemned  to  five  years'  impri- 
sonment in  a  fortress  for  violently  as- 
saulting and  brutally  ill-treating  sol- 
diers under  his  command  on  66  diifcrent 
occasions.  How?  With  his  fist  and 
with  his  sword.  That  was  certainly  a 
punishment  well  deserved  ;  and  he  would 
ask,  in  justice  and  fairness,  whether  it 
was  not  a  fact  that  there  was  not  an 
English  officer  who  did  not  dislike,  and 
would  be  the  last  to  punish  his  men, 
and  who  did  not  always  avoid  it,  un- 
less it  was  absolutely  impossible  to 
get  on  without  it  ?  A  statement  was 
made  the  other  day  about  the  1st 
Dragoon  Guards,  when  they  embarked 
for  Zululand.  It  was  said  they  had  a 
number  of  men  flogged.  Ho  had  made 
inquiry  about  that  at  Aldorshot,  and  he 
ascertained  that  three  men  were  flogged 
for  the  grossest  insubordination.  They 
were  men  who  had  volunteered  from  an- 
other regiment  and  had  been  transferred 
to  the  regiment,  and  they  were  flogged 
for  forcing  a  sentry,  and  endeavouring 
to  strike  their  officer  wlio  was  on  dutv. 
What  could  they  do  with  men  like  that, 
cooped  up  on  board  ship,  and  having 
their  arms  with  them,  unless  there  were 
some  such  means  as  flogging  as  a 
punishment  for  such  misconduct  ?  The 
suggestion  that  men  should  be  tried  by 
court  martial  and  imprisoned  would,  in 
case  of  war,  tlirow  all  the  work  upon 
their  comrades,  and  would,  besides, 
be  just  the  thing  the  men  would  like. 
Every  general  officer  he  had  seen — and 
they  were  bound  to  pay  attention  to 
their  opinion — said  that  it  was  impera- 
tively necessary  in  an  enemy's  country 
that  they  should  have  this  punishment. 
The  Committee  had  fenced  flogging 
round  in  every  way  ;  and  was  it  not  more 
merciful  to  condemn  a  man  to  this 
punishment  than,  as  in  foreign  countries, 
to  five  years'  hard  labour  in  chains? 
They  might  depend  upon  it,  men  would 
rather  be  flogged  than  go  to  prison  for 
two  years.  He  only  wished  the  punish- 
ment could  be  done  away  with.  But, 
now  that  the  noble  Lord  had  raised  tlie 
discussion,   ho  hoped  he  would  agree 

Sir  Walier  £.  £artt$hi 


that  it  was  time  to  come  to  an  absolute 
decision.  He  hoped  hon.  Members 
opposite,  who  said  they  did  not  want  to 
put  off  the  decision,  would  be  bound  by 
the  majority,  as  those  on  that  (the  Minis- 
terial) side  would  be  bound,  if  the  ma- 
jority were  against  them. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  said,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  had  challenged  him  to  say  whether 
the  officers  of  the  French  and  German 
Armies  did  not  treat  their  men  in  a  way 
which,  in  England,  would  be  considered 
disgraceful,  and  would  not  be  tolerated  ? 
He  would  only  reply  that  such  conduct  was 
clearly  contrary  to  the  Codes  of  both  the 
French  and  the  German  Armies,  and  was 
also  punishable  under  the  Military  Code. 
That  was  one  of  the  questions  he  in- 
quired into  only  the  day  before ;  and 
other  hon.  Members,  who  were  ac- 
quainted with  the  working  of  the  Code, 
could  corroborate  him. 

Mr.  J.  HOLMS  said,  the  discussion 
had  opened  up  important  considerations 
in  relation  to  the  whole  condition  of  their 
Army.  [*'  Oh  I"]   It  was  asked  whether 
they  were  to  change  their  system,  or  to 
deal  with  the  material  in  their  hands? 
They  had  now  a   Departmental  Com- 
mittee  to  investigate  the  condition  of 
the  Army,  and  surely,  therefore,  this 
was  a  proper  time  for  them  to  consider 
the  laws  which  governed  it.     He  could 
not  agree  that,  generally,  German  offi- 
cers treated  their  men  badly;  and  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  (Sir  Walter 
B.  Barttelot)  had  defeated  his  own  argu- 
ment by  quoting  an  instance  where  a 
German  officer  was  sentenced  to  severe 
punishment  for  doing  so.     He  had  read, 
with  the  greatest  care,  the  whole  of  the 
German  Code,  and  he  had  visited  Ge^ 
many  more  than  once  ;  and  he  would  not 
hesitate  to  say  that  if  the  cat-o'-nine- 
tails were  adopted  there,  there  would 
very   quickly  be   a  revolution   in  the 
country.     It  was  said  we  must  have  the 
cat,  because  there  were  so  many  bad 
men  in  the  Army.  Well,  he  had  always 
maintained  that  the  way  to  get  good 
men  into  the  Army  was  to  do  away  vith 
the  cat.      Until  it  was  abolished,  it  va> 
certain  that  good  men  would  not  join 
the  Army.     The  House  bad  reason  to 
complain  that  the  Government  had  not 
had  the  question   investigated  by  the 
Committee  upstairs,  for  it  could  have 
been  better    considered  there  than  it 
could  be  discussed  here.    Thepuniili* 
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ment  was  doomed,  and  the  Government  t 
ooald  only  do  harm  by  standing  out.  He 
deprecated  this  being  made  the  subject 
of  popular  agitation. 

Mb.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  stated, 
that  in  Germany  a  different  class  of  men 
Berved  in  the  ranks  to  that  from  which 
the  English  Army  was  mainly  recruited. 
He  supposed  the  Opposition  did  not 
mean  to  claim  a  monopoly  of  humanity ; 
and  he  asked  them  whether  they  would 
Dot  give  credit  to  the  other  side  of  the 
Hoose  for  being  anxious  to  do  away  with 
flogging,  if  that  were  possible  ?  It  would 
be  well  to  look  at  the  matter  from  an  his- 
torical point  of  view,  and  to  consider 
vho  had  inflicted  the  severest  punish- 
ments when  they  had  the  power.  There 
nerer  was  more  flogging  than  there  was 
(luring  the  Mutiny  at  the  Nore.  He 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  the 
French  soldiers  were  different  from  our 
men,  because  many  of  those  who  had 
begun  as  private  soldiers  had  risen  to 
be  Marshals.  But,  in  England,  we  had 
an  entirely  different  class  of  men  to  deal 
with;  and  though  he  would  not  call  them 
blackguards,  he  did  think  that  our 
soldiers  were  a  class  not  to  be  controlled 
except  by  severe  punishments.  The 
Goremor  of  Newgate  had  told  him  that 
the  terror  of  flogging  was  so  great  that, 
if  it  superseded  hanging,  it  would,  he 
behoved,  do  more  than  that  punishment 
to  deter  people  from  committing  murder. 
If  flogging  were  prohibited,  then,  cer- 
tainly, the  authorities  would  be  obliged 
•ometimes  to  take  away  life,  which 
otherwise  could  be  spared  for  the  service 
of  the  country. 

Ma.  OSBORNE  MORGAN  observed, 
that  those  who  charged  him  and  his  h on. 
Friends  with  a  change  of  front  in  this 
natter  forgot  the  educating  influence  of 
the  debate.     No  one  who  had  listened 
to  the  speech  of  the  noble   Lord  (the 
Marquess  of  Hartington),  and  the  debate 
vhich  followed,  would  doubt  that  in  the 
English  Army  the  lash  was,  practically, 
dead.     It  had  been  dying  by  inches  for 
the  last  month.      It  had  been  abolished 
in  many  cases,  in  which  it  was  said  that 
it  was  neceasary  in  order  to  make  dis- 
cipline effective ;  and,  as  they  had  cut 
off  10 many  inches  from  the  *'  cats  "  tail, 
W  they  not  better  now  get  rid  of  it 
•^ether?   They  had  been  told  that 
^^^Kging  was  necessary  in  order   that 
^^  snght  not  be  shot ;    but  a  large 
I'^'portioa  of  the  offences  in  the  Sche- 


dule were  so  heinous,  that  death  was  a 
proper  punishment  for  them.  He  would, 
for  instance,  shoot  a  man  who  went  over 
to  the  enemy,  or  who  gave  information 
to  them  ;  while  the  rest  of  the  offences 
were  so  trivial  that  they  never  ought 
to  be  punished  with  death.  The  lion. 
Member  for  the  Isle  of  Wight  (Mr. 
Baillic  Cochrane)  had  asked  him  not  to 
claim  a  monopoly  of  humanity.  But  if 
they  did  not  claim  a  monopoly  of  hu- 
manity, the  other  side,  also,  sliould  not 
claim  a  monopoly  of  sincerity.  Why 
should  this  be  made  a  Party  question  ? 
There  was  nothing  Party  about  it.  lie 
only  regretted  that  Mr.  Henley  was  not 
with  them,  to  give  them  the  benefit  of 
his  strongcommon  sense  on  this  question. 
How  did  other  Armies  maintain  their 
discipline  ?  No  one  would  say  that  the 
German  commanding  officers  were  not 
the  supreme  authority  in  military  mat- 
ters ;  yet  they  had  no  flogging,  nor  any- 
thing of  the  kind. 

"  Oh !  would  the  gods  the  giftie  gie  us, 
To  see  ourselves  as  others  see  us." 

He  wished  hon.  Members  could  talk  to 
French,  German,  and  Italian  officers  on 
the  subject,  and  not  maintain  the  spirit 
of  insular  patriotism  in  which  they  had 
addressed  the  House.  He  could  not 
understand  why  they  should  act  in  the 
spirit  of  the  song — '*  He  resisted  all 
temptations  to  belong  to  other  nations," 
and  remained  an  Englisliman.  Hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  like  the  ostrich, 
insisted  upon  burying  their  heads  in 
the  sand,  and  not  caring  how  much 
of  the  rest  of  their  persons  they  exposed 
to  view.  They  were  told  that  the  Ger- 
man Army  was  composed  of  respectable 
men.  AVell,  he  should  have  thought,  as 
ours  was  a  popular  Army,  that  that 
would  have  been  the  strongest  argu- 
ment in  favour  of  doing  away  with  tho 
lash.  He  need  not  refer  further,  how- 
ever, to  Continental  Armies,  for  ho  Iiad 
recently  seen  a  gentleman  who  held  a 
high  position  in  the  Army  of  the  United 
States  during  the  last  war.  That  Army 
was  recruited  by  voluntary  enlistment, 
like  ours,  as  everybody  knew  ;  yet  wheii 
he  asked  if  the  lash  was  in  use  there 
that  gentleman  seemed  astonished,  and 
replied  at  once  that  public  opinion  would 
not  tolerate  it  for  a  moment.  He  added — 
what  every  foreigner  with  whom  he  had 
talked  on  this  subject  said  also — that  he 
could  not  make  out  how  it  was  that  pub- 
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lie  opinion  tolerated  it  here..  He  re- 
peated— what  he  had  been  told  over  and 
over  a^ain  during  these  debates — tliat 
our  soldiers  were  such  a  lot  of  black- 
guards that  they  could  not  otherwise  be 
controlled.     The  reply  was — 

"  If  you  come  to  that,  I  think  wo  could  show 
you  some  blackf^uards  in  our  Army  as  great  as 
3'0ur8 ;  but,  then,  if  we  flogged  them,  we  should 
have  far  greater  blackguards.'* 

He  would  also  call  a  witness  who  was 
entirely  unprejudiced  —  the  editor  of 
The  Pall  Mall  Gazette.  That  paper  had 
been  almost  the  apostle  of  the  lash,  and 
seemed  to  think  that  the  world  could 
only  be  regenerated  by  corporal  punish- 
ment. Yet,  in  that  paper,  a  letter  had 
appeared  that  morning  from  a  recruiting 
ofKcer,  stating  that  the  lash  did  have 
one  bad  effect — it  deterred  respectable 
men  from  joining  the  Army.  lie  did 
not  wish  this  to  be  made  a  Party  ques- 
tion, and  ho  hoped  it  would  never  be 
made  one ;  and  if  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  would  give  up  the 
punishment,  ho  would  cheerfully  make 
him  a  present  of  the  personal  popularity 
which  would  certainly  result  from  his 
having  the  courage  to  come  forward 
and  remove  this  stigma  from  the  English 
Army  and  the  Knglish  nation. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYERsaid,  injus- 
tice to  himself  and  duty  to  his  consti- 
tuents, he  must  state  the  reasons  for  his 
vote  on  this  subject.  He  hated  the 
punishment  of  flogging  as  much  as 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  The  question 
was,  whether  it  was  unavoidable  ?  This 
punishment  could  only  be  justified  if  it 
could  be  shown  that  it  was  absolutely 
necessary.  They  wore  told,  by  the 
highest  military  authorities  in  this 
country,  that  it  was  necessary,  and  it 
was  not  for  him,  as  a  civilian,  to  con- 
tradict them.  These  were  experts,  to 
whose  opinion  he  must  jjay  the  greatest 
deference ;  and  he,  for  one,  must  accept 
it.  When  he  was  asked  why  flogging 
was  not  inflicted  on  the  Continent,  he 
could  only  reply  that  he  should  like  to 
know  a  little  more  on  the  subject;  but 
he  believed  that  Continental  officers  did 
make  use  of  their  canes,  and  the  flat  of 
their  swords,  pretty  freely.  Again,  he 
was  quite  certain  that  shooting  was  more 
general  in  foreign  countries  than  in 
England.  Men,  who  assaulted  a  sentinel 
or  an  officer,  even  in  time  of  peace, 
would  be  shot.  [**No,  no!"]  He 
asserted  that  unhesitatingly.    And  then 
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he  had  seen  a  French  soldier  placed  in 
the  middle  of  a  square  of  troops,  stripped 
of  his  uniform,  knocked  down  by  a  bW 
on  the  side  of  the  head  which  almost 
rendered  him  insensible,  and  then  walked 
round  the  square  with  a  heavy  weight 
attached  to  his  leg,  and  off  to  prison. 
That  was  a  very  severe  and  degrading 
punishment.     No  doubt,   flogging  wu 
degrading ;  but  he  thought  there  wai 
one  thing  more  degrading  than  flogging, 
and  that  was  crime.      For  degrading 
crimes    they    must     inflict     degrading 
punishments.     In  France  crimes  were 
punished  by  the  galley,  which,  in  this 
country,  would  be  punished  by  the  lash. 
The  criminals  were  dressed  in  a  peculiar 
dress,  with  a  number  on  it,  and  thej 
had  heavy  chains  on  their  legs.     At 
night  they  slept  in  rooms,    with  other 
men    like    themselves,   all  fastened  in 
rows  to  an  iron  rod,  and  were  subject, 
in  fact,  to  a  species  of  slavery.    Hon* 
Gentlemen,  if    they    saw    anything  of 
that,  and  knew  anything  of  that  punish- 
ment, would  certainly  agree  that  it  was 
quite  as  degrading  as  the  lash.    Moet 
soldi ei*s  would  rather  receive  a  certain 
number  of  lashes  and  have  done  with  ii 
Then,   again,  other  Armies  were  con- 
scription Armies,  which  resulted  in  great 
injury  to  commerce  and  trade,  by  taking 
the  men  away  from  their  civil  employ- 
ments.    It  would  be  an  evil  day  in  thU 
House  when  they  adopted  conscription, 
and  he  hoped  no  one  would  advocate  it 
The  hon.  Member  for   Berkshire  (Mr. 
Walter)  wanted  an  Army  of  picked  men ; 
but,  if  his  views  were  carried  out,  they 
must  incur  an    expense   which  wonlu 
alarm  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
He  believed  that  flogging  would  only  be 
inflicted  in  case  of  absolute  neceseity^  • 
and  where  the  only  alternative  would  be 
sliooting ;  and,  surely,  it  was  better  to 
flog  than  to  take  a  man's  life.    It  was 
quite   clear   that  when   men    were  on 
foreign  service,  or  fighting  in  the  field, 
the  only  possible  alternatives  were  the 
lash  or  death.      If  anyone  would  con- 
vince him  that  the  lash  was  unnecessaiyt 
he  would  vote  for  its  total  abolition ;  but 
he  did  think  it  was  clear  that  it  was  A' 
solutely  necessary,  as,  otherwise,  thej 
might  find  themselves  at  the  mercy  of  i 
few  ruffians  banded  together. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE:  I  am  very  •»■ 
sible  of  the  great  importance  and  the 
great  difficulty  of  this  question.  At  the 
same  time,  I  am  uiider  the  influence  ov 
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a  very  sincere  desire  to  promote  a  rea- 
sonable expedition  in  our  dealing  with 
it.  So  far  as  the  merits  of  the  question 
are  concerned,  mj  own  views  have  been 
80  doselj  expressed  by  my  noble  Friend 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  that  I  am 
very  willing  either  to  postpone  it  alto- 
gether, or  simply  to  make  such  observa- 
tions as  have  been  suggested  to  me  by  the 
course  of  this  debate.  I  observe  that  we 
are  in  an  unfortunate  predicament — that 
after  lamenting  the  loss  of  a  good  deal 
of  time  upon  the  Bill,  and  after  we  have 
even  charged  upon  certain  Members  a 
good  deal  of  the  responsibility  for  that 
loss,  that  we  are  ourselves  pursuing  a 
discussion  of  a  subject  of  very  great 
moment  on  the  occasion  of  a  Question 
from  the  Chair,  the  decision  of  which 
camiot  advance  us  one  step.  I  do  think, 
therefore,  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment may  very  fairly  appeal  to  the 
Committee  to  oring  the  present  dis- 
cnsdion  to  a  close.  It  has,  undoubtedly, 
been  of  great  use,  inasmuch  as  it  has 
dearly  exhibited  the  views  of  my  noble 
Friend  and  many  others  who  have 
taken  an  interest  in  this  question.  It 
remains  to  be  considered  in  what  manner 
those  different  views  which  have  been 
expressed  are  to  be  brought  to  an  issue. 
What  is  quite  plain  is,  that  they  cannot 
be  brought  to  an  issue  on  the  Motion  of 
my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  George  Campbell). 
There  are  two  methods  which  are  open 
to  us— we  may  proceed  with  the  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper,  and  then  arrive  at 
the  Schedule ;  and  then  it  would  be  pos- 
sible for  those  who  are  prepared,  with 
my  noble  Friend,  to  vote  for  the  abolition 
of  flogging,  to  give  their  negative  votes 
on  the  Schedule  as  a  whole,  with  the 
effect  that  flogging  would  be  practically 
abolished.  It  would  be  abolished,  how- 
ever, in  a  manner  informal  and  irre- 
gular; but  there  would  still  remain  in 
the  Bill  a  clause  referring  to  the 
Schedule,  and  giving  sanction  to  the 
principle  of  corporal  punishment,  and 
referring  to  the  Schedule  specifying  the 
mode  and  the  conditions  of  its  infliction. 
I  own,  therefore.  Sir,  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  more  regular  course  would  be, 
as  the  Committee  has  aflirmed  the  prin- 
ciple of  flogging  in  one  of  the  clauses, 
that  they  should  await  a  Beport,  in  order 
to  raise  the  question  in  a  regular  manner 
hj  some  Amendment  framed  for  that 
purpose,  or,  by  a  negative  upon  the 
dause,  we  might  arrive  at  a  perfectly 
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distinct  issue,  and  we  should  then  be 
able  to  proceed  to-night  with  the  Amend- 
ment in  detail.  I  must  also  observe 
that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
when  he  discussed  the  suggestion  that 
has  been  made  by  my  noble  Friend  as  to 
an  indication  in  the  Bill  itself  of  the 
mind  of  Parliament  with  regard  to  the 
reduction  of  flogging  to  the  alternative 
described  as  the  lash  or  the  bullet, 
although  he  did  not  give  any  encourage- 
ment to  that  suggestion,  and  said  that 
the  balance  of  his  mind  was  at  present 
against  it,  yet  I  did  not  understand  him 
to  use  such  positive  language  as  to  en- 
tirely preclude  himself  from  considering 
whether  he  could  adopt  such  a  course. 
Whether  he  has  closed  his  mind  or  not 
I  do  not  know,  of  course ;  but  I  regard 
it  as  a  point  of  importance  with  regard 
to  the  matter  in  issue.  However  that 
may  be,  it  appears  to  me  that  time — 
which  is  always  a  precious  commodity — 
has  become,  under  present  circum- 
stances, far  more  valuable  than  ever; 
and  I  think  we  should  very  greatly  save 
time,  if  we  could  bring  to  an  issue  the 
present  discussion  on  the  Amendment 
proposed  by  my  hon.  Friend  behind  me 
(Sir  George  Campbell),  and  then  proceed 
in  a  regular  manner  upon  the  Keport  to 
a  decision  on  the  main  question. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  most  fully  concur  with  what 
has  fallen  from  my  right  hon.  Friend., 
I  must,  however,  point  out  that  the  dis- 
cussion we  have  recently  been  going 
through  was  initiated  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  initiated  deliberately  with  the  con- 
sciousness that  this  particular  clause, 
and  this  particular  Amendment  proposed 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir 
George  Campbell),  was  not  a  very  con- 
venient one  on  which  to  raise  the  ques- 
tion. The  noble  Lord,  no  doubt,  had  a 
reason  for  what  he  said,  and  thought  it 
desirable  he  should  take  an  early  oppor- 
tunity of  declaring  to  the  Committee  the 
views  which  he  and  others  whom  he 
represents  have  now  formed  upon  the 
general  question.  I  do  think  it  is, 
at  all  events,  an  advantage  that  we 
should  at  this  time  be  furnished  with 
that  statement ;  though,  of  course,  such 
observations  as  those  he  made  neces- 
sarily led  to  a  good  deal  of  discussion  on 
the  general  question.  That  discussion 
has  ranged  over  several  topics.  I  had 
intended  to  make  some  observations  on 
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sereral  things  -which  had  heen  said ;  but 
I  do  feel  60  strongly  the  justice  of  what 
has  been  said  by  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  that  I  will 
abstain  from  making  any  comment  upon 
what  has  been  said  for  the  sake  of  going 
on  with  the  Bill,  and  discussing  the 
various  Amendments  nowbeforethe  Com- 
mittee, in  the  expectation  that  we  shall 
have  an  opportunity,  later  on,  of  regu- 
larly debating  this  question.  I  shall 
then  be  able  to  state  both  the  grounds 
upon  which  we  proceed,  and  the  argu- 
ments by  which  we  think  our  course 
may  be  justified.  I  hope  other  hon. 
Members  will  take  it  up,  and  that  we 
shall  now  proceed  with  the  question 
before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  this 
question  had  been  very  fully  discussed 
in  the  course  of  the  present  debate, 
especially  upon  the  very  important  state- 
ment made,  almost  at  its  commencement, 
by  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition.  He  need  scarcely  say  with 
how  much  pleasure  and  gratification  he, 
and  those  who  worked  with  him,  had  heard 
that  statement.  He  believed  that  it 
must  materially  affect  the  course  which 
he  proposed  to  take  in  reference  to  the 
Bill  in  its  present  stage.  That  statement 
was  very  important ;  but  not  less  import- 
ant was  the  statement  by  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  in  which  he  most  fairly, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  most  emphatically, 
admitted  that  on  the  Government,  and 
on  the  Government  alone,  must  fall  the 
responsibility  of  retaining  the  flogging 
clauses  in  the  Bill.  That  had  not  been 
quite  clear  to  him  and  his  Friends  before. 
Some  of  them  thought — and  it  had,  in- 
deed, been  said  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate— that  the  Government  desired  to 
remove  this  punishment  from  the  Bill, 
but  that  they  were  overborne  by  certain 
high  military  authorities  outside.  He 
was  of  opinion  that  that  statement  was 
without  any  real  foundation ;  and,  at  all 
events,  he  was  glad  to  find  that  the 
Government  were  prepared  to  take  the 
onus  upon  themselves,  and  on  them,  and 
on  their  supporters,  must  the  responsi- 
bility and  the  odium  of  preserving  this 
barbarous  and  disgracei'ul  punishment 
rest.  They  themselves,  by  their  action, 
had  cut  away  the  only  grounds  upon 
which  the  maintenance  of  the  lash  in 
the  Army  could  be  really  and  properly 
defended.   Perhaps  hon.  Members  oppo- 

Jte  Chanc$lkr  of  the  JSaeehefuer 


site  were  not  aware  of  the  full  extent  of 
the  changes  that  had  been  made  in  this 
Bill.  It  was  all  very  well  for  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Oxfordshire 
(Colonel  North)  to  get  up  and  declare 
that  the  discipline  of  the  Army  abso- 
lutely depended  on  the  retention  of  these 
flogging  clauses.  What  was  the  illustra- 
tion by  which  he  proved  that  ?  The  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  certainly  did  not 
give  the  Committee  a  very  good  opinion  of 
the  British  Army,  for  he  spoke  of  a  good 
soldier  finding  on  his  rignt  hand  a  tre- 
mendous ruffian,  and  on  the  other  the 
refuse  of  all  the  gaols  in  the  Kingdom. 
But  what  were  the  offences  which  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  anticipated 
the  men  were  going  to  conunit?  If 
they  were  offences  within  the  cognizance 
of  the  civil  power  they  did  not  want  to 
flog  them  for  it ;  while,  if  they  were 
committing  trivial  offences  against  mili- 
tary discipline,  flogging  could  not  be  in- 
flicted as  a  punishment  after  the  recent 
alterations  made  in  the  Bill.  Up  to  the 
present  time  flogging  had  been  chiefly 
inflicted  for  trivied  offences,  for  offences 
against  discipline,  and,  above  all,  for 
drunkenness  in  presence  of  the  enemy. 
For  such  offences,  and  especially  for 
drunkenness,  flogging  could  not  any 
longer  be  inflicted  in  consequence  of 
the  Amendments  the  Government  had 
accepted.  Then,  he  declared  that  they 
could  no  longer  say  that  flogging  was 
necessary  for  the  discipline  of  the 
Army.  What  did  the  military  papers 
say  on  the  subject?  The  United  Service 
Oautie,  a  paper  written  by  military  men 
for  military  men,  in  the  last  number, 
published  July  12,  said — 

"  It  would  be  wise  for  the  Government  now 
to  yield  to  what  is  undoubtedly  the  genuine 
public  opinion,  and  kill  the  cat  for  ever.  There 
are  many  punishments  which  can  be  substituted 
for  it  on  board  ship  and  in  quarters,  and  even  in 
the  field  it  is  not  an  absolute  necessity  that  the 
punishment  of  death  should  be  the  only  alter* 
native." 

That  was  the  opinion  of  a  paper  which 
had  been  in  favour  of  the  punishment, 
but  now  thought  it  was  no  longer  worth 
retaining.     The  writer  went  on — 

'*  Let  the  Government  be  wise,  and  take  time 
by  the  forelock ;  let  them  boldly  announce  that 
the  lash  is  done  away  with  in  the  Army  and 
the  Navy.    It  is  worth  the  trial." 

As  a  sentiment  the  experiment  was  worth 
trial,  for  this  was  virtually  an  appeal  to 
the  soldiers  and  sailors  to  uphold  the 
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dignity  of  their  order,  and  to  maintain 
that  discipline  which  had  hitherto  made 
them  invincible.  Such  an  appeal  would 
not  be  made  in  vain.  He  might  also 
quote  similar  opinions  from  The  Army 
and  Navy  Gazette^  written  while  these 
debates  were  proceeding ;  but  there  was 
enough  to  prove  he  had  the  support  of 
high  military  authority.  He  now  had  to 
consider  what  course  should  be  taken  with 
reference  to  the  Amendments  standing 
in  his  name.  All  these  Amendments 
were  practically  intended  for  the  limita- 
tion of  this  already  limited  punishment; 
but  it  did  seem  to  him  illogical  and  in- 
consistent to  propose  limitations  when, 
in  a  short  time,  they  were  going  to  dis- 
cuss the  propriety  of  abolishing  the  lash 
altogether;  and,  under  these  circum- 
stances, he  woidd  withdraw  his  Amend- 
ments from  the  Paper  in  the  present 
stage  of  the  Bill,  and  would  offer  no 
further  opposition  in  Committee,  re- 
serving his  objections  till  they  dis- 
cussed the  main  question,  *  when  the 
whole  Liberal  Party  would  undoubtedly 
declare  against  the  continued  retention 
of  this  degrading  punishment. 

Mb.  MACAETNEY  said,  that  when 
he  was  at  the  University  of  Bonn  his 
rooms  overlooked  the  drill  ground,  and 
he  had  seen  the  sergeants  and  officers  in 
a  Cavalry  regiment  use  their  canes  very 
freely  on  the  backs  of  their  men. 
["  When  ?  "]  That  was  when  he  was  a 
student  there.  [Mr.  Sullivan  :  That 
was  80  years  ago.]  He  believed  it  was 
in  1836.  Again,  in  the  Mediterranean 
—about  the  year  1846 — he  saw  a  sailor 
crucified  —  his  arms  and  legs  were 
stretched  out  and  fastened  in  the  rigging. 
The  man  was  kept  suspended  there  for 
a  whole  day,  in  the  burning  sun,  with- 
out water ;  and  he  was  told  that  the 
punishment  was  given  for  some  breach 
of  discipline.  That  was  on  board  a 
French  line  of  battle  ship. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  the 
Amendment  he  had  proposed  had  rather 
been  lost  sight  of  in  the  discussion 
initiated  by  the  noble  Lord.  His  en- 
thusiasm for  his  Leader  had  been  so 
much  excited  of  late  that  he  was  now 
glad  to  follow  not  only  when  he 
thought  him  right,  but  even  some- 
times when  he  thought  him  wrong. 
As,  however,  he  had  previously  com- 
mitted himself  to  his  Amendment  and 
to  an  opinion  adverse  to  the  plan  re- 
commended  by   the    noble    Lord,    he 


was  obliged  to  stand  by  it.  If  the  Go- 
vernment woidd  not  accept  it,  then  he 
might  feel  himself  free  to  vote  against 
the  punishment  of  flogging  altogether. 
He  was  very  anxious  to  see  the  Army 
composed  of  respectable  men ;  but  then 
it  must  be  remembered  that  they  could 
only  obtain  these  men  by  paying  for 
them,  and  that  the  cost  would  be  very 
heavy. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Macartney)  had 
endeavoured  to  prejudice  them  by  stories 
of  what  occurred  when  he  was  at  school 
at  Bonn  ;  but  they  did  not  want  to  know 
what  had  happened  between  60  and  70 
years  ago.  He  would  remind  the  hon. 
Member,  in  the  words  of  his  noble 
Leader,  Lord  Beaconsfleld,  that  a  great 
many  things  had  happened  since  uien  ; 
and  if  he  would  inquire  he  would  find 
there  had  been  a  great  improvement  in 
the  German  Army.  As  to  the  position 
this  question  now  occupied  before  the 
House,  he  understood  the  suggestion 
had  been  made  that  his  hon.  Friends 
should  withdraw  all  their  Amendments 
from  discussion  in  Committee,  and  have 
one  set  battle  on  the  Eeport.  That 
might  be  a  very  convenient  course  for 
the  Government ;  but  he  should  hesitate 
about  accepting  it.  He  noticed  in  the 
accounts  of  an  engagement  between  a 
Peruvian  iron-clad  and  a  Chilian  wooden 
vessel,  the  iron-clad  wanted  the  wooden 
vessel  to  come  out  and  fight  a  grand 
match  and  settle  at  once  and  for  ever  ; 
but  the  wooden  vessel  did  not  see  the 
plausibility  of  that  proposal  ;  so  the 
minority  could  not  be  decoyed  from  their 
vantage  ground  in  Committee  by  any 
such  amiable  invitation  as  had  been 
addressed  to  them  from  across  the  floor. 
He  (Mr.  Sullivan)  felt  that  he  and  his 
hon.  Friends  had  an  advantage  in  Com- 
mittee which  they  would  not  have  on 
Keport.  And  it  was  by  making  use  of 
that  advantage  that  the  admirable  con- 
cessions of  the  Government  had  been 
gained.  If  they  were  only  allowed  to 
remain  in  Committee  three  or  four  days 
longer,  he  could  not  doubt  that,  from 
the  kindly  desire  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  do  what  was  right  for  the 
efficiency  of  the  Army,  they  would  ac- 
complish a  full  measure  of  reform  by 
abolishing  the  degradation  of  the  cat. 
He  informed  the  Committee  fairly  that 
he  was  determined  to  take  a  Division 
upon    every    conceivable    Amendment 

E  2 


487  Army  Diseipltne  and         [  COMMONS ) 


Regulation  Bill. 


488 


wliioh  he  could  raise  in  Committee,  be- 
cause he  should  have  an  advantage  there 
which  he  would  not  have  on  Keport. 
He  wanted  that  punishment  should  be 
visited  on  the  offenders  in  crime  irrespec- 
tive of  persons,  and  the  result  of  the 
Division  would  show  whether  it  was  the 
crime  or  the  class  of  the  offender  that 
was  aimed  at. 

The  Marquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
Sir,  of  course,  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  is  perfectly  entitled 
to  take  whatever  course  he  thinks  proper, 
and  no  one,  I  believe,  would  have  the 
presumption  to  offer  to  him,  or  any  hon. 
Members  below  the  Gangway,  advice  as 
to  the  course  which  they  should  pursue. 
I  cannot  but  think,  however,  that  the 
arrangement  suggested  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  and  assented  to  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  is  the  most 
convenient  course  that  could  be  adopted 
— namely,  that  the  decisive  Division  on 
this  question  shoidd  be  postponed  until 
Eeport.  My  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  inti- 
mated that,  as  far  as  he  was  concerned, 
he  did  not  propose  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment of  which  he  had  given  Notice,  and 
would,  therefore,  assist  in  passing  the 
Bill  through  Committe*e  this  evening. 
I  cannot  help  thinking  it  would  be  very 
convenient,  if  possible,  that  that  arrange- 
ment should  be  carried  out.  Of  course, 
it  is  desirable  that  we  should,  before 
discussing  the  Amendments  in  the  way 
proposed,  have  some  understanding  as 
to  when  the  Eeport  would  be  taken.  All 
I  can  do  to  assist  in  this  matter  is  to  say 
that  we  do  not  propose  to  take  any  part 
in  the  discussion  upon  these  subordinate 
issues,  but  to  wait  until  the  House  has 
an  opportunity  of  deciding  upon  the 
main  question. 

Mr.BIGGAE  said,  before  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirkcaldy 
was  withdrawn,  he  might  bo  permitted 
to  offer  a  few  remarks  on  what  he  be- 
lieved to  be  the  general  position  of 
affairs.  The  object  being  to  secure  the 
abolition  of  flogging,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  the  front  Opposition  Bench  was  not 
taking  the  most  desirable  course  in  order 
to  secure  that  end.  The  position  of  the 
matter  was  this — there  were  a  number 
of  Amendments  on  the  Paper,  each  one 
of  which  was  directed,  more  or  less,  to 
the  principle  of  flogging.  They  knew 
the  Government  would  not  agree  to  all 
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those  Amendments;  but  it  was  quite 
possible  they  would  agree  to  some  of 
them,  and  the  principle  would  in  that 
way  be  more  or    less  curtailed.     The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  and  the  noble  Lord  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Eadnor  Boroughs  had  pro- 
posed   that    the    right  to  place  tnese 
Amendments  before  the  House  should 
be  waived,    and    that    hon.    Members 
should  wait  until  the  Bill  had  reached 
its  final  stage,  when  the  whole  question 
was  to  be  settled  by  a  sham  fight  asd  a 
Party  Division.     The    result   of    that 
would  be  that  the  noble  Lord,  who  had 
voted  in  favour  of  flogging  on  several 
stages  of  the  Bill,  would  gain  the  credit 
of  having  made  a  Motion  for  its  aboli- 
tion.    In  that  case,  the  whole  odium  of 
its  retention  would  rest  upon  the  Go- 
vernment,  and    the    Opposition  would 
simply  be  fighting  in  favour  of  a  fore- 
gone   conclusion.     He    (Mr.    Biggar) 
would    certainly  not    recommend   anj 
such  course.     It  was  well  known  thi^ 
the  great  body  of  electors  in  the  large 
towns  was  against  this  punishment ;  and 
the  Gentlemen  on  the  front  Opposition 
Benches,  looking  to  this  fact,  cared  not 
one  straw  for  the  interest  of  the  Army, 
or  of  the  soldier,  but  were  simply  fight- 
ing in  the  interest  of  Party.     He  would 
suggest  to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
that  the  best  way  to  take  the  wind  ont 
of  the  sails  of  the  noble  Lord  would  be 
to  propose,  on  Eeport,  that  the  clause 
giving  the  power  of  flogging  should  be 
struck  out  of  the  Bill.     He  did  not  agree 
with  the  proposal  that  hon.  Members 
should   not  move   Amendments  which 
thoy  believed  would  go  in  the  direction 
of  lessening   this   punishment,  neither 
did  he  approve  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man and  the  noble  Lord  coming  forward, 
at  the  eleventh  hour,  when  the  battle 
had  been  fought  out  to  the  bitter  end, 
and  trying  to  make  some  political  capital 
out  of  it. 

Sir  EOBEET  PEEL  could  not  but 
think  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  been  placed  in  a  position  of  some 
embarrassment  by  the  course  which  naa 
been  taken  by  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition.  It  would,  bethought, 
have  been  better  if  the  noble  Lord  had 
given  Notice  of  his  intended  suggestion, 
in  order  that  the  Government  and  the 
Committee  might  have  been  fully  pr®" 
pared  to  deal  with  it.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that  after  the  concessions  made  by 
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the  Gh)Yemmeiit,  lie,  for  one,  in  common 
with  many  others,  were  prepared  to 
accept  these  concessions  as  final ;  and  he 
would  remind  the  hon.  and  learned 
Memher  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  that 
when,  on  a  former  day,  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  made  his  statement 
that  he  intended  to  confine  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  to  cases  in  which  sen- 
tences of  death  could  be  awarded,  he 
expressed  his  entire  concurrence  with 
the  course  which  the  Qt)yernment  had 
taken.  He  was  sorry  that  this  move- 
ment had  been  made  now.  It  certainly 
had  the  appearance  of  a  Party  move- 
ment. It  was  all  very  well  to  disclaim 
such  an  intention  on  either  side ;  but  it 
was  quite  evident  that  this  sudden  change 
of  front  had  been  taken  after  the  noble 
Lord  and  his  Friends  had  seen  which 
way  the  cat  jumped.  Those  who  had 
heen  fighting  this  Bill,  clause  by  clause, 
were  really  entitled  to  the  credit  of  the 
suggestion  which  had  been  made.  He 
was  bound,  in  candour,  to  admit,  after 
the  admission  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  wherein  he  distinctly  told  Par- 
liament that,  in  his  opinion,  and  in  the 
opinion  of  the  military  authorities  of 
the  country,  it  was  impossible  to  main- 
tain the  discipline  of  the  Army  unless 
the  Schedule  which  had  been  submitted 
hy  the  Government  were  adopted  by 
the  Committee — namely,  that  flogging 
should  be  resorted  to  in  cases  punishable 
hy  death — that  he,  for  one,  was  pre- 
pared to  bow  to  that  decision.  There 
was  great  force  and  weight  in  that  deci- 
sion. They  had  obtained  g^eat  conces- 
sions ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  unfair 
to  the  Committee  that  the  question 
should  now  be  made  one  of  Party,  for 
the  purpose  of  gratifying  a  few  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  sat  upon  the  front 
Opposition  Bench,  and  who  would  now 
get  to  themselves  all  the  credit  for  con- 
cessions which  had  been  gained  by  the 
strenuous  exertions  of  those  who  sat 
helow  the  Gangway.  After  having  heard 
the  statement  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  that  the  discipline  of  the 
Army  could  not  be  maintained  without 
recourse  to  flogging  in  cases  punish- 
ahle  with  death,  he  should  feel  very 
great  reluctance  to  vote  against  the  Go- 
vernment upon  this  question. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  said,  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir 
Bobert  Peel)  contained  an  unexpected 
vindication  of  the  course  of  persistent 


opposition  to  certain  clauses  of  the  Bill 
which  had  been  followed  by  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  on  his  side  of  the 
House.  He  certainly  congratulated  his 
hon.  Friends  upon  the  triumph  they  had 
achieved.  But  he  was  at  a  loss  to  un- 
derstand whether  the  proposal  which  wiis 
made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Radnor  Boroughs  (the  Marquess  of 
Hartington),  had  been  made  with  the 
object  of  abolishing  flogging  in  the 
Army,  or  for  the  purpose  of  re-uniting 
the  Liberal  Party.  He  sympathized 
with  both  those  objects;  but  thought 
that  the  abolition  of  flogging  in  the 
Army  was  the  more  important  of  the 
two.  He  had  no  doubt  that  by  some 
unaccountable  arrangement  the  Liberal 
Party  would  be  united  whenever  they 
had  the  opportunity  of  vindicating  their 
principles  on  the  hustings  ;  but  he  did 
not  see  any  such  immediate  necessity 
for  that  close  union  during  the  next  four 
or  five  weeks'  of  Parliament  as  should 
preclude  discussion  upon  Amendments 
on  the  Paper.  Nevertheless,  when  a 
spirit  of  conciliation  was  shown  in  any 
quarter  of  the  House,  he  thought  it 
should  be  met  in  a  similar  spirit ;  and 
if  there  was  now  a  spirit  of  conciliation 
abroad,  he  was  quite  prepared  to  go 
abroad  and  meet  it.  But  he  had  not 
been  able  to  understand  what  quid  pro  quo 
his  hon.  Friends  were  to  receive  from 
the  Government  for  the  withdrawal  of 
their  Amendments.  Was  it  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  supposing  that 
the  Amendments  were  withdrawn,  were 
ready  to  take  Report  on  Wednesday  or 
Thursday  next,  at  such  an  hour  as  would 
give  hon.  Members  an  opportunity  of 
debating  the  question  of  flogging  over 
again  ?  He  was  not  aware  that  the  Go- 
vernment had  made  any  such  proposal ; 
and  if  they  abandoned  the  vantage 
ground  which  they  now  possessed  in 
Committee,  he  wanted  to  know  what 
equivalent  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  or  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  was  prepared  to  give  them  for 
that  abandonment  on  their  part?  He 
hoped  that  it  would  not  be  forgotten 
that  anything  which  had  been  achieved 
in  the  direction  of  reform  had  not  been 
achieved  by  what  were  called  great 
debates,  nor  by  sham  battles.  His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr. 
Biggar)  had  described  them  when  the 
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Front  Benches,  in  all  the  panoply  and 
pomp  of  war,  crossed  swords  across  the 
Table.  He  had  always  thought  that 
that  sort  of  thing — making  a  Parlia- 
mentary advertisement  on  one  side  for 
the  defenders  of  the  Constitution,  and  on 
the  other  for  the  Gentlemen  who,  for 
the  moment,  were  vindicating  the  liber- 
ties of  the  people — wa^  not  the  way  to 
secure  success.  There  was  no  result. 
If  hon.  Members  wanted  any  result,  they 
must  be  prepared  to  do  the  odious  work 
of  walking  into  the  Lobbies  in  a  miser- 
able minority,  perhaps  over  and  over 
again,  and  thus  making  an  impression 
on  those  charged  with  the  Business  of 
the  country.  How  were  they  treated 
when  they  were  engaged  in  that  odious 
task  ?  Nothing  but  denunciations  had 
proceeded  from  some  of  the  most  pro- 
minent Members  of  the  front  Opposition 
Bench.  He  excepted  from  that  indict- 
ment the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt),  who 
had  assisted  them  upon  some  very  im- 
portant points  in  their  proceedings,  and 
to  whom,  probably,  were  due  most  of 
the  reforms  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment had  accepted  with  reference  to 
this  Bill.  In  order  to  bring  the  matter 
to  a  harmonious  conclusion,  he  would 
appeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
show  what  equivalent  they  were  pre- 
pared to  offer  for  the  withdrawal  of  the 
Amendments. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  did  not  imderstand  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) to  be  anything  in  the  nature  of  a 
proposal  for  any  bargain  or  arrange- 
ment for  giving  a  quid  pro  quo.  On  the 
other  hand,  the  Government  feel  that  it 
would  be  their  duty,  under  the  circum- 
stances of  the  case,  to  place  the  Report 
of  the  Bill  as  a  first  Order  of  the  Day  on 
Thursday  next,  if  we  can  get  it  through 
Committee  to-night.  I  understand  that 
if  the  debate  in  Committee  is  concluded 
by  a  reasonable  hour  this  evening,  the 
Bill,  as  amended,  is  so  far  advanced  in 
reprinting  that  it  would  be  in  the  hands 
of  Members  early  enough  for  them  to 
examine  it  between  to-morrow  morning 
and  Thursday,  when  we  propose  to  take 
it  as  a  first  Order  of  the  l)ay.  I  under- 
stand my  right  hon.  Friend  and  the 
noble  Lord  both  to  say  that  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  have  a  discussion,  in 
aome  form  or  other,  upon  the  question 

Mr.  G*  Connor  Power 


which  would  raise  a  distinct  issue,  and 
that  the  clause  before  us  does  not  admit 
of  raising  a  distinct  issue  between  those 
who  wish  to  abolish  flogging  and  those 
who  wish  to  retain  it.  My  right  hon. 
Friend  has  suggested  that  the  proper 
and  most  convenient  arrangement  would 
be  to  move  an  Amendment  on  Report; 
and  I  need  only  say  that  we  are  anxioiu 
to  give  every  facility  for  a  full  discis- 
sion of  what  we  all  feel  to  be  an  ex- 
ceedingly important  question. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  pointed 
out  that  the  Committee  having  passed 
the  44th  clause,  which  enacted  that  then 
should  be  corporal  punishment,  it  oould 
not  then  be  modified  by  taking  any 
Division  as  to  whether  there  should  be 
corporal  punishment  or  not.     Such  an 
issue  could  only  be  raised  on  Report; 
and  it  appeared  to  him   desirable  to 
bring  the  matter  to  that  stage  as  early 
as    possible.      No    doubt,   many  hon. 
Members  wanted  a  Division  at  once; 
but  that  was  impossible.      What  wooll 
be  the  advantage  of  taking  a  discussion 
upon    a    number    of   side    issues  and 
Amendments  ?      They  wished  to  pe^ 
suade  the  country  that  the  issue  was  an   \ 
important  and  substantial  one,  and  not   * 
raised  for  the  purpose  of  delaying  the 
progress  of  the  Bill.      He  thought  it 
would  be  best  to  allow  the  Bill  to  pass 
through  Committee  as  rapidly  as  was  , 
consistent  with  the  discussion  of  material  i 
matters.     From  any  point  of  view  this  ; 
appeared    the    most    desirable   ooons^   ' 
because  they  could  not  get  any  control 
over  the  Bill  until  they  could  control  the  j 
44th  clause.  1 

Mr.  OTWAY    desired    to    ask  the 
hon.     and    learned     Gentleman    (Sr  , 
William    Harcourt)     whether   he  wi»  * 
right  in  his  assumption  that  the  ques- 
tion of  corporal  punishment  coidd  not  be  < 
raised  until  the  Keport  of  the  Bill  wsi 
before  the  House,  because  it  seemed  to  ' 
him  that  it  could  be  very  well  raised  on  , 
the  Schedule?    He  wished  to  preset  ^ 
the  sj^irit  of  conciliation  which  had  best  .' 
so  general  in  the  House,  and.  was  qui**  J 
willing  to  reserve  any  observations  Ait    ] 
he  had  to  make  for  a  future  occaskwi* 
Ho  rose,  therefore,  solely  with  the  ob-  J 
ject  of  asking  whether  the  hon.  M*    j 
learned  Gentleman   was  correct  va^  ^ 
suming  that  the  question  could  not  be    j 
raised  before  Report  ?  j 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  w* 
nothing  could  be  done  in  Cominitts*  -' 
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wMch  wotild  remove  from  Clause  44  the  i 
words — **  CJorporal  punishment  may  be 
inflicted  for  offences  punishable  under 
this  Act."  What  was  the  use  of  taking 
a  IXvision  on  side  issues,  when  they 
were  within  two  days  of  the  Report? 
The  course  which  had  been  suggested 
seemed  to  him  to  be  the  more  Parlia- 
mentary and  expedient  course. 

Mr.  PARNELL  was  not  prepared  to 
say  whether  it  would  be  advisable  to 
continue  a  course  of  persistent  opposition 
on  the  question  of  flogging.  He  thought, 
howeyer,  there  was  a  good  deal  of  force 
in  the  observations  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power),  when 
he  asked  tiie  Government  for  something 
in  return  for  the  abandonment  of  the 
Amendments  at  this  stage  of  the  Bill. 
It  would  be  manifest  to  the  Government 
that  they  would  not  be  in  a  position  to 
have  the  Report  stage  on  Thursday ;  and 
he  would  suggest  that  it  would  be  a 
great  advantage  to  have  an  opportunity 
of  calmly  considering  the  whole  question 
mtil  the  following  Monday,  when  the 
Beport  might  be  finished.  If  the  Go- 
remment  would  agree  to  this,  he  should 
he  justified  in  abandoning  until  then 
the  position  which  he  had  taken  in 
Committee  upon  this  flogging  question, 
and  the  Bill  would  undoubtedly  go 
through  Committee  that  evening. 

The  chancellor  oftue  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  must  remind  the  Committee 
that  this  particular  question  of  flogging 
is  one  which  has  been  so  very  much 
hefore  the  minds  of  hon.  Members 
daring  a  considerable  time  that  there 
Wight  not  to  be  any  difiiculty  in  pre- 
paring for  the  discussion  on  Thursday. 
The  circumstances  as  to  the  pressure  of 
time  are  so  well  known  that  I  will  not 
refer  to  them  again;  but  it  must  bo 
lemembered  that  the  present  Act  expires 
on  the  25th  instant,  and  that  the  present 
Bill  has  to  go  to  the  House  of  Lords, 
where  it  would  be  hardly  decent  to  ex- 
pect that  the  noble  Lords  interested  in 
the  matter  shoidd  pass  it  without 
niaking  some  observations  upon  it. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  felt  he  could  speak 
for  the  hon.  Members  round  about  him, 
ftod  say  that  it  was  their  desire  that  this 
Bill  should  not  be  lost.  The  request 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Pamell)  was  in  no  sense  made  with  the 
object  of  hazarding  the  passage  of  the 
BQL  He  would  suggest  that  the  Be- 
port should  be  taken  on  Friday^  when 


he  doubted  not  that  the  Government 
would  have  the  Bill  in  au  improved 
shape. 

Mr.  BIGGAH  joined  in  the  sugges- 
tion that  the  Eoport  should  be  put  off 
until  Friday.  If  hon.  Members  were 
only  allowed  one  day  to  look  over  the 
Bill,  they  would  not  have  time  to  put  on 
the  Paper  any  Amendments  which  they 
might  think  it  right  to  propose ;  and 
the  consequence  of  that  would  be  that 
the  Committee  would  not  have  an  op- 
portunity of  sufficiently  examining  them 
before  they  were  submitted  to  their 
consideration.  Again,  if  hon.  Members, 
owing  to  the  short  space  of  time  allowed 
to  them,  were  unable  to  frame  necessary 
Amendments,  the  Bill  would  pass  the 
House  with  a  number  of  imperfections. 
He  thought  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer would  find  the  Business  of  the 
House  despatched  by  taking  the  Report 
on  Friday. 

Mr.  CALLAN  thought  that  hon. 
Members  would  have  ample  time  for 
the  consideration  of  Ainendmente  if  the 
Report  were  taken  on  Thursday. 

Mr.  RAMSAY  felt  it  to  be  requisite 
that  the  Bill  should  be  proceeded  with 
with  the  least  possible  delay ;  and  that, 
although  hon.  Members  might  have  but 
a  brief  period  to  consider  Amendments 
which  tlioy  might  wish  to  make,  they 
should  consider  also  what  was  due  to 
the  other  House  of  Parliament,  and 
assent  to  the  Government  proposal. 

Dr.  KENEALY  said,  it  would  be 
more  advantageous,  in  his  opinion,  to 
bring  on  Report  next  Friday  than  upon 
Thursday.  He  had  the  greatest  hope 
that  after  the  remarks  which  had  pro- 
ceeded from  the  front  Opposition  Bench 
the  Government  would  no  longer  enter- 
tain the  least  doubt  that  public  opi- 
nion was  entirely  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  the  punishment  of  flogging 
in  the  Army.  He  did  not  hesitate 
to  express  his  belief  that  the  proposal 
which  had  just  been  made  was  a  Party 
move.  It  was  a  Party  move,  because 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  his  side  of  the 
House,  having  seen  that  the  whole  cur- 
rent of  public  feeling  in  England,  Ire- 
land, and  Scotland  was  agains^t  the 
punishment  of  flogging,  had  adopted 
this  opposition  for  the  sake  of  catching 
the  wind  of  popularity.  He  believed 
that  if  another  day  was  allowed  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  on  this  measure, 
the   Government  would  find,  from  re- 
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ports  that  would  reach  them  from  all 
quarters,  that  it  would  be  most  advan- 
tageous to  the  Service  of  the  country  to 
abolish  flogging  altogether,  and  that, 
in  doing  this,  they  had  adopted  a  course 
favourable  to  their  own  interest. 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  thought  that 
the  appeal  made  to  the  Government  was 
a  reasonable  one,  considering  the  large 
concessions  made  upon  his  side  of  the 
House.  If,  however,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  say  that  he  believed 
the  success  of  the  Bill  would  be  se- 
riously endangered  by  taking  Eeport  on 
Monday,  he  did  not  see  how  ho  could 
be  pressed  to  take  it  on  that  day.  He 
felt  that  Friday  would  not  be  a  very 
convenient  day,  because  the  debate 
would,  in  all  probability,  be  adjourned, 
and  have  to  be  resumed  on  Monday. 

TheCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEK:  Supposing  we  had  Eeport  on 
Monday,  and  that  the  discussion  finished 
at  a  late  hour,  you  will  have  to  read 
the  Bill  a  third  time,  and  to  send  it  up 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  when  it  must  bo 
printed  and  laid  upon  the  Table.  That 
cannot  be  done  before  Wednesday  or 
Thursday;  and  when  it  is  considered 
that  in  the  House  of  Lords  there  sit  not 
only  the  Commander-in-Chief,  but  Lord 
Cardwoll,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  under  the  late  Government,  Lord 
Cranbrook,  the  late  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  and  other  noble  Lords  interested 
in  this  matter,  it  would,  I  think,  hardly 
seem  decent  to  expect  that  they  would 
be  able  to  pass  the  Bill  through,  as  they 
do  many  Bills,  without  making  any  ob- 
servations upon  it.  Then  it  must  be  re- 
membered that  the  BiU  may  come  down 
here  with  Amendments,  and  that  the 
Hoyal  Assent  must  be  obtained  on 
Friday  week.  I  think  it  will  be  seen 
from  all  this  that  the  time  has  been  run 
very  close ;  and  that,  as  the  House  has 
been  in  possession  of  the  Bill  since  the 
month  of  February,  the  other  House 
would  have  a  right  to  complain  if  the 
course  proposed  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
were  followed. 

Mr.  PAENELL  asked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  whether,  if  hon.  Mem- 
bers abstained  from  further  discussing 
the  question  of  flogging  in  Committee, 
and  in  the  event  of  the  House  deciding 
to  retain  that  punishment,  they  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  moving  their 
Amendments  with  a  view  to  its  limita- 
tion upon  Eeport  ? 

Dr,  Kenealy 


The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
QIJEE  :  I  do  not  think  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  will  have  much  difficulty 
in  finding  a  place  for  any  observations 
which  he  may  wish  to  make.  This  is  a 
matter  in  which  the  Government  has  no 
control.  The  Bill  will  be  in  possession 
of  the  House,  and  if  there  are  any 
Amendments  proposed  they  will  have 
to  be  considered  and  discussed,  whether 
Government  wish  it  or  not.  We  shill 
do  everything  in  our  power  to  facilitate 
discussion  of  all  the  Amendments  whidi 
may  be  proposed,  trustins^,  of  coarse, 
that  they  will  be  reasonable,  and  that 
there  will  be  no  attempt  to  introdaoe 
anything  irrelevant  to  the  subject. 

Mr.  PAENELL  asked  whether,  in 
the  event  of  the  debate  upon  Clause  44 
continuing  to  a  late  hour  on  Thursday, 
and  in  the  event  of  the  House  deciding 
to  retain  the  punishment  of  flogging, 
the  Government  would  give  hon.  Mem- 
bers an  opportunity  of  introducing  nev 
clauses  and  moving  Amendments,  with 
a  view  to  the  limitation  of  the  punish- 
ment, at  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday? 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  thoi^ht 
that  on  Eeport  no  Member  could  speak 
more  than  once.  

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  It  must  be  borne  in  mind  thst 
on  Eeport  new  clauses  take  precedence 
of  Amendments,  and  would,  therefore, 
have  to  be  discussed  before  any  Amend- 
ment was  proposed  to  Clause  44. 

Clause  negatived. 

Mr.  PAENELL  moved,  in  page  18, 
Clause  44,  to  insert  the  following 
Clause: — 

(Cumulative  punishments.) 

"  Cumulative  punishments  shall  not  be  in- 
flicted in  respect  of  offences  committed  br 
persons  subject  to  military  law,  and  connctd 
by  courts  martial,  in  the  case  of  penal  servitodt 
for  a  term  excetxling  seven  years,  and  in  tfct 
case  of  imprisonment  for  a  term  czCGediiig 
twelve  months." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  that  during  th* 
Sitting  of  the  Select  Committee  evident 
was  given  that  soldiers  were  sometiskii 
in  prison  for  six  or  seven  years  as  tfc* 
effect  of  cumulative  sentences.  TW 
had,  to  a  great  extent,  been  done  awi^ 
with  in  the  present  Bill,  inasmuch  ti 
cumulative  sentences  could  not  be  in* 
fiicted  for  more  than  two  years.  Ha 
now  wished  to  submit  that  they  might 
be  fairly  limited  to  1 2  months  in  certain 
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cases,  because  they  were  nearly  always 
inflicted  for  small  and  trivial  offences ; 
and  a  man  sentenced  for  getting  drunk, 
which  in  itself  was  not  of  a  heinous 
character,  might,  as  the  Bill  then  stood, 
get  a  very  severe  sentence.  He  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  further 
extend  the  principle  which  had  been 
already  acted  upon,  and  to  say  that 
cumulative  sentences  should  not  be  in- 
flicted in  case  of  imprisonment  for  more 
than  12  months,  and  that  in  case  of 
penal  servitude  they  should  not  take 
place  for  more  than  seven  years. 

New  Clause  {Mr.  ParneU)  hrought  up, 
and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Colonel  STANLEY  could  not  accept 
the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  Pamell).  With  regard  to 
penal  servitude,  he  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  when  a  soldier  was  once 
condenmed  for  crime  to  penal  servitude 
he  stood  on  the  same  footing  as  any 
other  prisoner  subject  to  the  same 
punishment.  As  regarded  accumulation 
of  imprisonment,  the  hon.  Member  had 
himself  drawn  attention  to  the  fact  that 
it  had  been  now  limited  to  two  years  in 
all  cases.  That  was  the  minimum  to 
which,  in  his  opinion,  under  all  the 
circumstances,  it  was  desirable  to  go. 

Mb.  PAENELL  pointed  out  that  in 
ordinary  criminal  law  it  was  not  the 
practice  to  inflict  cumulative  sentences 
of  imprisonment,  but  that  it  was  the 
practice  to  inflict  cumulative  sentences 
of  penal  servitude.  He  asked  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to  limit 
these  sentences  still  further  than  was 
provided  by  the  Bill. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
JoHK  Holker)  said,  the  hon.  Member 
was  mistaken  in  his  impression  that 
cumulative  sentences  of  imprisonment 
were  not  given.  They  were  given  ;  but 
it  was  not  usual  that  they  should  amount 
altogether  to  more  than  two  year's  im- 
prisonment. 

Mb.  BIGGAR,  referring  to  the  de- 
acription  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell)  of  the 
Bufierings  endured  by  soldiers  under- 
going long  terms  of  imprisonment  in 
hot  climates,  urged  upon  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  to  agree  to  the 


part  of  the  clause  relating  to  imprison- 
ment. It  was  well  known  that  when  a 
man  was  sentenced  to  two  years'  im- 
prisonment in  a  hot  climate  it  implied 
either  death  to  the  individual  or  per- 
manent injury  to  his  health. 

Clause  negatived, 

Mb.  PAENELL  moved,  in  page  18, 
after  Clause  44,  to  insert  the  following 
clause : — *'  A  soldier  shall  not  be  sen- 
tenced to  corporal  punishment  more  than 
once  in  twelve  months."  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said,  that  there  had  been  several 
instances  in  which  soldiers  had  been 
sentenced  to  corporal  punishment  within 
very  short  intervals.  He  did  not  say 
that  there  had  been  any  recent  instances 
of  the  practice,  for,  of  course,  the  country 
had  been  at  peace  for  a  great  number  of 
years,  and  there  had  been  no  recent 
instances  of  the  infliction  of  corporal 
punishment.  In  1858  a  case  occurred 
in  which  a  man  was  sentenced  to  receive 
50  lashes  thrice  Within  six  weeks.  Be- 
tween the  second  and  third  times  of 
punishment  his  back  was  perfectly  raw. 
There  was  nothing  at  present  to  pre- 
vent a  man  being  flogged  at  intervals  of 
three  or  four  weeks,  or  even  of  one 
week.  The  power  of  flogging  should 
not  be  allowed  to  become  an  abuse, 
but  should  be  limited  in  a  reasonable 
manner. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  if  he 
were  to  accept  the  Amendment  the  result 
would  be  that  if  a  soldier  committed 
certain  offences  for  which  he  was  liable 
to  corporal  punishment,  and  again  com- 
mitted the  same  offence  within  12 
months,  he  would  escape  all  punish- 
ment. As  to  being  flogged  more  than 
once  in  six  weeks,  of  course  he  would 
accept  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man that  that  had  happened;  but  he 
could  not  conceive  the  circumstances 
under  which  it  could  have  arisen,  for  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  medical  officer  to 
examine  and  certify  in  writing  that  a 
man  was  flt  to  undergo  any  punishment. 
If  the  case  had  been  accurately  stated 
there  must  have  been  gross  carelessness 
on  the  part  of  the  medical  officer.  He 
was  afraid,  however,  that  although  they 
might  put  in  this  Amendment,  prevent- 
ing flogging  from  taking  place  more 
than  once  in  12  months,  yet  no  clause  in 
an  Act  of  Parliament  woidd  restrain 
soldiers  from  committing  the  crimes 
within  that  period. 
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Mb.  BIGGA.R  did  not  know  whether 
he  was  correct  in  his  opinion ;  but  he 
certainly  thought  that  if  a  soldier  was  so 
bad  a  character  that  he  required  flogging 
more  than  twice  in  12  months  he  was 
better  out  of  the  Army.  The  argument 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
seemed  to  him  to  be  very  much  against 
the  principle  of  flogging ;  and  he  would 
really  suggest  to  him  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment, and  see  whether  men  that  required 
flogging  more  than  once  in  1 2  months 
could  not  be  got  rid  off  ?  If  they  were 
going  to  keep  a  soldier  who  required 
flogging  twice  in  12  months,  that  man 
would  pass  a  long  time  in  hospital,  and 
his  value  to  the  Army  would  be  very 
small.  If  this  Amendment  were  adopted, 
a  man  could  be  got  rid  of  who  was  of  so 
bad  a  character  that  he  required  so 
severe  a  punishment  as  flogging  twice 
in  so  short  a  period  as  12  months.  All 
the  arguments  he  had  heard  went  to 
show  that  it  was  undesirable  that  men 
of  vicious  character  should  be  mixed  up 
with  men  of  good  character,  who  were 
likely  to  be  influenced  by  their  example. 
If  a  man  were  flogged  twice  in  1 2  months 
he  would  require  to  be  put  in  hospital, 
and  would  only  form  a  part  of  the  non- 
effective branches  of  the  Service  ;  more- 
over, the  country  would  be  put  to  the 
expense  of  male  or  female  nurses  to 
attend  him,  and  of  a  military  surgeon  to 
dress  his  wounds.  Would  it  not  be 
better,  instead  of  incurring  this  expense 
for  a  vicious  man  of  no  use  to  the  Army 
to  turn  him  out  of  it  ? 

Mb.  PARNELL  asked,  whether  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  doubted 
whether  such  a  thing  could  happen  as 
three  floggings  within  six  weeks  after  the 
instance  he  had  given  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  did  not 
doubt  the  accuracy  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

Mb.  PARNELL  would  not  bind  him- 
self to  the  accuracy  of  what  ho  had 
stated,  for  he  had  only  had  the  informa- 
tion communicated  to  him.  He  thought 
if  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
would  refer  to  the  records  of  the  Royal 
Artillery  of  a  certain  place  he  would 
And  that  a  soldier,  called  Davis,  was 
flogged  in  the  riding  school  three  times 
within  six  weeks.  On  the  first  two  oc- 
casions he  took  it  very  well,  but  the 
third  time  his  back  was  covered  with 


ulcers  ;  but,  nevertheless,  the  medical 
man  allowed  the  punishment  to  be  in- 
flicted. There  was  a  great  noise  about 
the  matter  at  the  time,  and  he  might 
mention  that  the  name  of  the  officer  who 
inflicted  it  was  Cartwright. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  knew  of  an  instance 
which  occurred  in  1867,  when  a  maa 
was  flogged  twice  in  something  less  than 
a  week.  The  man  was  tried  for  a  speoifis 
offence,  and  sentenced  to  50  lashes  and 
two  years'  imprisonment.  On  hearing 
his  sentence  ho  threw  up  his  cap,  and 
called  out  for  three  cheers  for  tne  Ge- 
neral presiding  at  the  Court.  He  was 
called  back,  and  sentenced  to  receive  50 
more  lashes  and  two  years'  moreim* 
prisonment.  He  got  50  lashes  the  next 
week,  and  within  the  same  week  re- 
ceived the  second  50 ;  he  also  served  his 
four  years'  imprisonment.  That  in* 
cident  occurred  in  Dublin,  in  1867. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  that  the  obserfa- 
tions  of  hon.  Members  were  thrown 
away.  It  had  been  urged  upon  the  Qfh 
vernment  that  a  man  who  deserved 
flogging  more  than  once  in  12  montlu 
was  better  out  of  the  Army.  To  that 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
replied  by  reiterating  the  weak,  fooliik 
argument  which  they  had  heardhundredi 
of  times  when  this  question  was  die- 
cussed  years  ago,  that  they  must  not 
allow  a  soldier  to  see  that  he  could  be 
got  rid  of.  Why,  that  was  the  veij 
thing  they  ought  to  do — ^they  wanted  to 
get  rid  of  the  bad  character.  Thev  bid 
heard  a  good  deal  about  the  muitaiy 
authorities  with  regard  to  this  questioi. 
He  thought  that  the  civilian^  in  tlilt 
House  were  much  more  competent  to 
discuss  this  question,  and  advise  upon 
it,  than  the  military  authorities,  wM 
they  put  forward  the  argument  that  it 
was  better  to  flog  a  man  twice  in  It 
months  than  get  rid  of  him  altogether. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee   divided  : — Ayee  37; 
Noes    65:    Majority    28.— (Div.  IM  j 
No.  169.) 

Mr.  PAENELL  moved,  in  page  1^ 
after  Clause  44,  to  insert  the  followilf 
clause : — 

(Instrument  to  be  used.) 

*^  The  instrument  to  bo  used  in  the  i]ifi>fl|>^ 
of  corporal  punishment  shall  be  a  cat-o*-tfil 
tails  according  to  the  scaled  pattern  ajqpiW 
by   the  First  Lord  of   the  Admbialtyt  M 
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fhe  Kventh  day  of  December,  One  thousand 
eight  hundred  and  Boventy-seven,  from  tho 
Royal  Marine  Office,  and  endorsed  W.  J.  Rodney, 
D.  A.  G.,  but  without  knots." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  it  would 
be  in  the  recollection  of  the  Committee 
that,  daring  the  discussion  upon  the  in- 
strument to  be  used  for  the  infliction  of 
this  punishment,  some  remarkable  state- 
ments were  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty. 
In  reply  to  some  observations  made,  ho 
denied  that  there  was  any  Marine  cat, 
and  he  also  denied  that  there  was  any 
cat  used  on  board  the  training  ship  at 
Portsmouth.    After  some  considerable 
contention,  the  cats  were  brought  down 
to  the  House,  and  exhibited  in  one  of 
tbe  rooms,  in  the  custody  of  the  Ser- 
geant-at-Axms.     There  was  also  exhi- 
bited the  cat  belonging  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Home  Secretary,  in 
use  in  prisons.     They  then  found  that 
one  of  the  cats  from  the  Admiralty  came 
from  the  Duke  of  Wellington,  at  Ports- 
mouth.   Another  cat,  which  was  called 
the  Marine  cat,  was  produced,  and  also 
a  smaller  cat,  the  one  referred  to  in  his 
Amendment,  and  which  was  said  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  to  be  used 
in  the  Army.     The  result  of  tho  discus- 
sion that  took  place  showed  a  very  re- 
markable ignorance  on  the  part  of  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,   tho    Home    Secretary, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  as 
to  the  instruments  which  they  used  in  in- 
flicting   this   punishment.      The    right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  admitted,  at  that  time,  that 
he  had  not  seen  tho  instruments;  nei- 
ther, he  (Mr.  Pamell)   supposed,   had 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War ;  and 
ererything  which  happened  then  and 
ibce  had  shown  the  necessity  that  an 
instrument  not  of  exceptional  severity 
ihoold  be  used  in  the  infliction  of  this 
punishment.     They  had  no  information 
BB  to  the  nature  of  the  cats  used  on 
Wrd  ship  for   flogging  soldiers    and 
tailors,  or  as  to  the  nature  of  the  cats 
uied  in  the  operations  in  South  Africa. 
They  had    recently    heard,   upon    the 
wthority  of  the  Government,  that  200 
soldiers   had    been    flogged    in  South 
Africa — that  was  one  out  of  every  75  of 
A«  Force  there.     He  should  be  very 
^  to  know  what  pattern  of  cat  had 
^  used ;  whether  it  was  according  to 


the  pattern  of  the  Home  Secretary — a 
cat  of  the  most  villainous  description — 
or  whether  tho  cat  was  according  to  the 
pattern  of  that  used  on  board  the  Duke 
of  Wellington  training  ship,  or  whether 
it  was  according  to  the  two  other  pat- 
terns found  at  the  Admiralty  ?  He 
was  at  a  loss  to  understand  that  there 
was  any  pattern.  It  seemed  to  be  loft 
to  the  captain  of  a  ship  to  choose  his 
own  cat,  and  to  please  himself  as  to  the 
number  of  knots,  and  the  weight  of 
handle,  and  the  length  of  tails.  He 
thought  it  desirable  that  if  they  had  an 
instrument  of  that  kind  it  should  not  be 
one  which  would  inflict  an  excessive 
punishment.  Ho  had  chosen  that  pat- 
tern of  cat  which  seemed  to  him  to 
be  the  best.  It  was  true  the  pattern  he 
had  chosen,  now  in  the  charge  of  the 
Sergoant-at-Arms,  had  a  number  of 
knots ;  but  he  thought  the  cat  to  be 
used  should  be  without  knofcs.  If  that 
punishment  wore  to  be  inflicted,  they 
desired  to  lessen  the  torture  as  much  as 
possible  ;  and  since  the  House  had  de- 
cided to  inflict  the  cat-o* -nine-tails  they 
asked  that  there  should  be  some  uni- 
formity in  the  instruments  used,  and 
that  an  excessive  cat  should  not  be 
employed. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  agreed  with  the 
proposition  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath.  He  might  bo  misinformed ;  but 
he  had  strong  reason  to  believe  that  the 
cat  which  had  been  exhibited,  and  which 
was  said  to  be  the  Naval  cat,  was  not 
the  cat  in  use  at  tho  present  moment  in 
several  stations  where  Her  Majesty's 
Squadrons  were.  Three  years  ago  he 
was  in  California,  and  it  was  there  said 
to  him — rightly  or  wrongly  he  did  not 
know,  for  he  did  not  see  the  hands 
turned  out  for  punishment,  and  did  not 
witness  the  flogging — but  he  was  then 
informed  that  though  an  order  had  then 
gone  forth,  from  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty,  that  a  sealed  cat  should  be 
used,  that  that  was  not  the  cat  then  in 
operation,  but  the  same  cat  which  was 
in  existence  25  or  30  years  before,  and 
was  in  use  in  the  Pacific  Squadron.  If 
that  were  the  case  then,  and  if  that 
were  the  case  now,  unless  it  was  specifi- 
cally declared  in  the  Bill  that  the  cat  to 
be  used  should  be  a  cat  without  knots, 
what  guarantee  had  they  that  the  same 
thing  should  not  occur  again  ?  He  saw 
there  an  lion,  and  gallant  Gentleman 
who  had  had  some  experience  in  Her 
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Majesty's  Navy,  and,  perliaps,  lie  would 
bo  able  to  inform  the  Committee  if  there 
were  not  a  cat  used  with  more  than  nine 
knots  ?  That  being  the  case,  he  could, 
at  least,  speak  from  certain  knowledge 
that  such  a  cat  did  exist  30  years  ago. 
He  hoped  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  would  go  to  a  Division  upon  his 
Amendment. 

Mr.  C ALLAN  trusted  that  the.  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  would  not  be  put  to 
the  trouble  of  going  to  a  Division  upon 
his  Amendment,  for  ho  conceived  that 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was 
bound  in  honour  personally  to  the 
House  to  accede  to  the  Amendment. 
But,  before  he  proceeded  with  that 
matter,  he  must  be  allowed  to  remark 
upon  the  departure  from  the  House  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  It  was  not  only 
not  respectful  to  the  House,  but  it  was 
not  respectful  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath.  No  sooner  had  allusion  been 
made  to  the  Navy  cat  than  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  sneaked  out  of  the 
House. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
^fember  must  not  use  the  words 
**  sneaked  out  of  the  House,"  as  the 
expression  was  not  Parliamentary. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  he  withdrew 
the  word  '*  sneaked,"  and  would  only  say 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
covertly  left  the  House.  He  had  gradually 
moved  along  the  Treasury  Bench, 
until  he  imagined  he  could  leave  the 
House  without  being  observed.  He  had 
left  the  House,  evidently  and  purposely, 
to  avoid  exciting  attention. 

Colonel  STANLEY  did  not  think  that 
the  hon.  Member  would  wish  to  misre- 
present his  right  hon.  Friend  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty.  He  might  ex- 
plain that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
merely  gone  to  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
court)  once  happily  described  as  *' Com- 
mittee of  Supply." 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  he  would 
reserve  his  remarks  with  reference  to 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty.  In  the  original  de- 
bate upon  the  clause  as  it  was  first  placed 
before  the  House,  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  stated,  in  reply  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain),   that  the  Army  cat  had  no 

Mr,  Maedonald 


knots,  and  was  exactly  similar  to  fhf 
sealed  pattern  cat  at  the  Admiralty.  B 
was  said  in  the  House,  in  his  preaenoe, 
that  the  Army  cat  was  precisely  similir 
to  the  sealed  pattern  Army  cat  in  tha 
Navy;  but  it  had  been  seen  that  the 
Marine  cat  was  the  only  sealed  patteni 
cat  at  the  Admiralty.  It  was  also  said 
by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man, in  reply  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham,  that  the  Marine  eat  was 
without  knots ;  the  Marine  cat  had  now 
been  exhibited  in  that  House,  and  had 
nine  knots.  Those  assertions  could  not 
be  contradicted,  and  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman,  by  his  own  admis- 
sions, was  honourably  bound  to  aooede 
to  the  clause  proposed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  theit 
seemed  to  be  some  misapprehenflioii» 
which  he  would  endeavour  to  remora. 
Speaking  from  recollection,  be  believed 
that  the  first  question  he  was  asked  was 
with  regard  to  the  pattern  of  the  cat, 
and  whether  it  was  the  same  aa  ilia 
Navy  and  Home  Office  pattern?  lb 
that  he  replied  that,  not  being  acquainted 
with  either,  he  could  not  answer  ilia 
question.  He  was  then  asked  whethor 
the  cat  had  knots  ?  He  had  never  aaei 
a  cat  for  20  years,  and  he  could  not 
exactly  remember  the  pattern  of  it 
With  regard  to  the  actual  cat,  he  was 
asked  to  seal  a  pattern.  Whether  ihflit 
was  a  sealed  cat  or  not  already  he  did 
not  know,  as  the  thing  had  not  been  it 
use  for  many  years.  He  replied  tkat' 
he  would  seal  the  pattern,  and  that  ha 
would  take  the  cat  in  use  in  the  Anoji 
whether  better  or  worse  than  any  other. 
There  were  obvious  reasons  for  not  da- 
parting  from  that  pattern.  He  had  alse 
been  asked  whether  that  cat  was  similar 
to  the  Marine  cat  ?  He  believed  thai 
it  was ;  but  as  the  instrument  had  sol 
been  in  use  in  this  country  for  10  or  Hi 
years  it  was  difficult  to  speak  with  it* 
gard  to  it. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  the  ri* 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  umnT 
a  misapprehension.     In  the  cooraa  flC< 
the  debate  it  had  been  stated  that  tht:i 
cat  in  the  Army  was  the  same  aa 
used   in  the  Navy;  it  was  also 
that  the  sealed  pattern  cat  at  the 
miralty  had  no  knots.     The  instromi 
deposited  in  that  House,  in  thd  chaxft 
of  the   Scrgeant-at-Arms,  consisted 
nine  tails  of  strong  whipcord,  with  oiii: 
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knots  at  the  end  of  eacli  tail,  wliicli 
would  inflict,  in  the  hands  of  a  skil- 
ful administrator,  such  punishment  as 
would    remove    81     pieces    of    flesh. 

E Colonel  Stak^let  dissented.]  The  right 
on.  and  gallant  Gentleman  shook  his 
head;  hut  he  (Mr.  Callan)  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  that  that  would  be  the 
result  of  the  experiment,  if  they  could 
find  a  subject  to  make  it  upon.     He 
would  suggest  that  the  cat-o' -nine-tails 
at  the  Admiralty,  and  the  Marine  cat, 
at  present  the  only  sealed  cat — the  cat 
with  nine  tculs  and  nine  knots — should 
be  made  the  universal  pattern.    They 
should  eliminate  the  nine  knots  from 
the  nine  tails  of  that  cat,  and  they  would 
diminish  the  question  by  eight-ninths. 
He  did  not  know  whether  he  should  be 
right  in  referring  to  the  Naval  cat  in 
the  absence  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty ;  he 
only  wished,  however,  to  make  a  com- 
parison.    The  Marine  cat  was  not  the 
Navy  cat ;  but  he  saw  at  the  Admiralty 
the  Navy  cat.     When  he  saw  it  it  was 
endorsed,     '*  Specimen    approved    of, 
lodged  in  store  many  years  ago."    But 
when  that  cat  was  deposited  in  the  care 
of  the  Sergeant- at- Arms  that  endorse- 
ment was  removed,  and  the  following 
endorsement  was  substituted : — **  Speci- 
men cat,  approved  of  for  use  on  board 
Her  Majesty's  ships  for  seamen  and 
Marines."     He  had  been  contradicted 
with  reference  to  his    statement   that 
there  was  a  Navy  cat  and  a  Marine  cat. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Meath  put  a  ques- 
tion to  him  with  reference  to  the  matter, 
and  he  stated,  in  reply,  that  the  endorse- 
ment had  been  changed.     That  was  the 
first  opportunity  he  had  had  of  saying 
that  that  endorsement  had  been  changed, 
and  the  person  who  informed  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty    that    the    former    endorse- 
ment had  been  removed,    because  it 
was  no  longer  required,  was  unworthy 
of  holding    office    in    the    Admiralty. 
He  was  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  not  made    the  statement 
of  his  own  knowledge;  it  was  a  de- 
Kherate  falsification  by  some  subordi- 
nate oflicials  in  the  Admiralty.    Acting 
upon  the  information  given  him,  the 
Tight  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  had  come  down  to  the 
House  and  stated  that  the  endorsement 
had  been  removed  because  it  was  no 
longer  re<juired.    But  if  no  longer  re- 


quired, why  not  send  the  cat  to  the 
Museum?  The  whole  matter,  in  con- 
nection with  these  cats,  had  been  con- 
ducted by  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  the* 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  not  from 
their  own  knowledge,  but  from  the  mis- 
leading statements  of  subordinates.  It 
was  due  to  themselves,  as  Members  of 
that  House,  to  ascertain  and  investigate 
who  were  the  persons  really  responsible 
for  these  falsifications.  He  did  not 
suppose  that  the  right  hon.  and  gedlant 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  ever  seen  a  cat  in  his  life.  He 
could  not  see  what  objection  he  could 
have  to  remove  the  nine  knots  from  each 
of  the  nine  tails.  The  vote  which  they 
were  about  to  take  was  upon  the  ques- 
tion that  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
insisted  upon  having  nine  knots  at  the 
end  of  each  of  the  nine  tails,  in  order 
to  scarify  a  poor  soldier's  back  by  taking 
off  81  pieces  of  flesh.  That  was.  the 
vote  which  they  would  have  to  give  next 
Thursday — namely,  whether  the  cat  was 
to  have  nine  tails,  and  nine  knots  to 
each  tail  ?  If  the  nine  knots  were  re- 
moved from  the  end  of  the  tails,  he 
would  not  go  to  much  inconvenience  in 
coming  to  the  Division  on  Thursday; 
but  unless  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  removed  those  knots  he 
could  not  lay  much  claim  to  the  merciful 
consideration  hitherto  shown  him  at  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  Committee  counted,  and 
40  Members  being  found  present. 

Me.  BIGGAE  said,  that  so  far  as  he 
knew,  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
had  not  given  them  any  information  as 
to  what  the  nature  of  the  cats  to  be  used 
was  to  be.  He  should  be  glad  to  know 
to  what  extent  the  cat  he  recommended 
resembled  the  sealed  cat  in  the  posses- 
sion of  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  ? 

Mr.  CHAMBEELAIN  said,  he  had 
an  appeal  to  make  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath,  and  he  wished  to  point  out 
what  he  thought  was  rather  delaying  the 
further  progress  of  the  Bill.  His  hon. 
Friend  was  very  anxious,  if  the  House 
should  hereafter  affirm  the  continued 
propriety  of  corporal  punishment,  that 
he  should  have  an  opportunity  of  moving 
the  various  limiting  clauses ;  and  he  un- 
derstood from  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer that  those  clauses  would  have 


507  Army  LUeipUne  and        \  COMMONS  ] 


Regulation  BUI. 


m 


to  come  first  on  Report.  It  would  be  ex- 
tremely inconvenient  to  take  up  the  time 
on  Thursday  in  discussing  those  limiting 
clauses,  when  the  House  really  wanted  to 
come  to  a  Division  on  the  main  question. 
What  was  really  desired  was  that  Thurs- 
day should  be  occupied,  so  far  as  it  was 
necessary  to  be  occupied  at  all,  by  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  main  question.  A  Division 
would  probably  be  taken  late  at  night  as 
to  whether  there  was  to  be  any  flogging 
at  all.  That  question  having  been  de- 
cided, his  hon.  Friend  wished  to  have 
an  opportunity  of  moving  his  limiting 
clauses,  which  opportunity  he  would  ob- 
tain if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  undertake  that  the  debate 
on  the  Report  should  then  be  ad- 
journed to  a  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday. 
If  that  could  be  arranged,  he  would 
advise  his  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his 
Amendments  now  and  reserve  himself 
for  Friday. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  was  most  anxious  to  make 
any  arrangements  which  would  facilitate 
the  discussion  of  that  question ;  but,  of 
course,  the  Government  had  not  the  power 
to  override  the  Rules  of  the  House,  and 
one  of  those  Rules  was  that  when  a  Bill 
was  discussed  upon  Report  new  clauses 
must  be  disposed  of  before  they  came  to 
the  Amendments.  If,  therefore,  they 
had  any  new  clauses  to  propose,  unless 
one  of  them  should  raise  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  the  principle  of  flogging,  to  which 
he  had  nothing  to  say,  they  must  discuss 
those  clauses  before  they  came  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Bill  in  detail.  He 
should,  of  course,  be  most  anxious  that 
the  discussion  should  be  continued,  if 
necessary ;  and  if  the  Bill  were  not 
finished  on  Thursday  he  should  propose 
a  Morning  Sitting  on  Friday,  and,  if 
necessary,  a  Sitting  on  Saturday  as  well, 
though  he  did  not  like  to  propose  Satur- 
day Sittings. 

Mb.  HOPWOOD  asked,  whether  it 
would  not  be  possible  for  his  hon.  Friend 
to  move  some  general  affirmation  on  pro- 
ceeding to  the  consideration  of  the  Re- 
port? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  Yes. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  that  there  was 
another  plan.  The  whole  question  might 
be  raised  upon  another  clause,  which 
could  be  taken  before  all  other  clauses. 
Perhaps  that  would  be  a  more  conve- 
nient course. 

Mr,  Chamberlain 


Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that,  p«. 
sonally,  he  was  inclined  to  ag^ree  vidi 
the  hon.  Member  for  Swansea  (lb. 
Dillwyn) ;  but  the  matter  did  not  rest  in 
their  hands.  It  was  competent  to  vs] 
hon.  Member  to  move  a  new  clause;  hnt^ 
of  course,  the  precedence  of  these  cUiuei 
inter  se  must  be  decided  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers themselves ;  and,  in  that  case,  if 
the  clause  were  taken  it  would  probaUj 
be  advisable  to  take  it  early. 

Mr.  chamberlain  asked  wlw- 
ther  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  be  willing  to  give  up  Friday  to  tl» 
Amendments  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  said,  he  should  be  very  glad  if 
the  discussion  on  corporal  punishment 
could  be  taken  the  first  thing  on  Thun- 
day,  and  if  any  arrangement  could  be 
made  by  which  the  question  could  be  lo 
raised.  It  would  then  run  on  ;  and,  of 
course,  the  Government  would  be  quite 
willing  to  make  any  arrangemente  1)J 
which  the  other  discussion  might  be  con- 
cluded. He  would  not  anticipate  tbi 
discussion  on  corporal  punishment,  whidl 
might  last  the  whole  night.  It  it  did 
not  finish  on  that  night,  they  would,  d 
course,  be  prepared  to  continue  it  ot 
Friday  morning. 

Mr.  chamberlain  asked  whethw 
the  discussion  would  go  on  late  on  Thau- 
day  night  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER  thought  it  was  rather  inconf^ 
nient  to  put  all  these  hypothetical  qusi* ; 
tions,  because  it  was  impossible  to  MJ-| 
what  might  happen.      The  Committer  i 
however,  were  perfectly  aware  of  wWi 
the  general  feeling  of  the  Govemmeil 
was.     They  did  not  wish  to  keep  tl» 
Committee  sitting  at  unreasonable  £0111% 
nor,  on  the  other  hand,  did  they  wiihl* 
shorten  or  stifle  discussion  ;  but,  at  Al 
same  time,  they  wished  to  get  throujAth 
Bill,  so  as  to  let  it  go  out  of  that  Q 
in  the  course  of  the  current  week. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  all  k» 
wanted  to  secure  was  this — after  ft*, 
field  day  on  Thursday,  and  in  the 
of  the  House  deciding  on  corporal  punufc 
ment,  he  wanted  to  have  on  Frida; 
opportunity  of  asking  the  House  to 
the  matter  in  certain  ways.  There 
for  instance,  the  Amendments  on 
Schedule,  which,  otherwise,  it  would 
necessary  to  move  that  night, 
thought,  however,  it  would  be  ^. 
waste  of  time  to  go  on  moving  Am&flf 
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ments  with  regard  to  flogg^g  that  night 
pending  the  decision  of  the  House, 
which  was  to  be  taken  on  the  Eeport ; 
and  if  there  was  any  way  in  which  their 
right  would  be  recognized  to  move  those 
Amendments  subsequently  to  the  debate 
on  the  principle  of  flogging  on  Thurs- 
day he  should  be  perfectly  satisfied,  and 
would  not  detain  the  Committee  by 
pressing  those  points  at  that  moment. 
He  thought  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  meant  to  deal  fairly  by  them, 
and  that  they  need  not  further  press 
their  Amendments  that  night. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, before  the  Motion  was  with- 
drawn, wished  to  say  that  this  was 
exactly  one  of  those  cases  where 
the  proverb,  '*  Where  there's  a  will 
there's  a  way,"  applied.  If  they 
agreed  that  there  should  be,  first  of  all, 
on  Thursday  a  discussion  upon  the 
main  principle  of  flogging,  they  would 
leave  it  entirely  to  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
consider  how  they  would  like  to  raise 
their  Amendments.  They  could  ascer- 
tain what  the  Rules  of  the  House  were 
upon  that  point.  The  Government,  on 
their  part,  were  perfectly  ready  to  offer 
facilities  on  Eriday  for  the  discussion  of 
any  limitation  hon.  Members  might 
wish  to  propose,  provided  they  would 
take  care  that  they  were  proposed  in 
such  a  way  as  not  to  raise  unnecessary 
side  issues,  but  would  let  the  House  go, 
without  waste  of  time  unnecessarily,  to 
the  discussion  of  those  limitations.  Pos- 
sibly, the  House  might  then  be  ready, 
having  put  the  Bill  into  shape,  to  read 
it  a  third  time  at  once. 

Mfi.  CALLAN  wished  to  correct  a 
misapprehension  that  had  arisen,  to  the 
effect  that  the  Navy  cat  had  knots  upon 
its  tails.  That  was  not  so,  it  being  a 
pecuHarity  reserved  for  the  Army  cat. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  PAENELL  moved  to  insert, 
after  Clause  53,  the  following  clause: — 

(Pziioner  may  be  represented  hy  legal  adviser.) 

**  A  prisoner  tried  by  court  martial  shall  be 
entitled  to  be  represented  by  a  legal  adviser, 
who  shall  conduct  the  defence  of  such  prisoner 
in  like  manner  as  in  a  trial  before  a  court  of 
civil  judicature,  subject  to  such  rules  of  proce- 
dure as  may  be  from  time  to  time  adopted  in 
Moordance  with  the  provisions  of  this  Act  for 
the  conduct  of  courts  martial." 

The  hon.  Gentleman  said,  that  the  sub- 
ject with  which  the  Amendment  dealt 


was  a  very  important  one.  At  present, 
a  prisoner  tried  by  court  martial  was 
not  entitled  to  have  his  defence  con- 
ducted by  a  counsel  or  a  solicitor. 
Prisoners  were  allowed  to  be  repre- 
sented by  a  friend,  which  friend  was 
usually  a  legal  gentleman.  They  had 
not  the  advantage  of  having  before  them 
the  rules  of  procedure  that  were  being 
adopted  by  the  Government  with  re- 
gard to  the  proceedings  of  courts  mar- 
tial. One  of  the  clauses  of  the  Bill 
gave  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
power  to  frame  rules  and  proceedings 
for  courts  martial;  but  they  did  not 
know  what  those  rules  were  at  present, 
though  he  assumed  that  the  old  prac- 
tice would  be  continued,  and  that  there 
would  be  no  material  alteration  made, 
so  far  as  that  part  of  the  procedure  went. 
But,  at  the  same  time,  he  thought  it 
would  be  of  the  greatest  possible  im- 
portance that  it  should  be  a  settled  and 
understood  thing  that  a  prisoner  tried 
by  court  martial  should  be  entitled  to 
have  his  defence  conducted  by  a  profes- 
sional adviser,  otherwise  they  might 
have  a  court  martial  refusing  to  allow 
a  prisoner  to  be  represented.  The 
Select  Committee  which  inquired  into 
that  Bill  last  Session  made  a  very 
strong  representation,  to  the  effect 
that  in  every  case  a  prisoner  should 
be  permitted  to  have  the  assistance 
of  a  legal  adviser,  though  they  did 
not  recommend  that  such  a  provision 
should  be  embodied  in  the  Bill,  or 
made  part  of  an  Act  of  Pai'liament. 
There  was  rather  a  difficulty  as  to  the 
way  in  which  to  arrange  it,  because  the 
Committee  did  not  consider  that  ques- 
tion until  very  late  in  the  Session,  when 
they  had  very  little  time  before  them, 
and,  consequently,  could  not  have  the 
advantage  of  witnesses  who  were  capable 
of  speaking  with  authority  on  the  ques- 
tion. But  he  would  submit  that  now 
that  they  were  passing  a  permanent 
Act  they  should  not  let  the  opportunity 
go  by  without  securing  for  tne  soldier 
or  the  officer  who  was  to  be  tried  the 
privilege  of  having  legal  advice,  if  he 
so  desired.  In  fact,  he  thought  that  in 
a  case  where  a  soldier  was  unable  to  pay 
for  that  advice  a  counsel  ought  to  be 
assigned  to  him,  just  as  a  counsel  was 
assigned  to  an  undefended  prisoner  in 
an  ordinary  civil  case.  The  Act  was  a 
very  complex  one.  It  created  a  variety 
of  new  crimes  and  new  offences,  the 
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?unisliment  for  which  was  very  severe, 
t  was,  therefore,  of  the  greatest  im- 
portance that  the  soldier  should  he  re- 
presented, at  all  events,  on  a  court 
martial,  when  he  was  heing  tried  for  any 
serious  offence,  hy  a  competent  adviser, 
who  was  capahle  of  understanding  mili- 
tary law. 

Mb.  cavendish  BENTINCK 
said,  that  the  subject  was  one  which 
had  been  under  the  consideration  both 
of  the  House  and  of  other  Bodies,  to 
whom  the  Civil  and  Military  Law  of  the 
country  had  been  referred.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  seemed  to  be  hardly 
aware  that  the  present  practice  was  not 
a  practice  under  a  recognized  Statute, 
and  the  employment  of  counsel  as  a 
friend  was  merely  the  result  of  a  provi- 
sion in  the  Queen's  Hegulations.  He 
had  not  the  Queen's  Hegulations  in  his 
hand;  but  they  provided  for  all  pro- 
ceedings by  court  martial,  and,  amongst 
other  things,  it  was  provided  and  estab- 
lished that  a  prisoner  should  be  repre- 
sented by  counsel — that  was,  by  a  friend 
acting  as  counsel,  though  that  friend 
was  not  allowed  to  address  the  court, 
nor  to  cross-examine  witnesses.  It 
would,  however,  be  quite  open  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  if  he  thought 
proper,  to  alter  his  Regulations,  and  to 
declare  that  a  prisoner  might  be  repre- 
sented in  a  court  martial  exactly  as  in 
a  civil  court.  It  was,  however,  the 
opinion  of  all  the  authorities,  and  of 
those  who  had  given  evidence  upon  the 
subject,  that  it  was  not  in  any  way  de- 
sirable to  change  the  present  practice. 
Amongst  others  who  had  given  valuable 
evidence  was  that  of  an  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  who  he  regretted  not  to  see 
in  his  place.  That  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  having  been  examined  as  a 
witness,  and  having  great  experience  on 
the  subject  of  courts  martial,  gave  very 
strong  evidence  in  favour  of  the  present 
practice,  and  that  opinion  ho  repeated 
in  his  place  in  equally  strong  terms. 
The  objection  to  any  alteration  he  would 
state  shortly  as  follows : — First  of  all,  it 
started  with  the  proposal  that  if  a  pri- 
soner was  too  poor  to  employ  a  counsel 
the  Government  should  assign  a  counsel 
to  him.  That  would  entail  enormous 
expense ;  but  passing  by  that,  the  great 
objection  to  tne  proposal  was  that  it 
would  place  the  court,  which  was  essen- 
tially a  military  court,  under  a  disad- 
vantage if  cases  were  always  to  be  ar- 
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gued  upon  one  side  and  the  other  by 
skilled  lawyers.    According  to  thehoo. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir 
William  Harcourt),  he  had  not  wished 
to  see  barristers  on  one  side  or  the  other. 
If  it  were  allowed,  then  the  legal  staff, 
the  staff  of  advocates,  would  be  superior 
to  the  court  itself,  and,  in  all  probabi- 
lity, justice  would  not  be  done.    But  if 
they  allowed  prisoners   always   to  be 
represented  by  professional  advocates, 
it  would  be  necessary  for  the  Gbvera- 
ment  also  to  have  a  large  legal  staff 
always  at  their  disposal,  not  only  upon 
general  courts  martial,  but  also  upon 
district  and  regimental  courts  mar&aL 
There  would  always  b©  a  crowd  of  meu 
willing  to  serve  and  pick  up  cases;  it 
would  be  necessary  for  the  Secretary  of 
State  always  to  be  ready  with  advocates 
on  the  other  side,  and  endless  expexue 
would  thus  be  incurred.    Now,  let  them 
see  whether  there  was  any  injustice  to 
the  prisoners  in  the  present  system.    He 
had  seen  a  good  number  of  those  cases 
since  he  had  held  the  Office  he  was  in; 
and  he  certainly  sided  with  the  miUtaxj 
authorities  in  considering  that  no  altera- 
tion  was  necessary ;    although,  if  lie 
thought  for  one  moment  that  if  any  in- 
justice to  a  prisoner  was  done,  he  sboold 
be  the  first  to  recommend  an  alteration. 
At  present,  the  prisoner  had  a  friend 
who  was  a  professional  friend.     He  pre- 
pared all  the  questions  ;  he  wrote  the 
defence ;  in  fact,  he  did  everything  for 
the    prisoner,    except    addressing  the 
court.     Under  the  present  regulations, 
all  that  took  place  at  courts  martial  were 
taken  down  in  writing  by  some  person 
who  was  employed  for  that  purpose,  or 
else  by  a  shorthand  writer.     That  being 
so,  he  did  not  think,  himself,  that  tb    ■ 
prisoner  would  be  so  very  much  bene- 
fited by  having  questions,  in  the  natuv 
of  cross-examination,  put  suddenly  to 
witnesses.     Every  question  that  a  wit- 
ness desired  to  put  to  witnesses,  either    : 
in  the  examination-in-chief   or   crose-    ^ 
examination,  could  be  put,  and  he  did 
not  see  under  what  disadvantage  the 
prisoner  lay.     He  might  also  mentioB 
that  all  findings  and  sentences  of  cooiti 
martial  were  submitted  to   the  Jadga    ' 
Advocate  General.    The  Deputy  Judgt    ' 
Advocate  also   attended   every  g«iw    ' 
court  martial  as  a  matter  of  course,  and  ^ 
he  attended  district  or  regimental  oouits  i 
martial  when  his  services  were  required* 
When  he  was  present  it  was  his  dntf 


IIS 


Arm^  JHimplim  mid        ( JtTLY  15,  1879) 


Regulation  Bill. 


514 


to  watch  the  proceedings,  and  to  see 
that  no  prisoner  was  put  to  any  disad- 
nmtage,  and  he  cu;ted,  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent, as  the  prisoner's   iriend.     Then, 
after  all  that,  the  proceedings,  which 
were  in  writing,  had  to  go  to  the  Judge 
Advocate  General's  Office,  where  they 
were  perused  with  the  greatest  care,  and 
vhere  it  was  ahsolutely  certain  that  if 
there  was  any  point  whatever   which 
tended  to  the  disadvantage  of  the  pri- 
soner it  was  rigidly  examined,  and,  if 
posuble,  turned  to  the  prisoner's  advan- 
tage.   He  might  say  tiiat  since  he  had 
held  the  Office  of  Judge  Advocate  Qene- 
nl  he  had  never  heard  of  a  complaint, 
on  the  part  of  a  prisoner,  that  he  suf- 
fered from   the   action   of  the  present 
lygtem ;  and,  under  those  circumstances, 
seebfl^  that  the  practice  had  been  estah- 
lished  for  a  long  time  without  detriment 
to  the  Public  Service  or  to  the  prisoners 
vho  were   tried ;   seeing  also  that  the 
practice  had  the  approbation  not  only 
of  the  military  authorities  themselves, 
Imt  of  those  skilled  persons  who  had 
been  examined  by  Commission  or  upon 
Oommittees,  he  could  not  see  any  reason 
for  any  alteration  in  the  present  prac- 
tice, an  opinion  in  which  he  believed  he 
ihould  be  confirmed  by  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend    the   Secretary  of 
Slate  for  War.     He,  for  one,  would  ven- 
ture to  submit  to  the  Committee  that 
this  was  not  the  proper  way  to  make 
the  change,   even  if  the  change  itself 
was  not  objected  to.     The  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  was  one 
vhich  he  thought  the  Committee  could 
not  accept.     The  procedure  which  he 
noommended  might,  or  might  not,  be 
idYiaable ;  but  to  put  it  into  the  Statute 
na  a  proceeding  to  which  he  should 
very  strongly  object.     He  was  sure  that 
the  proposition  would  meet  with  the  ob- 
jection of  the  Government,  and,  indeed, 
of  any  Government  who  had  the  conduct 
of  legislation.     To  change  the  procedure 
Vtt  one  thing ;  but  to  put  it  into  the 
Statute  was  quite  different. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  thought  there  had 
Wnagood  deal  more  of  the  General 
than  of  the  Judge  in  the  speech  which 
they  had  just  heard.  The  right  hon. 
ud  learned  Judge  Advocate  General 
had  told  them  that  a  prisoner  at  pre- 
•ent  had  legal  assistance  only;  that 
the  assistant  was  to  be  called  a  friend  ; 
tnd  that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  at  many 
ttmrts  martial   a  barrister  or  solicitor 
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was  that  friend.    What  was  now  pro- 
posed   was    that    the    cumbrous    ma- 
chinery   and   grievous    waste    of   time 
involved  in  writing  down  and  handing 
in  the  questions  to  the  President  of  the 
court  might  be  abolished,  and  in  place 
of  that  the  right  of  questioning  should 
be  put  into  the  hands  of  the  prisoner's 
counsel.    Uo  never  heard  anything  more 
lame  or  illogical  than  the  statement  put 
forward  from  the  Treasury  Bench.     It 
was  said  they  had  already  legal  assist- 
ance, and  therefore  they  could  not  allow 
a  prisoner  to   have   any  further  legal 
assistance,   in  the  same   manner  as   a 
man  on  trial  for  his  life  in  a  civil  court 
had  a  right  to  legal  assistance.     It  was 
said  that  it  was  not  for  the  convenience 
of  the  military  tribunal  that  any  further 
legal  assistance  jshould  bo  permitted.    If 
the  forms  of  the  law  for  .the  due  and 
essential  protection  of  life  and  liberty  in 
civil  courts  were  not  a  myth,  then  they 
should  be  adopted,  so  far  us  possible, 
in  military  tribunals.     If  the  forms  of 
defence  allowed  a  man  upon  trial  for  his 
in  ordinary'  civil  courts  were  useful  for 
bringing  out  the  facts  and  for  the  pro- 
tection of  innocence,  surely  the  man  on 
trial  for  his  life  before  a  court  martial 
ought  to  be  allowed  the  protection  of 
those  forms  of  procedure.      The   right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had   as- 
sumed that  the  accused  already  received 
substantial  justice,  and  that  they  were 
allowed  counsel ;    and  he   further   said 
that  if  the  counsel  were  to  be  allowed 
to  put  questions  to  the  witnesses  he  did 
not  see  what  the  Crown  could  do.     As 
if  the  Crown  could  not  find  counsel  to 
represent  it !     He  had  not  the  slightest 
doubt  that  the  Committee  would  agree 
that  if  these  things  were  necessary  fur 
the  protection  of  innocence  or  the  con- 
viction of  crime,  they  must  in  that  case 
import   something    more   than   judicial 
proceedings  into  a  court  martial.     The 
proceedings  of  a  court  martial  would  be 
held  under  this  Statute ;  and,  therefore, 
upon  the  provisions  of  the  Statute  they 
were   then   passing  would   depend   the 
efficient  defence  of  many  military  ]ui- 
soners.     Ho  would  put  to  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  to  judge  this  matter  as  a 
Judge,   and  not   as   an   advocate  or   a 
General,  and  consider  whether  it  was 
not  time,  when  they  were  passing  such  a 
measure  as  the  present,  that  they  should 
allow  a  prisoner  on  his  trial  before  a 
military  tribunal  that  defence  and  pro- 
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tection  which  the  law  cast  around  the 
same  man  if  on  his  trial  before  an  ordi- 
nary civil  court. 

Colonel  STANLEY  agreed  with  his 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  that  very  much  was  to 
be  said  as  to  the  disadvantage  of  in- 
serting a  provision  of  the  nature  pro- 
posed in  an  Act  of  Parliament.  He 
fully  agreed  that  it  would  be  much 
better  to  make  this  a  matter  of  regula- 
tion. He  might  point  out  that  if  it 
were  put  into  the  Act  that  a  prisoner 
tried  by  a  court  martial  should  be 
entitled  to  be  represented  by  a  legal 
adviser,  and  that  the  court  had  power 
to  have  a  legal  adviser  for  the  defence  of 
the  prisoner,  they  would  be  doing  a 
great  deal  of  harm,  for  there  were  many 
petty  cases  of  courts  martial — such  as 
absence  without  leave — where  the  evi- 
dence was  perfectly  clear,  and  the  pri- 
soner had  even  admitted  his  guilt,  in 
which  there  was  not  the  least  necessity 
for  counsel  to  be  employed  for  the  pri- 
soner. Moreover,  considerable  delay  in 
the  trial  might  be  caused  by  such  a  pro- 
vision. He  had  no  hesitation  in  saying 
that  he  had  always  been  in  favour  of 
adopting,  so  far  as  he  could,  such  im- 
provements in  the  procedure  of  courts 
martial  as  might  be  consistent  with  the 
efficiency  of  the  Service.  But,  under 
the  varying  circumstances,  it  was  im- 
possible to  lay  down  a  hard-and-fast  line 
in  matters  of  procedure  ;  and  he  did  not 
think  it  likely  that  wherever  a  prisoner 
applied  to  be  defended,  either  by  an 
officer  or  by  a  legal  adviser,  his  re- 
quest would  be  refused.  Such  a  re- 
quest was  never  refused  when  there  was 
reasonable  ground  for  granting  it.  But 
he  thought  to  put  into  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment a  hard-and-fast  line  allowing  pri- 
soners to  retain  counsel  might  lead  to  a 
miscarriage  of  justice,  and,  in  the  result, 
might  tend  rather  to  the  disadvantage  of 
the  prisoner  than  otherwise. 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  did  not  think 
that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
quite  apprehended  the  effect  of  the  pro- 
posed new  clause.  In  his  opinion,  the 
clause  was  a  very  reasonable  one,  and  he 
would  support  it  to  the  best  of  his 
ability.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  seemed  to  think  that  if  a 
hard-and-fast  line  were  drawn,  giving 
a  prisoner  a  right  to  a  legal  adviser, 
delay  would  be  caused  in  the  adminis- 
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tration  of  justice.  That  was  not  iiis 
object  of  the  Motion.  In  cases,  howevsr 
small,  before  a  magistrate  in  a  CLiil 
court,  the  person  accused  of  a  minor 
offence  could  obtain  legal  assistance  if 
he  pleased.  To  say  that  the  aocnsed 
person  had  a  right  to  legal  assistanoa 
was  not  the  same  thine  as  to  say  that  he 
had  it.  He  had  it  if  he  cotild  obtain  it 
This  was  really  a  somewhat  seriooi 
matter,  and  he  must  take  exception  to 
the  manner  in  which  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  had  dealt  with  the  matter.  One 
of  the  arguments  he  used  against  the 
suggestion  was,  he  admitted,  an  arga- 
ment  which  had  very  great  weight  with 
him.  The  Judge  Advocate  General  said 
that  one  objection  to  the  Amendment 
was  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  did 
not  approve  of  it.  Naturally,  he  (Sr 
Henry  James)  attached  great  weight  to 
the  opinion  of  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend ;  but  he  thought  that  the  GK>veni- 
ment  should  be  as  mindful  of  his  opinions 
on  other  occasions  as  on  the  preeeoi 
He  would  suggest  to  the  Government 
that  the  next  time  that  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Oxfoid 
expressed  an  opinion  they  should  at 
once  give  way  to  him,  before  they  asked 
other  hon.  Members  to  do  so  on  the  pie- 
sent  occasion. 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK  end, 
that  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  fer 
Oxford  had  given  evidence  before  te 
Hoyal  Commission  upon  courts  martial^ 
when  this  subject  was  very  much  con- 
sidered 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  said,  that  unle«  . 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  agreed  inth 
what  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  tibe 
Member  for  Oxford  said  the  nexttiM  • 
he  heard  him  he  could  not  be  bound  if 
his  argument.     Another  sug^geetion  pit  . 
forward  by  the  right  hon.  and  leanet 
Gentleman  the  Judge  Advocate  Genenl 
was  that  prisoners  now  had  legal  aeiu^ 
ance,  and  that  they  did  not  want  moia. 
He    said,  also,   what   legal   assiatanfli  ^ 
could  the  Crown  have  if  the  priaoo^  ^ 
were   represented  ?      The  best  way  to  ] 
meet  that  difficulty  was  to  let  the  Jndgl 
Advocate  General  appear  in  person.  W 
him  conduct  the  cas&  on  the  part  of  A* 
Crown,  and  what  chance  would  thepfr  . 
soner  have  against  him,  in  weight  •  ' 
eloquence,  knowledge,  and  skill,  in  oroi^ 
examination?     But  even   under  oA 
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disadrantagefl,  he  saw  no  reason  why 
justice  should  not  be  done;  and  he 
thought  they  should  consider  the  subject 
Teiy  seriouelj.  The  reason  for  the  op- 
position to  the  proposal  was,  as  the 
Judge  Advocate  Qeneral  had  said,  that 
the  military  authorities  were  against  it. 
There  was  no  doubt  they  would  be 
against  it ;  but  he  would  ask  the  Com- 
mittee seriously  to  consider  the  argu- 
ments in  favour  of  the  clause.  The 
Committee  must  recollect  that,  for  the 
first  time,  the  Legislature  was  placing 
drilians  under  military  law.  At  the 
▼ish  of  the  Government  they  had  ac- 
cepted the  167th  clause,  which  placed 
camp  followers  xmder  military  law. 
Eyeiyone  accompanying  a  camp — were 
he  newspaper  correspondent,  civilian,  or 
the  humblest  sutler — was  brought  under 
military  law.  Was  it  not  right,  there- 
fore, to  ask  that  the  civil  rights  belong- 
ing to  every  civilian  should  be  accorded 
to  him?  And  it  was  especially  neces- 
sary that  his  case  should  be  stated  from 
a  civilian  point  of  view.  The  course 
now  taken  was  to  allow  an  adviser  who, 
it  was  said,  might  be  either  a  legal 
adviser  or  a  military  adviser.  But  the 
prisoner's  adviser  was  not  allowed  to 
ask  a  witness  a  single  question.  It  was 
said  that  the  questions  must  be  written 
down  and  filtered  through  the  court. 
What  chance,  therefore,  was  there  of 
detecting  a  dishonest  witness  who  always 
prevaricated  ?  If  the  Judge  Advocate 
Qeneral  were  examining  a  witness,  he 
would  not  give  him  time  to  reflect 
what  answer  to  give,  for  reflection  only 
produced  dishonest  answers.  What 
was  the  result  of  the  present  sys- 
tem ?  One  result  was  to  cause  a  great 
and  unnecessary  waste  of  public  time. 
Another  result  was  injustice  to  everyone, 
for  by  those  means  they  could  never 
obtain  from  a  witness  the  quick  answer 
—the  answer  of  truth.  Those  were  his 
objections  to  the  present  system ;  but  what 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Judge  Advocate  Qeneral  said  was 
that  he  did  not  say  whether  the  practice 
was  right,  or  whether  it  was  wrong ;  but 
he  did  say  that  the  change  ought  not  to 
be  made  by  Statute.  Now  that  they  had 
made  civilians  subject  to  military  law, 
they  should  t€ike  care  to  see  that  in- 
justice was  not  done.  Every  argument 
used  by  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  could  be  used  against  the 
prisoner*    All  that  the  Judge  Advocate 


General  did  was  to  ask  them  to  trust  to 
the  Government,  and  allow  them  to 
regulate  the  procedure.  But  they  had 
just  now  heard  the  Government  state 
that  they  did  not  think  that  this  right 
should  be  conceded.  The  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  would  say,  when  consulted 
about  the  matter — '^  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  objects  to  it ;  you 
will  see  that  you  cannot  get  counsel  for 
the  Crown  ;  it  is  a  thing  that  had  better 
not  be  done."  The  matter  should  not 
be  left  to  chance ;  but  it  should  be  stated 
in  the  Bill  that,  in  some  form  or  other, 
prisoners  should  be  entitled  to  be  repre- 
sented by  counsel  at  courts  martial.  It 
must  be  a  matter  of  general  regulation, 
and  not  of  particular  regulation ;  and, 
therefore,  the  Committee  must  decide 
the  question  once  for  all.  The  Govern- 
ment had  told  them  that  they  would  not 
make  it  a  subject  of  general  regulation, 
and  they  could  not  make  it  a  subject  of 
particular  regulation.  He  had  not, 
hitherto,  placed  himself  in  opposition  to 
the  Bill ;  but  that  was  a  matter  to  which 
he  had  always  been  anxious  to  draw 
the  attention  of  the  House,  and  he 
should,  therefore,  support  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath,  and  he  trusted  that  he 
would  go  to  a  Division  upon  the  question. 
The  SOLICITOE  GENEKAL  (Sir 
HARDmQE  Giffard)  thought  that  these 
matters  had  become  somewhat  confused. 
In  the  first  place  arose  the  question, 
whether  an  accused  person  should  have 
a  right  to  counsel  ?  With  that  proposal 
he  was  disposed  to  agree  in  principle. 
He  thought  that,  in  some  form  or  other, 
the  prisoner  ought  to  have  counsel ;  but 
there  was  another  totally  different  ques- 
tion involved,  which  should  be  treated  in  a 
different  way.  They  were  not  then  dealing 
with  the  procedure  of  ordinary  Courts  of 
Justice,  but  that  of  a  military  tribunal. 
He  did  not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee 
by  detailing  the  proceedings  of  ordinary 
Courts  of  Justice,  and  he  would  only  say 
that  they  arrived  at  their  conclusions  by 
an  entirely  different  method  from  that 
which  was  adopted  by  military  tribunals. 
In  a  civil  court  they  had  a  Judge,  whose 
duty  it  was  to  examine  what  evidence 
should  be  submitted  to  the  jury,  and  to 
direct  them  upon  it.  In  a  court  martial, 
on  the  other  hand,  each  member  of  the 
court  was  both  a  judge  and  juryman ; 
and  the  difference  between  the  mode  of 
examining  and  cross-examining  in  those 
courts,  and  that  pursued  in  the  ordinary 
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oiyil  courts,  resulted  from  the  difference 
in  the  constitution  of  the  two  sets  of 
tribunals.  He  believed  that  the  prac- 
tice of  putting  questions  in  writing  had 
not  boon  found  inconvenient,  and  had 
not,  he  believed,  produced  any  injustice. 
But  the  Amendment,  besides  giving  the 
accused  the  assistance  of  counsel,  went 
on  to  say  that  his  counsel — 

**  Shall  condact  the  defence  of  sach  prisoner 
in  like  manner  as  in  a  trial  before  a  court  of 
civil  judicature.** 

Did  that  mean  that  the  procedure  was 
to  be  the  same  ?  If  it  did  mean  that 
the  procedure  was  to  be  the  same  as  that 
adopted  in  a  civil  court,  instead  of  the 
questions  being  reduced  to  writing,  the 
prisoner's  counsel  would  be  at  once  en- 
titled to  cross-examine.  That  might  be 
either  right  or  wrong ;  but  if  it  were  in- 
tended, what  was  the  meaning  of  saying 
that  those  courts  were  to  be  subject  to 
such  rules  of  procedure  as  might  be, 
from  time  to  time,  adopted  in  accordance 
with  the  provisions  of  the  Act  for  the 
conduct  of  courts  martial?  The  rules 
of  procedure  would,  probably,  provide 
for  the  military  forms  of  proceedings  to 
be  adopted,  and  there  would  at  once  be 
a  conflict.  Before  the  Committee  could 
be  asked  to  decide  upon  this  question, 
they  ought  to  know  what  was  intended. 
Was  it  intended  to  force  upon  the  mili- 
tary tribunal  the  form  of  procedure  used 
in  the  Law  Courts?  If  so,  let  it  be 
plainly  expressed,  and  then  it  would  be 
found  that  military  men  would  point  out 
reasons  why  those  forms  of  procedure, 
very  useful  in  themselves  and  indis- 
pensable in  civil  courts,  were  totally 
inapplicable  to  military  tribunals,  which 
were  generally  composed  of  laymen,  and 
had  only  to  determine  simple  questions 
of  fact.  In  its  present  form,  it  seemed 
to  him  that  the  Amendment  was  inad- 
missible, for  it  did  not  state  what  form 
of  procedure  was  intended  to  be  enforced 
by  the  Statute ;  and  if  it  were  intended 
to  enforce  the  procedure  of  the  ordinary 
Courts  of  Law  upon  courts  martial,  then 
he  said  that  that  object  was  undesirable. 
SiE  ALEXANDEE  GOEDON  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
would  be  very  cautious  before  he  gave 
any  promise  to  adopt  this  Amendment 
in  any  shape  or  form.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Taunton  (Sir  Henry 
James)  had  answered  the  Judge  Advo- 
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cate  General  by  telling  him  to  oondnot 
the  prosecution  himself.      How  oonld 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
do  that,  when  courts  martial  were  held 
in  all  parts  of  the  world,  and  in  places 
where  no  lawyers  could  be  obtained. 
He  did  not  think  that  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  had  placed  the 
question  in  a  proper  form  before  the 
Committee.     He  spoke  of  the  prisoners 
not  being  allowed  the  advice  of  legal 
friends;   but  the  fact  was    that   they 
could  advise  with  as  many  legal  friendi 
as  they  pleased.     The  only  condition 
was  that  the  prisoner's  friend  was  not 
to  address  the  court  by  word  of  mouth. 
That  was  the  only  condition,  and  when 
it  was  considered  that  officers  were  not 
lawyers  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  just 
and  proper  provision.  He  would  mention 
that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England 
had  stated  that,  in  his  opinion,  oouzti 
martial  were  the  most  fair  tribunal  known 
to  the  law,  and  that  they  were  alwaji 
in  favour  of  the  prisoner.      Then  tbfi 
Court  Martial  Commission  of  1869  had 
expressed  a  similar  opinion.    Sir  Colman 
O'Loghlen  had  also  given  an  official 
opinion  that  the  proceedings  of  courts 
martial  were  highly  fair  and  equitable. 
He  did  not  think  that  there  was  anj 
necessity  to  permit  counsel  to  addreH 
the  court  in  defence  of  the  prisoner. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  boA.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  would  not  accede  to  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  MeatL 
Major  NOLAN  did  not  think  that 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Eait 
Aberdeenshire  was  quite  right  in  stating 
that  soldiers  were  not  lawyers.    There 
were  many  instances  to  the  oontraiy. 
He    believed    that    several    American 
Generals  were  lawyers  before  the  war 
began.     He  would  very  strongly  enp- 
port  the  view  of  the  hon.  Member  kit 
Meath — a   view    which    had   been  lo 
strongly  advocated   by  the  hon.   and 
learned  Member  for  Taunton  (Sir  Heniy 
James).    He  was  not  quite  certain  whe- 
ther some  limitation  should  not  be  in- 
troduced   into    the   Amendment.     He 
would   recommend  that  the  power  to 
employ  counsel  should  be   limited  to 
general  or  district  courts  martial,  and 
that  at  smaller  cases  coming  before  a 
regimental  court  martial  counsel  ahooid 
not  be  allowed.     He  must  say  that  the 
arguments  of  the    hon.    and   learned 
Solicitor  General  were  not  convincing  to 
him.    The  argument  of  the  hon.  and 
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leanied  Gentleman  was,  that  because 
the  questions  were  put  into  writing  there 
was  no  necessity  why  counsel  should  be 
einployed  in  cross-examination.    What 
be  would  sug^g^t  was,  that  in  maldne 
rolfis  for  the  procedure  of  courts  martial 
it  should  not  be  necessary  to  put  down 
sll  questions  in  writing;    but  that  a 
frtei$  of  the    proceedings  should    be 
made,  and  so  the  cumbrous  nature  of 
the  proceedings,   as    at    present    con- 
dactod,    would    be    avoided.    He  also 
thought  that  some  discretion  should  be 
left  to  the  Presidents  of  the  courts,  in 
order  to  the  saving  of  time,  and  the 
amplifying  of  the  proceedings ;  and  he 
eooid  not  accept  the  proposition  that 
the  nresence  of  counsel  m  courts  martial 
vooid  have  the  effect  which  he  deside- 
rated.   As  far  as  courts  martial  were 
concerned — and  he  spoke  from  personal 
knowledge  of  them — the  questions  to  be 
dedded  were,  in  19  cases  out  of  20,  of 
tiiemost  simple  character;  and  the  plan 
vhich  it  was  now  proposed  to  make 
general  would  only  apply  to  the  twentieth 
oue.    He    had,    on    many   occasions, 
noticed  the  disadvantage  at  which  a 

Cner  was  placed  by  the  present  cum- 
s  system  imder  which  the  President 
of  a  court  martial  declined  to  put  down 
ia  writing  a  question  which  a  prisoner 
viahed  to  put  who  was,  so  to  speak, 
vorking  round  to  the  basis  of  his  de- 
fence. The  labour  of  writing  down  the 
Qneetions  very  often  caused  the  Presi- 
dents of  courts  martial  to  decline  to 
lUow  them  to  be  put.  In  France,  at 
tb  present  moment,  there  was  no  ob- 

rlon  to  courts  martial  being  addressed 
legal  gentlemen ;  and  he  certainly 
Med  to  see  the  validity  of  the  objec- 
tiona  which  had  been  raised  to  the  pro- 
pQial  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  on 
tlie  present  occasion. 

8iE  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  thought 
^tif  there  was  any  real  force  in  the 
objections  which  had  been  raised  by  the 
wn.  and  learned  Solicitor  General,  they 
voqU  equally  apply  to  the  employment 
<tf  counsel  on  examinations  of  accused 
ponons  before  magistrates  who,  in  many 
•Mes,  were  not  lawyers.  Such  a  prac- 
^  as  had  been  adopted  in  courte  mar- 
tial would  certainly  not  be  now  followed 
01  the  ordinary  criminal  courts  of  the 
^o^try ;  and  he  saw  no  reason  why  it 
l^Kmld  be  continued  in  courts  martial. 
He  could  see  no  reason,  moreover,  why 
ttviliiasy  who  were,  for  the  first  time. 


brought  under  the  operation  of  military 
law,  should  be  at  once  deprived  of  the 
rights  which  they  would  have  enjoyed 
if  they  had  remained  civilians,  and  de- 
clined to  serve  their  country  as  volunteers. 
Me.  HOPWOOD  was  unable  to  see 
that  there  could  be  greater  inconvenience 
in  having  legal  gentlemen  —  whether 
attorneys,  or  solicitors,  or  barristers — 
present  at  courts  martial,  than  there 
would  be  in  allowing  their  presence  at 
any  other  Courts  of  First  Instance  in 
criminal,  or  ^titf« /-criminal,  cases.  It 
had  been  said  that  the  only  way  out  of 
the  difficulty  was  to  employ  professional 
shorthand  writers;  but  he  was  unable 
to  see  the  necessity  of  taking  any  such 
step,  because  there  must  surely  be  in 
every  regiment  several  men  with  suffi- 
cient clerical  ability  and  general  intelli- 
gence to  take  down  a  precis  of  the 
evidence  given  at  any  court  martial  that 
might  be  held. 

Major  O'BETENE,  while  supporting 
the  proposal  which  had  been  made, 
would  limit  its  operation  to  general 
courts  martial.  If  it  was  extended  to 
regimental  and  other  courts  martial,  tho 
men  would  form  clubs  for  tho  employ- 
ment of  legal  assistance,  and  the  result 
would  be  an  enormous  loss  of  time, 
without  any  corresponding  gain,  as  far  as 
the  discipline  of  tho  Army  was  concerned. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  opposed 
the  proposal  to  allow  counsel  to  appear 
in  military,  as  in  civil  casoa,  on  tho 
ground,  mainly,  that,  in  the  majority  of 
cases,  it  would  not  bo  possible  to  retain 
efficient  counsel  to  appear ;  but,  on  the 
contrary,  counsel  might  appear  who 
would  not  assist  the  court. 

Mr.  HERMON  pointed  out  that  the 
Bill,  if  passed,  would  put  many  thou- 
sands of  civilians  under  military  law 
who  were  not  under  that  law  at  present ; 
and,  therefore,  he  saw  no  reason  why 
those  persons  should  not  be  put  on  an 
equal  footing  with  tho  civilians,  whose 
ranks  they  left  in  order  to  join  tho 
Army. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  thought  it  would 
be  well,  even  if  prisoners  were  not 
allowed  legal  assistance,  that  they  should 
have  the  sort  of  assistance  which  would 
be  afforded  by  appointing  legal  assessors 
to  assist  at  courts  martial,  so  that  such 
courts  should  be  conducted  according  to 
the  rules  of  evidence.  He  wished  to 
point  out  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  that,  whatever  might  be  said  by 
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military  Members  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  the  constitution  and  procedure 
of  courts  martial,  grave  dissatisfaction 
existed  in  the  Army  with  respect  to  the 
procedure,  and  it  was  necessary  that 
steps  should  be  taken  to  place  that  pro- 
cedure on  a  better  footing.  Of  course, 
in  small  courts  martial  it  might  be  in- 
convenient to  have  counsel  present ;  but 
it  was  not  impossible  to  give  a  prisoner 
the  option  of  employing  counsel.  In 
99  cases  out  of  100  that  option  would 
not  be  taken  advantage  of;  but  there 
could  be  no  practical  harm  in  giving  a 
soldier  an  opportunity  of  exercising  it. 
If  permission  were  granted  in  higher 
cases,  surely  the  same  privilege  ought 
to  be  extended  to  soldiers.  He  would 
like  to  hear  from  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  that  some  effort  would  be  made 
to  alter  the  existing  state  of  things.  He 
did  not  say  whether  the  alteration 
should  be  expressed  in  the  clauses  of 
the  Bill,  or  whether  it  should  be  estab- 
lished by  Queen's  Begulation ;  but  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  ought 
to  give  the  Committee  some  pledge  that 
an  effort  would  be  made  to  improve  the 
administration  of  justice  at  courts  mar- 
tial, and  to  insure  their  being  always 
well  advised  by  legal  authority.  It  was 
time  that  the  Office  of  Judge  Advo- 
cate General  should  be  made  one  of 
authority ;  that  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  should  be  a  person  in  whom  the 
whole  Army  might  confide,  and  on  whose 
opinion  not  only  officers,  but  soldiers, 
might  rely.  He  was  making  no  invi- 
dious suggestion  in  pointing  out  what, 
in  his  opinion,  a  Judge  Advocate  Gene- 
ral should  be.  It  was  not  necessary  to 
regard  this  as  a  personal  matter ;  he  was 
considering  it  in  the  abstract.  He 
wanted  to  know  whether  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  was  prepared  to  enter- 
tain any  of  the  proposals  which  were  on 
the  Paper  for  the  purpose  of  improving 
the  constitution  and  procedure  of  courts 
martial?  Because  he  should  certainly 
support  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  if 
he  went  to  a  Division,  unless  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  able  to 
show  that  the  establishment  was  being 
considered  of  some  mode  of  procedure 
which  would  secure  at  every  court  mar- 
tial the  presence  of  some  person  who 
had  studied  military  law,  and  was  com- 
petent to  give  an  opinion  upon  it.  That 
was  not  unreasonable.  Every  soldier 
ought  to  feel  that  the  proceedings  would 
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be  so  conducted  that  when  the  Jadge 
Advocate  General  became  possessed  of 
them  he  would  see,  if  he  happened  to 
be  a  lawyer,  that  no  irregularity  had 
been  committed.  He  called  upon  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  to 
make  some  statement  with  reference  to 
the  matter;  and,  in  the  meantime,  he 
could  only  say  he  considered  that  the 
proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
was  one  which  ought  to  be  supported  by 
the  Committee. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  wished  to 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Members  for  Free- 
ton  (Mr.  Hermon)  and  Dundee  (Mr.  £. 
Jenkins),  and  the  Committee  generallj, 
that  under  the  Queen's  Begulations  a 
soldier  could  already  have  a  profeesional 
adviser,  although  the  adviser  could  not 
address  the  court.  That  was  exactly 
what  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  wt 
East  Aberdeenshire  (Sir  Alexander 
Gordon)  had  stated.  He  quite  agreed 
that  it  was  only  at  general  courts  martial 
a  professional  adviser  could  possibly  be 
required,  as  at  a  regimental  court  the 
evidence  was,  as  a  rule,  purely  formal, 
and  having  a  professional  adviser  in  such 
a  trumpery  matter  as  that  would  be  a 
waste  of  both  time  and  money. 

SiE  CHAKLES  W.  DILKE  did  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  who  had  just  spoken  was  in'the 
House  when  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Taunton  (Sir  Henry  James)  ad- 
dressed the  Committee,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman,  in  a  powerful  speeeh 
in  favour  of  the  new  clause,  showed 
how  utterly  incompetent  courts  martialf 
as  at  present  constituted,  were  to  dieit 
facts  in  a  satisfactory  manner.  It  wai 
quite  clear,  now  that  civilians  wer^ 
under  certain  circumstances,  liable  to  be 
tried  by  court  martial,  that  a  propoedici 
this  kind  ought  to  be  adopted.  JOaring 
the  discussion  strong  objections  had  been 
urged  against  the  employment  of  ooonNi 
in  regimental  courts  martial,  and  it  wai 
possible  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
would  be  willing  to  omit  those  cotft* 
from  his  clause.  He  would,  therefor^ 
suggest  whether  the  Government  mi^ 
not  be  able  to  settle  the  question  ob 

Mr.  cole  said,  it  struck  him  thil 
the  most  important  part  of  the  nev 
clause  was  that  relating  to  the  mode  it 
which  a  counsel  or  solicitor  should  con- 
duct the  defence  of  a  prisoner  under 
trial  by  court  martiaL    It  was  udmittii 
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that  by  the  Queen's  Eegulations  oounsel 
were  entitled  to  appear ;  but,  at  present, 
where  they  did  appear  they  were  per- 
fectly useless,  as  aU  they  could  do  was 
to  write  questions  on  paper  and  pass 
them  to  the  court.  One  of  the  prin- 
cipal uses  of  a  counsel  was  the  exercise 
of  his  power  of  cross-examination ;  but 
that  power  was  now  entirely  destroyed 
by  the  manner  in  which  counsel  were 
muzzled.  They  were  unable  to  address 
the  court ;  but  he  submitted  that  they 
ought  to  be  able  to  act  as  if  they  were 
appearing  before  an  ordinary  civil  tri- 
bunal. Certainly,  in  important  cases, 
prisoners  ought  to  be  entitled  to  the 
asaistanoe  of  counsel,  though  it  was  not 
necessary  that  the  same  rule  should 
apply  to  small  regimental  courts.  He 
strongly  advised  the  Committee  to  adopt 
the  dause — at  all  events,  so  much  of  it 
as  would  enable  a  counsel  to  conduct  a 
case  at  a  court  martial  in  the  ordinary 
way. 

Mb.  OTWAY  thought  it  desirable 
that  perfect  equality  should  be  estab- 
lished in  the  trial  of  officers  and  sol- 
diers. He  agreed  with  what  had  been 
stated  with  reference  to  regimental 
courts  martial;  but  he  wished  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  Committee  to  the 
proceedings  of  a  celebrated  court  mar- 
tial, which  took  place  a  few  years  ago, 
which  created  a  g^eat  sensation  at  the 
time,  and  to  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  "William  Har- 
court)  was  probably  much  indebted  for  the 
^at  reputation  he  now  enjoyed— he 
alluded  to  the  case  of  Colonel  Crawley. 
On  that  occasion  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  made  of  one  of  the  most 
powerful  speeches  to  the  court  that  he 
(Mr.  Otway)  had  ever  read,  and  he  be- 
Ueyed  it  was  entirely  owing  to  the  speech 
that  the  officer  was  acquitted. 

Several  hon.  Members:  The  speech 
was  read  by  the  prisoner  himself. 

Mb.  otway  would  be  glad  to  hear 
a  reply  on  this  question  from  the  Judge 
Advocate  General,  for  it  was  desirable 
that  the  Committee  should  have  the  ad- 
vantage of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Qentleman's  experience  and  legal  know- 
ledge. All  that  he  desired  was  that  a 
soldder  should  have  precisely  the  same 
facilities  with  regard  to  his  defence  as 
an  officer.  If  that  were  so  already  he 
was  content ;  but  if  it  were  true  that  in 
the  oaae  of  Colonel  Crawley  the  hon. 


and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  wrote 
the  speech,  the  prisoner  reading  it,  that 
was  an  advantage  which,  so  far  as  he 
could  understand,  a  soldier  did  not  en- 
joy. Until  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Ayrshire  (Colonel  Alexander) 
read  the  Queen's  Regulation  a  short 
time  ago,  he  was  not  aware  that  it  was 
possible  for  a  soldier  to  have  a  pro- 
fessional adviser  at  all,  and  he  certainly 
was  not  aware  of  an  instance  in  which 
the  power  had  been  exercised.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  new  clause  proposed  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  should  be 
accepted  by  the  Committee,  subject  to 
the  restriction  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke) — namely,  that  it 
should  not  apply  to  regimental  courts 
martial,  but  to  general  and  district 
courts. 

CoLOiTEL  STANLEY  disliked  demur- 
ring to  an  Amendment,  some  part  of 
which  he  was  not  indisposed  to  agree  to, 
but  which,  on  the  other  hand,  he  did 
not  quite  see  his  way  to,  because  he  was 
in  doubt  as  to  how  it  would  work.  It 
was  all  very  well  for  hon.  Gentlemen  to 
propose  clauses  in  support  of  which 
plausible  arguments  could  be  advanced ; 
but  when  it  became  a  question  how  the 
clause  would  work,  that  was  a  somewhat 
dififerent  matter.  The  question,  in  the 
present  case,  was  not  whether  a  prisoner 
should  be  entitled  to  employ  a  legal 
adviser,  but  whether,  under  the  guise  of 
allowing  the  employment  of  a  legal  ad- 
viser, they  should  entirely  alter  the  pro- 
cedure of  courts  martial.  It  was  neces- 
sary to  be  perfectly  clear  on  this  subject. 
If  by  a  ** legal  adviser  conducting  the 
defence  of  the  prisoner,"  was  meant  that 
counsel  should  be  allowed  to  address  the 
court,  and  to  act  precisely  the  same  as  in 
a  civil  trial,  he  confessed  that  he  could 
hardly  assent  to  that  without  taking  fur- 
ther advice.  The  acceptance  of  the  clause, 
in  its  present  form,  would  involve  the 
complete  reversal  of  what  had  been  the 
mode  of  procedure  at  courts  martial  from 
time  immemorial.  It  must  also  be  borne 
in  mind  that  courts  martial  differed 
materially  from  ordinary  Courts  of  Law 
in  this  respect — that,  whereas  a  decision 
in  a  Court  of  Law  was  final,  in  courts 
martial,  other  than  regimental,  the  pro- 
ceedings had  to  be  forwarded  home  for 
examination  and  sometimes  for  revision. 
On  that  account,  therefore,  the  practice 
I  of  putting  questions  in  writing  was  not, 
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perhaps,  quite  so  foolisli  as  it  at  first 
sight  appeared.  Of  course,  Where  short- 
hand writers  were  ayailable  they  might 
be  employed  under  reasonable  restric- 
tions, out  that  clearly  did  not  obtain 
everywhere ;  and  to  lay  down  a  rule  of 
this  sort  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  would 
not  only  be  fallacious  in  itself,  but  it 
would  be  found  difficult  in  working.  He 
had  no  objection,  in  principle,  to  a  pri- 
soner being  represented  by  a  legal  ad- 
viser; but  he  did  not  think  it  right, 
subject  to  whatever  further  advice  he 
might  receive,  that  the  defence  of  a  pri- 
soner should  be  entirely  conducted  by 
counsel — that  was  to  say,  that  counsel 
should  be  able  to  cross-examine  wit- 
nesses and  make  speeches  as  in  an  ordi- 
nary court.  Above  all  things,  it  ought 
to  be  borne  in  mind  that  it  was  not 
always  certain  that  the  best  legal  ad- 
viser would  be  obtained ;  and  it  was 
necessary  that  a  person  not  of  a  military 
character  appearing  before  the  court 
should  not  be  put  into  such  a  position  as 
to  be  able,  by  his  superior  legal  know- 
ledge, to  place  the  court  on  the  horns  of 
a  dilemma,  and  thus,  probably,  bring 
about  the  failure  of  justice.  In  most 
cases  the  procedure  was  very  simple; 
and  it  would  be  worse  than  useless  to 
lay  down  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  that 
counsel  should  be  employed.  On  the 
whole,  therefore,  he  was  afraid  that,  un- 
less the  new  clause  could  be  consider- 
ably amended,  it  would  be  his  duty  to 
demur  to  it. 

Sib  henry  JAMES  was  sorry  tg  be 
obliged  again  to  trouble  the  Committee ; 
but  he  felt  called  upon  to  make  some 
remarks  in  reply  to  the  objection,  that 
by  accepting  the  Amendment  they  would 
be    altering    the  procedure  of    courts 
martial.  That,  in  his  opinion,  was  a  very 
small   objection,    especially  after  they 
had  altered  the  constitution  of  the  Army 
itself,  having  made  it  a  Parliamentary 
Army,  instead  of  one  governed  exclu- 
sively by  the  Prerogative  of  the  Crown. 
To  say  that  justice  was  not  to  be  done 
because    it  would    be  inconvenient  to 
those   who  had  the  conduct  of  courts 
martial  was  a  plea  which  he,  for  one, 
could    not    accept.       Under    the    Bill, 
civilians  were,  for  the  first  time,  ren- 
dered liable  to  trial  by  court  martial  for 
26  offences,  the  punishment  for  which 
might  be  death;  and  he  failed  to  see 
why,  under  such  circumstances,  the  pro- 
ceedings should  not  be  conducted  on  the 
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same  principle  as  in  ordinary  Ctotirti 
of  Law.    It  could  not  be  denied  thai 
putting  questions  in  writing  was  a  Teiy 
slow  process ;  and  the  mode  in  which  a 
prisoner  was    obliged  to    address  the 
court    in    defence    was    repugnant  1o 
one's  sense  of  justice.    He  saw  no  par- 
ticular objection  to    the  exclusion  of 
regimental    courts    martial    from   tha 
clause;  for  if  the    clause    applied  to 
general  and  district  courts  there  would 
be  a    guarantee  that  prisoners  wonU 
have     the    power    of    being    legtlOj 
represented. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  contention  oa 
the  other  side  was  for  the  shadov, 
and  not  the  substance,  which  had  beei 
given  by  the  Queen's  Hegulations.  He 
hoped  they  would  not  fight  abont  i 
shadow.  If  every  single  word  was  to 
be  taken  down,  and  every  answer  was 
to  be  taken  down,  of  course  they  mink  . 
have  a  shorthand  writer.  That  they  M 
not  got,  and  such  a  proceeding  w$m, 
indeed,  utterly  unheard  of.  As  to  the 
appearance  of  a  counsel,  he  wished  to 
know  by  whom  counsel  would  be  con- 
trolled? The  military  court  had  ao 
control  over  him;  there  was  no  mA 
provision  in  the  clause.  He  thought  tibe 
proposal  was  a  dangerous  one.  ThiJ 
would  have  this  danger,  and  it  was  oai 
which  should  be  considered  in  the  ia- 
terest  of  the  prisoner.  If  they  wert 
going  to  have  counsel  for  the  prieras 
— if  they  were  going  to  put  this  enert" 
ment  in  the  Bill — they  would  have  a 
practice  of  engaging  counsel  for  tibe 
prosecution  springing  up.  That,  agaiai 
they  had  not  got.  It  was  quite  deir 
that  if  there  was  counsel  for  the  prieoav 
there  would  be  a  prosecuting  coaaill 
as  well ;  and  they  would  be  much  woM 
under  this  regulation  than  they  were  it 
present.  Therefore,  he  hoped  the  Ooia* 
mittee  would  hesitate  before  paeenf 
this  suggestion.  The  present  poflitka 
of  soldiers  before  the  law  was,  he  hw 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  better  thaa  » 
would  be  under  the  proposal  nowbeiite 
the  Committee. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  he  did  not  deaf 
that  there  were  considerable  difEieaMM 
in  this  case;  but  there  was  f^ 
question  he  should  like  to  ask  of  A* 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  that  trM» 
why  a  soldier  was  to  be  treated  difftf- 
ently  on  his  trial  from  any  other  peiaoaf 
Was    a  soldier  undeserving  m  thfli* 
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secnrities  wbioh  were  offered  to  every 
other  person  ?  They  had  heard  a  great 
deal  of  the  difGlculty  of  coiitr<Hling 
oonnBol.  Well,  but  they  found  no 
difficulty  in  magistrates'  oonrts.  There 
was  not  an  Assize  Oourt  in  England 
where,  if  a  prisoner  was  about  to  be 
tried  for  his  life,  and  had  no  oounsel, 
the  Judffe  would  not  at  onoe  appoint 
a  coansel  to  defend  the  party  charged  ? 
That  being  the  case,  was  it  not  an  ex- 
cessiTO  hardship  that  a  soldier  should  be 
treated  differently?  They  ought  to  allow 
the  soldier  on  his  trial  the  right  of 
having  a  counsel  to  advise  him.  He 
had  heard  nothing  in  the  remarks  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  which 
met  the  objections  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Taunton  (Sir  Henry  James) ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  went  to  a 
Division  he  (Mr.  Muntz)  would  vote 
with  him. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  referred  to 
the  trials  of  the  military  prisoners  in 
Ireland.  In  those  cases,  for  some  reason 
or  other,  the  counsel  for  the  prisoners 
withdrew  from  the  court,  and  the  trial 
was  postponed  until  half-past  10  the 
following  morning,  to  enaole  the  pri- 
soners to  have  the  assistance  of  counsel. 
In  the  case  of  the  trial  of  Kiley,  the 
eame  legal  adviser  again  withdrew,  and 
the  court  announced  to  the  prisoner  that 
it  would  give  him  to  the  next  day  to 
employ  omer  counsel,  when  the  court 
would  proceed  with  the  trial,  whether 
the  prisoner  obtained  other  counsel  or 
not.  It  was  quite  clear  there  was  no 
difficulty  in  prisoners  obtaining  {he 
services  of  counsel.  With  regard  to  the 
case  of  Colonel  Crawley,  the  defence, 
which  was  prepared,  was  read  badly 
by  Colonel  Crawley  himself,  and  the 
effect  wholly  spoiled. 

Mb.  cole  said,  he  was  stronoly  of 
opinion  that  military  prisoners  should 
have  the  advantages  of  having  counsel. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  said  that  they  had  the  sub- 
stance, and  that  they  were  only  fighting 
for  a  riiadow ;  but  he  contended,  on  the 
other  hand,  that  they  were  fighting  for 
the  substance,  nothing  but  the  shadow 
having  been  left  to  them.  He  chal- 
lengea  the  Home  Secretary  on  his  own 
ground. 

Mr.  PAHNELL  only  rose  to  say  that 
if  the  Committee  consented  to  read  the 
clause  he  should  be  happy  to  adopt  the 


Amendments  suggested  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke). 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided  : — Ayes  87 ; 
Noes  186:  Majority  99. — (Div.  List, 
No.  170.) 

Sm  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  had  on 
the  P^oi'  &n  Amendment  in  page  39, 
after  ulause  72,  to  insert  the  xollowing 
clause : — 

(PuniBhinent  of  offences  not  actually  Been  by 
prOTOBt  marshal.] 

<*  For  the  punishment  of  the  offences  described 
in  section  seventy-two  of  this  Act,  which  are 
not  actually  seen  by  the  proYost  mamhal,  or 
which  require  a  more  severe  punishment  than 
the  provost  marshal  is  authorised  to  inflict,  it 
shall  be  lawful  for  the  officer  commanding  any 
detachment  or  portion  of  troops  on  active  ser- 
vice to  convene  a  field  court  martial,  to  consist 
of  not  less  than  two  offioers,  and  such  IkM 
court  martial  may  try  the  person  accused  ef 
such  offence  in  a  summary  way,  the  charge  and 
finding  being  recorded  and  an  abstract  of  the 
evidence  being  taken  in  brief,  and  such  fl#ld 
court  martial  shall  be  competent  to  award  any 
punishment  which  might  be  awarded  by  an 
ordinary  regimental  court  martial ;  '* 

but  he  explained  that  as  the  views  here 
embodied  had  been  practically  adopted 
he  would  not  move  it.  He  had  also  a 
further  clause,  after  Clause  82,  as 
follows: — 

(Continuance  of  service  of  soldiers  in  reserve.) 

**  A  soldier  of  the  reserve  who  has  completed 
or  will  within  one  year  complete  the  period  for 
which  he  was  enlisted  may  give  notice  to  the 
officer  commanding  the  brigade  depdt  to  which 
he  is  attached  of  his  desire  to  continue  in  Her 
Majesty's  service  in  the  reserve  forces,  and  if 
that  officer  considers  that  he  is  qualified  for 
farther  service,  and  the  competent  military 
authority  approve,  he  may  be  continued  as  a 
soldier  of  the  reserve  forces  in  the  same  manner 
in  all  respects  as  if  his  term  of  service  were  still 
unexpired,  except  that  he  may  claim  his  dis- 
charge at  the  expiration  of  an^  period  of  three 
months  after  he  has  given  notice  of  his  wish  to 
be  discharged." 

It  was  not  his  intention  now  to  proceed 
with  this  clause,  seeing  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  assured  him 
that  the  existing  law  effected  the  object 
which  he  desired. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  his  next  Amend- 
ment was,  in  page  47,  after  Clause  86, 
to  insert  the  following  clause : — 

(If  a  discharged  soldier  or  his  wife  or  child 
becomes  chareeable  on  rates,  guardians  may 
recover  costs  from  the  War  Office.) 

'*  If  a  person  who  has  been  a  soldier  of  the 
regular  forces,  or  his  wife  or  child,  becomes 
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chargeable  on  the  rat«6  for  the  relief  of  the  | 
poor  in  the  place  at  which  he  has  taken  up  his 
residence,  within  a  period  of  two  years  after 
discharge  or  transfer,  the  board  of  guardians  of 
the  union  in  which  he  or  they  become  so  charge- 
able, or  of  any  other  union  to  which  he  or  they 
may  have  been  removed  under  the  laws  regu- 
lating the  removal  of  paupers,  or  in  which  he 
or  they  may  have  subsequently  taken  up  their 
residence  within  the  aforesaid  period  of  two 
years,  shall  be  entitled  to  receive  from  the  War 
Office  the  cost  which  from  time  to  time  may  be 
incurred  by  the  union  for  the  support  of  such 


person  or  persons." 

He  did  not  propose  to  proceed  with  this 
clause,  because,  yesterday,  they  decided 
a  question  similar  to  this.  He  begged, 
therefore,  to  withdraw  the  clause. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  said,  he  now  moved 
to  insert  a  clause  which  was  intended  to 
have  the  same  effect  as  that  string  of 
clauses  which,  unfortunately,  he  was  not 
here  to  move,  and  with  regard  to  which 
he  must  apologize  to  the  Committee  for 
not  moving.  On  page  67,  after  Clause 
123,  he  begged  to  move  to  insert  the 
following  clause : — 

(Power  of  Judge  Advocate  General  to  revise 

sentence.) 

**No  finding  or  sentence  of  a  court  martial 
and  no  forfeiture  or  punishment  shall  be  valid 
in  any  respect  in  which  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  shall  determine  that  such  finding,  sen- 
tence, forfeiture,  or  punishment  are  not  in  con- 
formity with  law." 

In  moving  this  clause,  he  wished  to  raise 
an  important  point,  and  he  should  be  glad 
if  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
would  give  his  attention  to  the  subject,  if 
possible.  He  thought  it  would  be  a  mat- 
ter of  satisfaction  to  the  Committee,  and 
would  save  time,  if  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  state  to  the  Committee 
what  he  proposed  to  do  with  regard  to 
the  point  in  the  clause.  The  question 
came  before  the  Committee  thus.  No 
one  who  had  carefully  read  the  evidence 
which  was  given  before  the  Courts 
Martial  Commission  could  fail  to  see 
that  there  was  a  certain  dissatisfaction 
with  the  present  procedure.  **  The 
ramrod  case  "  had  been  cited  as  an  in- 
stance of  the  injustice  which  might  be 
carried  on,  owing  to  want  of  power  in 
the  OfEce  of  Judge  Advocate  General. 
In  the  case  to  which  he  referred,  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  declared  that 
the  proceedings  were  illegal,  and  yet  the 
sentence  was  carried  out,  and  justice  was 
refused  in  the  Office  of  the  Secretary  of 

Mr.  Farmll 


State  for  War.  Now,  the  queetioii 
this — what  was  the  use  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General  ?  He  confessed  tut 
the  more  he  studied  the  question  the 
more  difficult  he  found  it  to  give  a 
answer.  The  Judge  Advocate  Genenl 
was  not  in  the  Privy  Council — he  wis 
not  a  lawyer — in  fact,  he  had  no  legtl 
knowledge  whatever.  This  was  a  stats 
of  things  which,  one  would  think,  cooU 
not  exist  in  any  civilized  country.  Now, 
he  was  not  alluding  to  any  person  ii 
particular.  It  was  true  that,  from  time 
to  time,  that  Office  had  been  filled  by 
men  eminent  as  politicians ;  but,  on  the 
other  hand,  it  was  notorious  in  ihd 
House  that  it  had  again  and  again  been 
filled  by  persons  who  were  not  eminent 
lawyers.  That  they  ought  to  be  lawyeis 
was  clear,  because  they  had  the  evidenee 
of  the  present  occupant  of  that  Offiee 
that  the  finding  of  some  8,000  coniis 
martial  a-year  passed  under  his  supe^ 
vision,  and  were  subjected  to  legal 
scrutiny.  It  was  an  evidence  of  Ae 
diligence  of  the  present  holder  of  the 
Office  that  he  was  able  to  say  that  was 
the  case.  What  he  was  aiming  at,  and 
what  he  desired  to  secure  from  the  Go- 
vernment, was  this — ^that  the  Offiee 
should  be  placed  upon  such  a  footing  as 
that  it  should  be  impossible  hencefortl 
that  it  should  be  made  a  sinecure.  Ss 
knew  that  it  was  very  unpleasant  to 
say,  or  to  imply,  what  he  was  impljiag 
at  that  moment ;  but,  nevertheless,  M 
did  say  that  it  was  an  anomaly  ihsi 
there  should  exist  in  this  country  tt 
Office,  paid  so  highly  as  that  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General,  which  should  appesr 
to  be  a  mere  sinecure.  It  was  so,  vi* 
doubtedly,  at  the  present  moment  Hi 
now  passed  from  that  part  of  the  sa^ 
ject,  and  came  to  the  practical  portitt 
of  his  Motion.  And  he  asked  the  nfj^ 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Seopo* 
tary  of  State  for  War  what  objeetiQi 
there  could  be  to  framing  a  set  of  Bogt* 
lations  which  should  insure— of  oonzsib 
always  supposing  that  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  was  a  person  wnomi^ 
capable  of  giving  an  opmion  which  wil 
worth  having  —  that  the  whole  of  A* 
proceedings  of  the  various  courts  maHili 
throughout  the  country  should  be  sfljA 
to  his  Office  for  revision  ?  The  Gomfflift* 
tee  had  passed  a  very  important  Beio* 
lution  just  now.  It  had  denied  all  ptf* 
sons  before  courts  martial  the  liditit 
securing  the  assistance  of  a  counBel  lAi 
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ahould  proceed  before  the  court  martial, 
as  he  would  do  in  civil  cases.  He,  there- 
fore, asked  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  whether  the  effect  of  the 
decision  of  the  Committee  was  not  this 
— that  they  were  driven  back  upon  such 
proposals  as  those  which  were  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Oxford 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  before  the  Courts 
Martial  Committee  ?  He  alluded  to  them 
just  now,  and  he  did  so  again.  One 
proposal  was  that  there  should  be  pre- 
sent at  every  court  martial  a  legal  as- 
sessor, not  necessarily  a  barrister,  but  a 
person  who  had  studied  military  law, 
and  was  competent  to  give  an  opinion 
on  that  law.  Whether  the  presence  of 
such  a  person  at  regimental  courts  mar- 
tial would  be  advisable  he  did  not  say ; 
hat  at  district  and  general  courts  mar- 
tial there  should  be  present  some  person 
who  was  competent  to  give  an  opinion 
on  military  law.  It  was  a  question, 
however,  whether  they  might  not  have 
another  set  of  officers  trained  up  in 
mihtary  law,  who  might  be  present  at 
important  regimental  courts  martial; 
and  he  did  not  think  itwould  be  difficult 
to  get  officers  to  study  military  law,  pro- 
vided that  a  certain  inducement  was 
offered  them.  But,  at  all  events,  with 
reference  to  the  present  proposition — 
which  was  only  one  of  a  series  that  he 
would  wish  to  submit  to  the  Committee 
—he  would  point  out  that  it  was  abso- 
lutely essential  that  the  Office  of  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  should  be 
strengthened.  He  would  ask  that,  in- 
stead of  his  being  what  he  understood 
he  was  at  present,  simply  a  person  to 
whom  the  cases  were  referred,  and  who 
made  reports  to  the  Commander-in- 
Chief,  which  he  might  or  might  not 
follow,  in  his  hands  should  be  placed 
the  absolute  decision  with  regard  to  the 
correctness  or  incorrectness,  from  a  legal 
point  of  view,  of  the  proceedings  which 
were  submitted  to  him.  He  wanted  to 
know  whether  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  was  willing  to  accept  that 
principle — ^that  the  decision  of  the  Judge 
Advocate  General,  with  regard  to  the 
legality  of  the  proceedings  of  courts 
martial,  should  be  taken  to  be  abso- 
lutely and  distinctly  irrevocable  ?  He  did 
not  wish  to  detain  the  Committee  any 
longer;  and  if  he  should  succeed  in 
eliciting  from  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  an  expression  of  opinion 
on  this  point  which  was  at  all  satis* 


factory  he  would  not  press  the  Amend- 
ment. 

The  SOLICITOE  GENERAL  (Sir 
Habdixoe  Giffard)  remarked,  that  the 
hon.  Gentleman  had  not  told  the  Com- 
mittee what  the  effect  of  the  change 
which  he  proposed  would  be.  At  pre- 
sent, the  Judge  Advocate  General  was 
only  an  adviser ;  and  the  effect  of  this 
proposal  would  be  to  make  him  an  ab- 
solute Judge,  whose  conclusions  would 
be  absolutely  final.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  that  was  far  too  serious  a  change 
to  introduce  here.  It  would  be  a  total 
alteration  of  what  the  military  law  was ; 
and  the  effect  of  it,  so  far  from  being  in 
aid  of  the  persons  on  whose  behalf  he 
seemed  to  speak,  would  be  against  them. 
The  sentence,  at  all  times,  w^s  now  a 
thing  which,  as  he  imderstood,  the  pro- 
per authorities  might,  at  any  time,  re- 
mit ;  but  if  the  hon.  Member's  proposi- 
tion was  carried,  there  was  an  absolute, 
inexorable,  and  certain  judgment  arrived 
at  by  the  person  who  was,  at  present, 
simply  the  Law  Officer  of  the  military 
authorities.  Was  that  a  desirable  altera- 
tion ?  He  submitted  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber himself  that  it  was  hardly  a  desir- 
able thing  to  do. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  the  hon.  and 
learned  Solicitor  General,  in  his  remarks, 
would  lead  the  Committee  to  believe 
that  the  War  Office,  in  dealing  with  the 
decisions  of  courts  martial,  received  the 
advice  of  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown. 
["No,  no!"] 

Thb  SOLICITOE  GENEEAL  (Sir 
Hasdinoe  Giffabd)  explained,  that  he 
had  only  suggested  that  his  right  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  was  to  the  military  authorities 
what  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  were 
to  the  Government. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  said,  it  came,  then, 
practically,  to  this — that  the  decisions  of 
courts  martial  were  subject  simply  to 
the  review  of  the  War  Office.  Now,  the 
hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General 
seemed  to  think  that  it  would  be  a  very 
great  revolution  to  give  the  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  the  power  of  a  Judge. 
No  doubt,  it  would  be  a  very  great 
change  upon  the  present  system;  but 
it  was  one  which  was  recommended  by 
authorities  who  gave  evidence  before  the 
Committee  which  sat  last  year.  The 
Deputy  Judge  Advocate  General — a 
gentleman  who  had  probably  more  ex- 
perience in  this  maUer  than  any  other 
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man  at  present  engaged  in  the  Public 
Service — expressed  a  decided  opinion  in 
favour  of  such  a  power  being  given  to 
the  Judge  Advocate  General  as  that 
which  was  proposed  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  MemberforDundee (Mr. E.Jenkins). 
Therefore,  when  they  were  told  they 
were  going  outside  what  might  naturally 
be  expected  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  he 
entirely  disputed  that  statement.  They 
were  only  dealing  with  a  matter  which 
came  within  the  competency  of  the  Com- 
mittee, to  which  the  subject  of  the  re- 
gulation and  discipline  of  the  Army, 
the  Mutiny  Acts,  and  the  Articles  of 
War  were  referred.  It  was  only  fair  to 
the  large  number  of  soldiers  who  were 
brought  under  the  control  and  judgment 
of  courts  martial  that  they  should  have 
at  the  central  authority  a  power  which 
would  review  irregularities,  or  correct 
any  improper  decisions  on  the  part  of 
those  courts  martial.  He  would  not 
trouble  the  Committee  by  reading  the 
evidence.  [**Hear,  hear!"]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  said  ''  Hear,  hear!  "  but  he 
would  remind  them  that  he  was  now 
pleading  for  justice  for  a  large  number 
of  men  in  the  Army  who,  by  reason  of 
ignorance  on  the  part  of  courts  martial, 
might  be  treated  in  a  manner  not  just. 
He  did  not  say  that  courts  martial  would 
willingly  do  an  injustice ;  but  there 
could  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  they 
frequently  did  an  injustice  in  their 
findings ;  and  what  he  was  pleading  for 
now  was  that  there  should  be  at  the 
head  of  the  Judge  Advocate  General's 
Department  a  public  official  who  should, 
in  fact,  have  the  position,  and  exercise 
the  power,  of  a  Judge.  He  knew  what 
would  follow  from  the  adoption  of  such 
a  proposal  as  that  contained  in  his  hon. 
Friend's  clause.  They  would  have  to 
select  for  that  appointment  a  man  of 
high  judicial  character,  to  whom  could 
be  referred,  with  perfect  confidence, 
these  responsible  duties.  The  House 
would  then  vote  the  salary  of  that 
learned  Gentleman  with  perfect  satis- 
faction ;  because  they  would  know  that, 
in  appointing  as  Judge  Advocate  General 
a  man  of  that  high  character,  position, 
and  experience,  they  would  give  a 
guarantee  to  the  entire  Army  that  this 
important  Office  would  be  fully  and  pro- 
perly administered.  K  they  were  to 
continue  to  place  in  that  Office  a  gentle- 
man, not  because  of  any  judicial  ac- 
quirements which    he    possessed,    but 

Mr.  Ryhndi 


simply  because  it  suited  the  politiflil 
convenience  of  one  Party  or  anothw, 
then  they  were  degrading  and  pxoati* 
tuting  what  ought  to  be  a  most  im- 
portant and  useful  Office  in  oonnection 
with  the  British  Army.  He  entirely 
repudiated,  in  the  remarks  he  wai 
making,  any  intention  to  be  personal. 
It  was  not  a  question  of  the  present 
occupant.  They  had  had,  again  and 
again,  Gentlemen  appointed  to  thisOflftoa 
simply  on  the  ground  of  political  oon- 
venience.  He  desired  to  protest  againit 
that.  If  different  considerations  go- 
verned the  appointment,  he  should  say 
that  the  Office  was  one  that  ought  to  M 
continued.  But  to  pay  £2,000  a-yeir» 
and  not  to  get  an  absolute  return  it 
official  competency  and  work,  was  to 
convert  the  Office  into  a  farce.  Hi 
wished  to  remind  the  Committee  thai 
the  Office  was  left  vacant  for  several 
months  entirely  for  the  political  ooii- 
venience  of  the  late  Government;  and 
during  that  period  no  inconvenience  rs- 
suited,  the  duties  being  performed  by 
the  permanent  officials.  He  thought 
the  Committee  and  the  Govemmenl 
should  be  prepared  to  deal  with  tiui 
matter  in  connection  with  this  Bill,  as  it 
was  for  the  interest  of  the  Army  that 
the  Office  should  'be  placed  upon  a  pe^ 
manent  and  more  satisfactory  footing. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that,  as  ha 
had  been  so  personally  referred  to  it 
connection  with  this  matter,  he  hopad 
the  Committee  might  allow  him  to  aaya 
few  words,  although  he  would  wj 
speak  in  very  general  terms.  With  f^ 
gard  to  the  clause  before  the  Committea^ 
ho  thought  his  hon.  and  learned  Friead 
the  Solicitor  General  had  already  poiiiftad 
out  what  were  the  objections  to  it.  Bit 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  ibr 
Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins)  had  spoken  of 
this  Office  rather  more  stronglv  in  oea- 
nection  with  other  clauses  whicn  he  had 
down  on  the  Paper,  and  had  preaaad 
him  for  his  opinion.  He  felt  somewhit 
in  a  difficulty ;  because  he  did  notthiak 
to  begin  with,  that  such  a  subject  finnd 
its  place  very  conveniently  in  the  BiO| 
relating,  as  it  did,  to  an  entire  duaga 
in  the  conditions  of  a  high  Office.  How- 
ever, as  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  aakad 
for  his  opinion,  he  was  bound  to  gif% 
so  far  as  he  could,  his  personal  opioifli 
for  what  it  was  worth.  It  would  ha 
understood,  he  hoped,  that  in  all  thaaa 
matters  they  spoke  impenonally,  aad 


517       Armf  Bwiplitu  ma        f  Jitxt  15,  1879) 


Regfdation  JBtU. 


588 


entirely  in  relation  to  the  Office.    As  to 
what  had  been  said  about  making  the 
Judge  AdTocate  General  a   Judge,  he 
agreed  with  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
the  Solicitor  General  that  there  would 
he  a  great  deal  of  difficulty  in  reversing 
the  traditions  of  that  Office.    But,  what 
vas  more,  he  -was  not  at  all  sure  that, 
in  itself,  that  would  be  entirely  a  change 
for  the  better ;  because  as  long  as  the 
Judge  Advocate  General  continued  as  a 
Law  Adviser  to  the  military  authorities, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  placing  him 
in  the  position  of  a  Judge  would  be  very 
incoDBistent  with  the  position  of  respon- 
nbility  whidi  the  Secretary  of  State,  as 
representative  of  the  military  authority, 
had  to  assume  in  that  House.     It  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  Judge  Advo- 
cate General's  Office  was  one  of  greater 
prominence  even  than  it  was  at  the  pro- 
mt  time    under    a    former   state    of 
things,  in  which  the  Secretary  at  War 
was  not  a  Secretary  of  State  directly  re- 

risible  for  the  whole  administration  of 
War  Department.      The  Judge  Ad- 
vocate General  represented,  as  he  might 
aj,  the  civil  side  of  questions  connected 
vith  military  law  in  that  House,  at  a 
time  when  there  was  no  Secretary  of  State, 
tnd  the  Secretary    at  War  discharged 
•nnewhat  different  functions.     He  then 
vas,  as  it  were,  civil  representative  in  re- 
ipect  of  military  law,  and  the  civil  ad- 
VKt  of  the  Commander-in-Chief,  and, 
through  him,  of  the  Sovereign.     With 
ths  appointment  of  Secretary  of  State, 
that  position  became  Romewhat  changed. 
Speating  for  himself,  he  must  say  that 
he  should  hail  with  pleasure  any  pro- 
foial  which  he  thought  would  strengthen 
ths  Office  of  his  right  hon.  and  learned 
Kiend.    He  should  be  glad  to  see  the 
kgal  element  strengthened,  if  it  was  not 
it  present  strong  enough;  and  bethought 
^  right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  him- 
idf  had  shown  his  appreciation  of  that 
Uing,  inasmuch  as  one  of  the  officers 
vkom  he  had  lately  appointed  to  the 
foiition  of  Judge  Advocate  General  was 
ft  harrister.     Then,  there  was  another 
IQut  raised  as  to  whether  it  should  be  a 
pvmanent  Office  in  the   sense  that  a 
•ndge's  office  was  permanent,  or  whether 
it  should  be  an  Office  the  occupant  of 
vhich  was  liable  to  change  from  time  to 
tine.    He  most  point  out  that  if  they 
vsre  to  make  such  a  change  in  the  Office 
••  to  place  it  on  the  same  tenure  as  that 
of  the  Judges,  they  would  entirely  reverse 


the  whole  traditions  of  the  Office ;  and 
the  person  so  appointed  could  no  longer 
act,  as  at  present,  as  the  Law  Adviser  on 
military  matters  of  the  Secretary  of  State. 
lie  would  be  placed  in  an  entirely  differ- 
ent position.  It  seemed  to  him  that  if 
the  Judgo  Advocate  Goneral  was  to  be 
the  adviser  of  the  Secretary  of  State,  and 
to  act  with  him,  it  became  almost  a  mat- 
ter of  necessity  that  the  Office  should  be 
subjected  to  changes  as  at  the  present 
time.  He  hoped  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  recognize  the  difficulties 
which  were  before  them  in  this  matter, 
and  would  not  press  the  clause.  He 
would  venture  to  make  a  further  appeal 
to  him  not  to  j)ress  the  other  matters  to 
which  ho  had  referred  upon  the  attention 
of  the  Committee  at  the  proseut  time ; 
but  to  allow  him  an  opportunity  of  tak- 
ing them  into  practical  consideration,  in 
conjunction  with  his  right  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Judge  Advocate 
General. 

Mk.  E.  JENKINS  said,  that  although, 
undoubtedly,  the  discussion  had  extended 
over  rather  a  wide  space,  yet  tho  ques- 
tion immediately  before  the  Committee 
was  simply  an  alteration  in  the  law  as  it 
at  present  existed.  He  wanted  to  know 
whether  it  was  true  that  any  finding  or 
sentence  was  now  held  to  bo  valid  in  any 
respect  in  which  the  Judge  Advocate 
General  had  said  it  was  not  in  conformity 
with  law  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Solici- 
tor General — he  would  forgive  him  for 
saying  so,  because  ho  did  not  wish  to 
imply  any  failure  on  his  part  to  appre- 
hend the  ordinary  meaning  of  language 
— had  given  a  wider  interpretation  to 
this  clause  than  he  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins)  in- 
tended. He  thought  that  if  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  looked  at  it,  he 
would  see  that  it  simply  asserted  in  the 
Bill  what  was,  practically,  tho  case  at 
present.  His  object  was  to  introduce 
into  this  Bill  some  recognition,  on  the 
part  of  Parliament,  of  the  responsible 
Office  of  Judge  Advocate  General ;  and 
if  this  were  granted,  he  then  might  listen 
to  tho  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman.  So  far  as  the  clause 
which  he  had  proposed  was  concerned, 
he  did  not  see,  either  from  the  remarks 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Solicitor  General, 
or  those  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  why  it  should  not  be  passed 
by  the  Committee. 

Clauso  negatived. 
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Mb.  PAENELL  said,  he  liad  been  ac- 
cidentally shut  out,  and,  therefore,  he 
was  unable  to  return  to  the  House  in 
time  to  take  up  his  next  clause.  He, 
however,  begged  now  to  move,  in  page 
67,  after  Clause  126,  to  insert  the  fol- 
lowing clause : — 

(Commentary  on  proceedings  during  trial.) 

"  The  published  commentary  by  any  person 
on  the  proceedings  of  a  court  martial  during 
the  trial  or  before  the  finding  of  the  verdict  and 
sentence  shall  bo  held  to  bo  contempt  of  such 
court.*' 

He  did  not  know  whether  this  clause 
was  so  clearly  drawn  that  it  expressed 
his  meaning ;  but  he  would  tell  the  Com- 
mittee what  it  was  he  wished  to  do. 
He  wished  that  proceedings  before  courts 
martial  should  be  exempted  from  commen- 
tary, in  the  same  way  that  proceedings 
in  civil  courts  were  exempted  from  com- 
ment; so  that  the  case  of  the  accused 
person  should  not  be  prejudiced  by  re- 
marks in  the  Press.  At  present,  when 
any  case  was  being  tried  by  a  court 
martial,  all  persons  passed  judgment  on 
it,  and  very  often  this  was  done  with 
the  utmost  freedom,  and  the  case  was, 
practically,  withdrawn  from  the  court, 
and  became  a  mere  matter  of  discussion 
and  decision  outside.  He  thought  this 
was  a  point  of  considerable  weakness  in 
the  military  procedure,  which  ought  to 
be  remedied  by  the  present  Act ;  and  it 
was  with  the  intention  of  remedying  this 
weakness  that  he  brought  forward  this 
clause.  It  might  be  that  the  clause  did 
not  fully  express  his  meaning.  It  would 
be  quite  open  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  or  Solicitor  General  to 
amend  it  in  such  a  way  as  to  make  it 
answer  the  purpose. 

The  solicitor  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hardinge  Giffard)  thought  that  the 
Amendment,  as  at  present  moved  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman,  was  too  wide,  and 
would  comprehend  more  than  he  in- 
tended. He  thought  that  the  introduc- 
tion of  some  words  modifying  the  clause 
would  bring  it  within  the  range  of  the 
Bill,  and  so  that  his  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  might  accept  it 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  he  would  be 
willing  to  withdraw  the  clause ;  but  what 
he  would  suggest  was  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  kindly  take 
the  trouble  to  draft  a  clause  himself. 

SiB  HENRY  JAMES  said,  that  he 
bad  no  doubt  whatever  that  his  hon. 


and  learned  Friend  would   take  thit 
course. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdraum, 

Mb.  PARNELL  moved  to  insert  tbe 
following  clause : — 

(Prisons  in  India  and  Colonies.) 
"Ko.  soldiers  shall  be  confined,  in  priaooi 
other  than  military  prisons,  in  India  uidtht 
Colonies  where  the  rules  for  the  goTenmeifc 
and  management  of  sach  prisons  differ  6ai 
those  made  by  the  Governor  General  of  Isdift 
and  a  Secretary  of  State  in  the  case  of  Indift 
and  the  Colonies  respectively." 

He  should  be  willing  to  insert  an  Amend- 
ment in  this  clause  if  the  Govemmeot 
agreed  in  principle  to  this — that  no 
soldier  should  be  confined  longer  thia 
was  absolutely  necessary  in  other  tku 
milit€u:y  prisons. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mb.  PARNELL  then  moved  to  amend 
the  clause  by  inserting,  after  the  woid 
"confined,"  the  words  **  longer  than i« 
absolutely  necessary." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  added  to  the  BOL 

Mb.  PARNELL  moved,  in  page  6^ 

after  Clause  131,  to  insert  the  foUoir- 

ing  clause : — 

(Duration  of  penal  diet.) 

*'  No  prisoner  shall  be  sentenced  to  mowtbii 
twenty-four  hours'  penal  diet  for  breach  • 
prison  discipline  without  the  order  of  an  M*^ 
rity  independent  of  the  governor  of  thepriiflO* 

He  would  remind  the  Committee  tW 
the  Home  Secretary  held  that,  in  epitj , 
of  the  provisions  of  the  Prisons  Ant* 
1877,  a  gaoler  was  still  entitled  to  oo*: 
fine  a  prisoner  in  his  cell  for  three  dfll 
for  a  breach  of  discipline.     Now,  ■• 
(Mr.  Pamell)  had,  in  Committee  on  W 
Bill  of  1877,  introduced  an  AmendrMi*; 
that  solitary  confinement  in  the  ponii^' 
ment  cell  by  order  of  the  gaoler  shooH- 
be  confined  to  24  hours.     He  intended' 
by  that  clause,  to  prohibit  the  pfi^ 
from  sentencing  a  prisoner  for  breti 
of  discipline  to  more  than  24  hours*  W^ 
prisonment.  Unfortunately,  it  appetieli* 
according  to  the  interpretation  pat  (Aj[ 
that  clause,  that  there  was  nothing  t*^ 
prevent  a  gaoler  from  sentencing  apR* 
soner  to  more  than  24  hoars'  solittff' 
confinement,  provided  it  was  in  his  oMt 
cell,  and  not  in  the  punishment  ceBi^ 
This  sentence  of  three  days'  oonfiai^ 
ment  in  the  prisoner's  own  coll  oodt 
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be  accompanied  by  penal  diet — bread 
and  water.     The  Committee  would  bear 
in  mind  the  distinction  which  he  made 
between  the  prisoner's  own  coU  and  the 
punishment  cell.     Now,  the  punishment 
cells  were  hardly  ever  used ;  they  were 
not  used  because  it  was  found  that  they 
did  not  comply  with  the  provisions  of 
the  Act  of  1865.    It  was  provided  by 
that  Act  that  the  prison  authorities  should 
provide  —  that  was,   build — a  suitable 
punishment  cell.     Well,  the  cells  were 
built;  but  they  were  found  not  suited 
for  the  purpose.    They  were  dark,  badly- 
ventilated,  and,  in  many  cases,  damp, 
and  altogether  such  cruel  places  that,  in- 
stead of   confining  prisoners  in  these 
penal  cells,  the  practice  grew  up  of  con- 
fining them  in  their  own  cells.    Now, 
bis  contention  was  that  if  they  confined 
the  prisoner  upon  bread  and  water  in 
bis  own  ceU,  that  cell  became  a  punish- 
ment ceU,  and,  therefore,  that  it  should 
be  included  in  the  sections  of  the  Prisons' 
Act  of  1877.     But  the  Home  Secretary 
took  another  view.     He  considered,  as 
be  had  said,  that  the  gaolers  had  power 
under  that  Act  to  confine  prisoners  in 
tbeir  own  cells  for  more  than  24  hours. 
Now,  a  great  deal  of  mischief  had  re- 
sulted from  this  practice  of  confining  pri- 
soners in  their  own  cells  without  the 
orders  of  Visiting  Justices,  or  some  in- 
dependent authority.     He  objected  alto- 
gether to  gaolers  having  the  power  of 
confining  a  prisoner  in  a  cell  which  was, 
for  all  practical  purposes,  a  punishment 
cell  for  more  than  24  hours.     The  whole 
experience  that  they  had  had  of  prison 
punishment  and  prison  discipline  showed 
tbat  gaolers  could  not  be  intrusted  with 
this  indiscriminate  power  of  ordinary 
bread  and  water  diet  to  prisoners,  and  soli- 
tary confinement  for  breach  of  discipline ; 
and  that  it  was  absolutely  necessary  to 
limit  the  power  of  the  gaolers  in  some 
way  or  another.     His  attention  was  first 
drawn  to  this  subject  by  the  case  of  the 
political  prisoners.     He  found  it  was 
a  eommon  practice  to  give  men  who 
bad  been  sentenced  for  political  offences 
terms  of  solitary  confinement  on  penal 
diet  for  trifling  breaches  of  discipline. 
This  terrible  punishment  was  inflicted 
on  them  at  short  intervals.    Thus  a  man 
would  have  a  punishment  on  penal  diet, 
and  he  would  leave  the  cell,  and  in  a 
short  time  he  would  have  to  return  to  it 
again  for  another  trifling  breach  of  dis- 
cipline.   The  result  of  this  course  was 


soon  apparent.     It  had  the  strongest 
and  worst  effect  upon  the  health  of  the 
prisoner,   which  speedily   broke   down 
under  it.     They  had,  for  instance,  the 
other  day,  the  case  cf  the  prisoner  Nolan, 
who    died    in   Clerkenwell,   where  the 
gaoler    had    indiscriminate    power    of 
sentencing  prisoners  to  this  penal  diet, 
resulting  in  death  in  this   case.     The 
Coroner  s   Jury  testified  that  the  pri- 
soner   Nolan  died    in  consequence    of 
the  treatment    he    received  in  prison. 
That  treatment  consisted  of   repeated 
punishments  in  the  shape  of  confine- 
ments to  his  cell  on  bread  and  water  diet. 
He  would  illustrate  how  a  man  might 
bring  himself  under  this  punishment, 
and  how  difficult — in  fact,  how  utterly 
impossible,  it  was  for  him  to  avoid  being 
brought  under  solitary  confinement  and 
penal  diet.    The  now  comer — a  prisoner, 
that  was,  who  had  not  been  convicted 
before — if  he  could  not  at  once  pick  his 
3  lbs.  of  oakum,  he  was  ordered  to  this 
solitary    confinement    and    penal  diet ; 
and  the  result  was  that,  weakened  and 
reduced,  he  would  be  still  less  able  to 
complete  that  task  than  when  he  first 
entered  on  it.    Now,  3  lbs.  of  oakum 
picking  was  a  very  severe  task ;  but  to 
old  hands  at  the  work  it  was  easily  got 
over,  so  that  the  effect  was  this.     The 
young  soldier  who  had  committed  some 
not  very  serious  offence  in  his  regiment 
would  find  that  the  hardened  criminal, 
through  his  greater  proficiency  in  oakum 
picking,  would  gain  all  the  advantages 
of  the  situation,  while  he  was  relegated 
to  the  terrible  ordeal  of  penal  diet.  Now, 
what    was    this  penal  diet?      It    was 
1 6  ozs.  of  bread  per  day,  with  as  much 
water  as  a  man  could  drink.     The  man 
would  eat  his  16  ozs.  at  once,  and  this 
would  be  all  he  would  have  for  24  hours. 
What  would  the  eff'ect  of  this  be  at  the 
end  of  three  days  ?     A  man  would  be 
much  less  able  to  go  through  the  task ; 
and  simply  because  he  was  unable  to 
complete  that  task,  and  though  he  might 
have  no  desire  whatever  to   shirk  his 
work,  he  would  fail  and  be  punished. 
He  would  fail  simply  because  it  was 
physically  impossible  for  him  to  perform 
the  task ;  and  if  he  failed  he  was  at  once 
relegated  to  bread  and  water,  and  so 
gradually  he  was  worn  down,  and  his 
health  completely  undermined.  The  pri- 
soner who  entered  gaol,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances which  usually  accompanied 
young  soldiers,  would  speedily  be  re- 
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duoed  physically ;  and  if  he  failed  at  first, 
which  was  almost  certain,  he  was  less 
able  to  succeed.  Of  course,  under  the 
penal  ordeal  which  was  a  constant  sys- 
tem of  punishment,  punishment  went  on 
until  the  prisoner  was  absolutely  ren- 
dered physically  incapable.  This  fact 
was  shown  so  conclusively  in  many  of 
the  cases  he  had  gone  into  that  he  did 
wish  the  Committee  to  come  to  see  the 
question  from  his  point  of  view.  He 
believed  it  would  not  be  tolerated  if  the 
Committee  fully  went  into  the  circum- 
stances. The  practice  was  a  most  per- 
nicious one,  and  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  put  a  stop  to  it.  The  practice  of 
repeatedly  punishing  prisoners  was  a 
cruel  and  stupid  one.  He  wished  the 
power  abolished  of  sentencing  a  man  to 
more  than  24  hours.  He  wanted  the 
gaolers  entirely  deprived  of  the  power 
which  they  now  possessed,  and  that 
power  handed  over  to  independent  au- 
thorities. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he 
certainly  sympathized  with  the  object 
the  hon.  Member  had  in  view.  He 
understood  the  hon.  Member  to  wish  to 
prevent  what  he  called  the  cruel  punish- 
ment of  prisoners  in  gaol,  charged  with 
breaches  of  prison  rules;  but  when 
persons  were  guilty  of  breaches  of  dis- 
cipline it  was  really  very  hard  to  know 
what  was  to  be  done  with  them.  What 
position  were  they  in  now  ?  Some  per- 
sons objected  to  prisoners  being  flogged; 
others  objected  to  prisoners  being  put 
to  hard  work  ;  others  objected  to  their 
being  put  on  penal  diet.  It  was  difficult 
to  know  what  to  do  to  please  everybody. 
The  hon.  Member  was  wrong  in  saying 
that  he  had  paid  more  attention  to  this 
subject  than  anyone  else,  for  he  could 
assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he  had 
given  very  great  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject. By  the  rules  framed  in  the  Prisons 
Act  of  1877,  the  gaoler  was  not  allowed 
to  inflict  on  the  prisoner  confinement  to 
his  cell  beyond  a  certain  specified  period. 
It  had  been  pressed  upon  him  by  a  body 
of  Visiting  Justices,  who  were  most 
strongly  opposed  to  the  Act  of  1877, 
that  the  rules  which  he  had  made  on 
that  subject  unduly  weakened  the  hands 
of  the  governor  of  the  gaol,  and  that 
prisoners  who  committea  breaches  of 
prison  discipline  must  be  punished  at 
once,  if  discipline  was  to  be  maintained 
in  the  prison.  With  regard  to  the  cfise 
of  Nolan,  he  must  remind  the  Committee 

Mr.  Parnell 


that  there  was  a  most  independent  in- 
quiry in  that  case,  and  that  those  w)io 
conducted  that  inquiry  came  to  an  en- 
tirely different  conclusion  firom  thit 
arrived  at  by  the  jury.  So  far  as  the 
next  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
was  concerned — he  meant  the  classifica- 
tion of  prisoners — he  had  no  objection 
whatever  to  it,  but  had  always  been  of 
opinion  that  such  classification  shooM 
be  made ;  and  a  Committee  had  already 
been  appointed  by  the  War  Office  in 
connection  with  the  subject.  He  honed 
the  Committee  would  not  enter  at  tnat 
period,  in  any  lengthened  way,  on  a 
discussion  of  that  subject. 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  said,  he  thonglit 
this  was  a  most  important  question,  and 
he  hoped  the  Committee  would  bear  in 
mind  that  these  gaolers  were  not  men  ■ 
who  ought  to  be  trusted  with  euok  j 
enormous  powers  as  were  given  to  them. 
He  had  known  cases  where  gaolers  had 
punished  prisoners  with  very  great 
severity.  As  a  general  rule,  the  gaolea 
were  a  hardened  class  that  had  to  do 
with  a  very  bad  class  of  men ;  and  aOi 
in  time,  they  became  hardened  to  the 
punishment,  which,  with  the  greateit 
ease,  they  were  ready  to  inflict  upoi 
those  placed  under  their  power,  ne 
had  himself  moved,  some  six  weekaago^ 
for  a  Keturn  showing  the  punishmenti 
inflicted,  in  one  particular  gaol  by  a 
particular  individual,  and  showing,  alflOi 
the  number  of  persons  who  had  been 
driven  mad  by  the  punishments  inflicted 
by  that  particular  gaoler.  Thia  eaM 
occurred  in  his  own  county;  and  H 
would  show  to  the  House  what  had  been 
done  by  the  cruelty  and  hardships  in* 
flicted  on  prisoners  by  this  gaoler.  Hi  , 
thought  it  was  very  wrong  to  give  A* 
gaoler  power  to  confine  a  man  for  7t 
hours  on  bread  and  water.  Itwaaeu'i 
what  were  they  to  do  with  prisonei^p  ] 
then,  who  committed  these  breaches  d 
discipline  ?  He  said  that  the  Amend- 
ment gave  power  to  g^ve  24  hours'  penal 
diet  and  solitary  confinement ;  and  he 
thought  that  was  quite  sufficient  poM 
to  place  in  the  hands  of  any  man.  & 
could  not  see  any  objection  to  tkil 
Amendment.  He  regretted,  exoeel* 
ingly,  that  he  had  not  his  Itetum  neiVi 
to  place  before  the  Committee  the  leadl 
of  the  treatment  given  in  gaob  by  A* 
gaolers.  He  trusted  that  the  GovenunMA 
would  not  refuse  to  accede  to  this  homani 
clause. 


r 
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Mb.  PASNELL  said,  he  did  not  think 
there  would  be  any  nse  in  dividing  the 
Committee ;  but  he  should  return  to  this 
question,  either  on  the  Estimates  or  at 
any  other  possible  opportunity,  until  he 
had  brought  the  Home  Secretary  round 
to  his  own  way  of  thinking.  He  had 
looked  into  the  Prisons  Acts  of  1865 
and  1867,  and  in  none  of  the  sections 
was  there  any  authority  to  a  gaoler  to 
confine  a  prisoner  in  his  own  cell  for 
three  days.  The  Act  authorized  a  gaoler 
to  confine  a  prisoner  in  a  penal  cell  for 
three  days ;  but  there  had  never  been 
the  power  to  confine  a  prisoner  in  his 
own  cell.  He  begged  leave  to  withdraw 
the  clause. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  PABNELL  moved,  in  page  i59, 
after  Clause  131,  to  insert  the  following 
clause : — 

(Classification  of  prisoners.) 

"  Whereas  it  is  expedient  that  a  clear  differ- 
ence should  be  made  between  the  treatment  of 
piiBoners  convicted  of  breaches  of  discipline 
tnd  the  treatment  of  prisoners  convicted  of 
offences  of  an  immoral,  dishonest,  shameful,  or 
criminal  character,  a  Secretary  of  State  shall, 
from  time  to  time,  make  rules  for  the  classifica- 
tion and  treatment  of  such  prisoners.*' 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Major  O'BEIENE  moved,  in  page 
83,  after  Clause  150,  to  insert  the  follow- 
ing clause : — 

(Purchase-money    not  to  be  forfeited  unless 
court  so  directs.) 

"An  officer  who  joined  the  Army  before  the 
abolition  of  purchase,  when  sentenced  by  court 
martial  to  be  cashiered  or  dismissed  the  Service, 
ihall  not  forfeit  any  portion  of  any  sum  of 
money  he  may  be  entitled  to  receive  from  the 
Anny  Purchase  Commissioners,  unless  the  sen- 
tence of  the  court  otherwise  directs." 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said, 
that  he  had  put  this  Amendment  upon 
the  Paper  because  there  were  two  classes 
of  officers  now  in  the  Army — ^the  pur- 
chase officer  and  the  non-purchase  officer. 
At  the  present  time  the  purchase  officers 
numbered  2,624,  or  about  one-half  of 
the  total  number  of  competent  officers 
in  the  Army.  If  a  purchase  officer  were 
tried  by  a  court  martial,  he  was  not  only 
sentenced  to  be  cashiered,  but  he  was 
also  made  to  forfeit  the  purchase  money 
of  his  commission.  The  value  of  that 
conmiission  might  be  from  £1,000  to 
£8,400.  This  Bill  bore  very  unfairly 
upon  purchase  officers ;  no  soldier  could 
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be  tried  twice  for  the  same  offence ;  but 
the  purchase  officers  were  worse  off  .than 
soldiers,  for  they  were  subject  to  two 
penalties.  When  Lord  Cardwell  in- 
troduced into  the  House  the  measure 
abolishing  purchase,  he  stated  that  the 
purchase  officers  would  be  placed  in  no 
worse  position  by  the  abolition  of  pur- 
chase than  they  were  in  before.  But 
they  were  now  in  a  much  worse  position 
than  before,  for  they  were  punished 
twice  for  the  same  offence.  He  did  not 
see  how  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman could  refuse  to  accept  his  Amend- 
ment. 

New  Clause  {Major  O^Beirne)  brought 
upf  and  read  the  first  time. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  the  Clause  be  read  a  second 
time." 

Colonel  STANLEY  did  not  think 
that  the  Committee  would  be  justified 
in  assenting  to  the  Amendment,  for  it 
would  produce  an  entire  change  in  the 
position  of  officers,  and  he  did  not  think 
that  the  change  ought  to  be  made.  At 
the  present  time,  an  officer  who  had 
purchased  his  commission  had  repaid 
to  him  what  he  had  invested  by  the 
advantage  he  obtained  in  reaching  a 
superior  rank  before  other  officers  would 
do  so.  He  had  paid  to  him  the  regula- 
tion, or  over-reflation,  value  of  his 
commission  for  the  advantages  he  had 
received ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  it 
would  be  a  strongly  ditodvantageous 
step  if  they  were  to  say  that  such  officers, 
although  cashiered  or  dismissed  the 
Service,  should  be  repaid  previously. 
It  would  be  placing  the  non-purchase 
officer  in  a  very  disadvantageous  posi- 
tion. What  was  laid  down  by  Lord 
Cardwell  was  that  the  purchase  officers 
should  be  in  as  good  a  position  after  the 
passing  of  the  Act  as  they  were  before. 
When  an  officer  was  cashiered  or  dis- 
missed it  was  always  known  that  his 
commission  was  not  saleable.  No  officer 
would  have  given,  or  would  have  been 
allowed  to  give,  any  money  for  that 
commission,  and  it  would  have  been 
allowed  to  go  to  the  next  senior  officer 
without  purchase.  So  far,  therefore, 
as  concerned  the  position  of  an  officer 
sentenced  to  be  cashiered  or  dismissed, 
he  would  stand,  since  the  abolition  of 
purchase,  as  well  as  before,  disentitled 
to  receive  back  any  portion  of  his  pur- 
chase money.    The  hon.  and  gallant 


547        Army  Discipline  and 


(COMMONSl 


Jtegulaiion  BiU. 


Member  for  Brighton  (General  Shute) 
had  put  a  question  to  him  with  regard 
to  this  matter;  and,  in  reply,  he  had 
stated  that  if  a  purchase  officer  were 
cashiered  or  dismissed  the  sentence 
ipso  facto  caused  forfeiture  of  his  pur- 
chase money.  He  did  not  think  it  right 
that  a  purchase  officer  should  be  placed 
in  a  better  position  than  a  non-purchase 
officer.  The  money  he  had  paid  had 
been  for  the  advantages  which  he  had 
enjoyed,  and  for  those  reasons  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment. 

Captain  MILNE-HOME  said,  that 
the  clause  proposed  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Leitrim  was  almost 
the  same  as  one  that  he  proposed  at  an 
earlier  stage  of  the  Bill,  but  which  he 
withdrew  on  an  appeal  from  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War.  His  Amendment 
received  considerable  support  from  all 
sides  of  the  House,  and  it  was  supported 
by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  East  Aberdeenshire  (Sir 
Alexander  Gordon),  and  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Brighton  (General 
Shute).  Subsequently,  a  question  was 
asked  with  regard  to  the  matter,  and  it 
was  stated  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  that  Her  Majesty  had  power  to 
direct  the  payment  of  the  money  to 
which  he  would  otherwise  be  entitled 
from  the  Army  Purchase  Commissioners 
to  any  purchase  officer  who  had  been 
sentenced  to  be  cashiered  or  dismissed 
the  Service  by  court  martial.  It  was, 
however,  pointed  out  that  when  sen- 
tenced to  be  dismissed  or  cashiered  a 
purchase  officer  ipso  facto  forfeited  the 
money  to  which  he  would  have  been 
entitled  had  he  retired  by  his  own  free 
will.  As  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Leitrim  had  placed  this  clause  upon 
the  Paper,  he  should  give  it  his  sup- 
port. He  thought  that  it  was  quite 
right  that  it  should  be  within  the  power 
of  a  court  martial  to  direct  or  to  prevent 
a  forfeiture  of  the  purchase  money,  and 
not  to  leave  it  to  be  forfeited,  as  a 
matter  of  course.  He  hoped  that  the 
clause  would  be  agreed  to. 

Mb.  OTWAY  did  not  think  the  answer 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
to  this  Amendment  was  perfectly  satis- 
factory. He  wished  to  support  the 
Amendment  which  had  been  brought 
forward.  How  could  a  purchase  and  a 
non-purchase  officer  be  said  to  be  on  an 
equality    under    the    present    system? 

Colonel  Stanley 


Suppose  two  officers  were  tried  &r  tti 
same  offence  at  the  same  time,  a  ooni 
martial  might  sentence  them  both  to  bi 
cashiered.  The  one  officer,  who  had 
paid  nothing  for  his  commission,  loit 
nothing ;  but  the  purchase  officer  fb^ 
feited  a  considerable  sum  of  monej. 
He  did  not  think  that  could  be  called 
justice.  The  right  hon.  and  ffallaat 
Gentleman  said  that  an  officer  who  had 
been  so  treated  had  obviously  deriTed 
some  benefit  from  his  purchase.  That 
argument  was  answered  during  the  dii- 
cussion  on  the  purchase.  He  remem- 
bered pointing  out  that  the  better  plaa 
would  oe  for  the  Government  to  aseeai 
the  loss  or  gain  which  the  officer  who 
had  purchased  his  commission  had  really 
obtained.  If  they  took  the  case  of  a 
man  who  derived  no  benefit  from  hii 
purchase,  the  argument  of  his  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  fell  to  the 
ground.  What  advantage  did  an  enaigi 
obtain  over  any  other  officer?  Sup- 
posing he  paid  £450  for  his  commiaaioii, 
and  was  cashiered,  he  would  lose  the 
money  he  had  invested  without  having 
gained  any  advantage.  That  seemed  to 
be  an  unanswerable  argument.  He 
must  say  that  it  was  hardly  likely  thift 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  who  wen 
usually  so  opposed  to  their  views  oi 
that  side  of  the  House,  should  join  with  < 
them  in  supporting  the  Amendment^  , 
unless  they  had  a  very  strong  opinioi  | 
on  the  matter.  Though  with  evanr  ; 
desire  to  promote  the  BiU,  he  feltboniA  ' 
in  justice,  to  support  the  Amendment     | 

Colonel    ALEXANDEE    obserred,  i 
that  there  was  a  certain  difference  bo> 
tween  purchase  and  non-purchase  oS* 
cers  existing  prior  to  the  abolition  rf 
purchase  in  1871.     There  were  t^^tBj% 
a  certain  number  of  officers  who  obtained  \ 
promotion  without  purchase.    The  eani 
conditions  were  in  existence  before  the 
abolition    of    purchase  as  at  preeeiit 
with  respect  to  forfeiture  of  purchaaa ' 
monev. 

General  SHUTE  said,  that  there  w« 
an  unquestionable  difference  betwett 
the  position  of  officers  who  had  pO" 
chased  and  those  who  had  not.  A  p■^ 
chase  officer  had  his  money,  as  it  wii^ 
staked  on  his  life  and  military  condvit 
— that  was  to  say,  it  would  oniv  be  fi*» 
feited  by  death  or  his  being  aismisaai  1 
the  Service  by  the  sentence  of  a  oomt  | 
martial,  and  the  advantage  he  gained 
by  having  expended  this  money  wM 
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that  formerly  he  obtained  his  promotioii 
BO  much  the  quicker.  The  man  who  got 
his  promotion  without  purchase  was 
years  in  doing  it  under  the  old  sys- 
tem ;  but  now  the  purchase  officer  had 
no  advantage  whatever.  Supposing 
there  were  two  junior  captains  in  one 
regiment,  one  of  whom  was  a  purchase 
officer,  and  the  next  below  him  was  a 
son-purchase  officer.  The  non-purchase 
officer  would  for  the  last  eight  years 
have  obtained  promotion  quite  as  quickly 
as  his  comrade,  who  had  paid  for  his 
position.  Supposing,  then,  that  these  two 
captains  were  cashiered  for  the  same 
offence,  the  one  having  purchased  one 
or  two  of  his  earlier  steps  would,  from 
the  fact  of  his  being  dismissed  the  Ser- 
vice, be  fined  the  value  of  them,  whilst 
the  other  could  not  be  subjected  to  any 
pecuniary  penalty.  He  was  in  favour 
of  the  Amendment  to  place  a  discre- 
tionary power,  as  to  the  forfeiture  of 
purchase  money,  in  the  hands  of  a  court 
martial. 

Mb.  HAED0A8TLE  said,  that  per- 
haps it  might  be  impertinent  for  a 
civilian  to  address  any  argument  to  the 
Committee  upon  such  a  subject  as  this ; 
hat  it  did  appear  to  him  that  there  was 
a  clear  distinction  between  an  officer 
who  had  not  purchased  his  commission, 
hut  had  obtained  it  by  promotion  before 
the  abolition  of  purchase,  and  a  non- 
purchase  officer  at  the  present  moment. 
Before  the  abolition  of  purchase  an 
officer  who  had  obtained  his  commission 
by  promotion  was  possessed  of  a  sale- 
ahle  article,  and  was  in  the  same  position 
as  an  officer  who  had  purchased  his 
commission.  Now,  a  non  -  purchase 
officer  lost  not  the  value  of  his  commis- 
sion— for  that  was  no  longer  saleable — 
hut  the  purchase  officer,  who  was  entitled 
to  compensation  for  the  value  of  his 
commission,  would  lose  that  as  well  as 
the  commission,  and  thus  suffered  a 
double  punishment. 

Major  O'BEIENE  remarked,  that 
the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  told 
them  nothing  of  the  disadvantages  to 
which  purchase  officers  had  been  sub- 
jected since  the  abolition  of  purchase. 
They  were  now  obliged  to  accept  com- 
pulsory retirement,  and  had  lost  many 
advantages. 

Captain  MILNE-HOME  wished  to 
hring  one  single  point  to  the  notice  of 
the  Committee.    The  Bill  which  they 


—  Ayes  45  ; 

-  (Div.  List, 


were  now  discussing  introduced  offences, 
more  or  less  venial,  for  which  officers 
might  be  cashiered  or  dismissed  the 
Service.  He  was  sure  that  the  Com- 
mittee would  support  him  when  he  said 
that  this  might  bear  unfairly  upon  pur- 
chase officers. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  135  :  Majority  90.  - 
No.  171.) 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  he  had 
two  Amendments  on  the  Paper ;  he  did 
not  propose  to  move  the  first,  but  the 
second  he  should  move.  Clause  152 
gave  power  to  move  military  offenders 
from  one  place  to  another,  and  to  keep 
them  in  the  place  to  which  they  were 
removed.  It  appeared  to  him  that  that 
clause,  to  a  certain  extent,  set  a  dan- 
gerous precedent.  Under  that  clause 
people  might  fancy  that  they  would  be 
justified  in  moving  people  from  one  dis- 
trict to  another  for  an  ulterior  purpose. 
For  instance,  under  Clause  152  persons 
might  be  moved  from  a  district  in  which- 
there  was  no  martial  law  to  a  district 
where  martial  law  was  in  force.  In 
Gordon's  case,  a  Member  of  the  Kingston 
Legislature  was  taken  into  a  district 
where  martial  law  existed  from  one 
where  it  was  not  in  force.  By  that 
means  he  was  put  to  death,  and  the 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England  had  said 
that  that  act  was  something  very  like 
murder.  He  begged  to  move,  after 
Clause  152,  to  insert  the  following 
clause : — 

(No  person  to  be  subject  to  any  penalties  other 
than  thoso  to  which  he  would  be  liable  if 
tried  in  the  place  where  offence  was  com- 
mitted.) 

**  No  person  shall  be  subject  to  any  punish- 
ment or  penalties  other  than  those  which  could 
have  been  inflicted  if  he  had  been  tried  in  the 
place  where  the  offence  was  committed." 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Major  NOLAN  proposed  to  insert, 
after  the  word  **  penalties  "  in  the  last 
clause,  '^  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Act." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  in  page 
109,  before  First  Schedule,  insert  Sche- 
dule— 

T  5^ 
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'^  Offences  punishable  with  corporal  punish- 
ment on  active  service. 

'*  All  offences  under  this  Act  punishable  with 
death." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
First  Schedule  agreed  to. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  in  Sche- 
dule 2,  page  110,  line  26,  to  leave  out 
all  the  words  after  the  word  **  horse." 

Amendment  a^r«^^  ^. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  2nd  Schedule. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  had 
moved  to  leave  out  the  second  part  of 
the  Schedule,  as  he  intended  to  place  it 
in  an  annual  Bill. 

Major  NOLAN  wished  to  know 
where  they  were,  as  it  was  impossible 
to  tell  what  wasgoing  on  in  the  Benches 
where  he  sat  ?  He  wanted  to  know  what 
course  the  Gt)vemment  proposed  to  take 
with  reference  to  the  billeting  clauses, 
as  to  which  he  had  an  Amendment  ? 
.  The  CHAERMAN  said,  that  an 
Amendment  proposed  to  the  2nd  Sche- 
dule by  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  been  agreed  to,  and  the  second 
part  of  the  2nd  Schedule  had  been 
struck  out.  The  Question,  then,  be- 
fore the  Committee  was,  that  the  2nd 
Schedule,  as  amended,  should  be  the 
2nd  Schedule  of  the  Bill. 

Major  NOLAN  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
that  the  Government  have  been  dodging 
this  in  an  ingenious  way. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  must  see  that  the  expression 
he  had  used  was  one  which  exceeded 
the  rules  of  debate. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  he  brought 
forward  this  question  three  years  ago. 
Lord  Cranbrook  then  declared  that  if 
he  did  not  raise  the  question  the  Go- 
vernment would  themselves  bring  it  for- 
ward. During  the  course  of  this  Bill 
he  had  four  times  asked  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  appoint  a  Proprietary 
Committee.  That  was  the  only  way  of 
dealing  witli  it.  Such  a  Committee 
could  discuss  the  whole  question  of 
prices.  The  last  time  he  mentioned  it 
the  Secretary  of  State  said  it  was  un- 
necessary, because  it  could  be  moved  in 
the  Act  which  was  only  to  be  put  in 
force  by  another  Act.    It  seemed  that 


now  the  Government  had  taken  flie 
matter  out  of  this  Act  with  a  view  rf 
putting  it  into  an  annual  Act,  so  thii 
he  would  not  be  able  to  bring  it  on. 
The  Government  were  not  behaving 
with  ordinary  candour  over  this  matter. 
If  a  declaration  were  not  made,  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  that  this  matter 
should  go  before  a  Proprietary  Com- 
mittee, he  should  feel  it  his  duty  to  pro- 
pose to  report  Progress. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  nothing 
approaching  to  an  imdertaking  had  been 
given  in  this  matter.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  had  raised  the  qm- 
tion  very  fairly  at  the  earlier  stages  of 
the  Bill.  They  did  not  then  thmk  thai 
it  was  advisable  to  put  the  prices  into 
the  Bill,  but  considered  it  would  be 
more  convenient  to  place  them  in  the 
Schedule.  He  was  asked  whether  it 
should  be  made  an  Instruction  to  the 
Committee  to  consider  the  question  d 
prices.  Ultimately,  it  was  thondit 
better  to  take  these  prices  from  Ibe 
Schedule  of  the  Annual  Bill,  so  that 
Parliament  might  have  control  orer 
them  from  time  to  time.  Therefore,  he 
had  proposed  to  strike  out  the  seoood 
part  of  Schedule  2 ;  and,  at  the  proper 
time,  he  would  move  that  it  should  he 
an  Instruction  to  the  Committee  to  fix 
the  prices. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  the  re- 
marks of  the  right  hon.  and  gallast 
Gentleman  had  changed  the  whole 
matter. 

Second  Schedule,  as  amended,  sgr$d 
to. 

Schedule  3  agreed  to. 
Schedule  4  agreed  to. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  that  ft« 
new  Schedule  be  read  a  second  time. 

Me.  OTWAY  said,  that  as  the  Schi' 
dule  dealt  with  corporal  punishment,  be 
should  like  to  know  whether  the  li^ 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  was  p^ 
pared  to  accept  his  Amendment? 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  that  thi 
Amendment  which  stood  in  the  name  d 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hochester  did  v/t 
appear  to  him  to  be  in  Order  upon  4* 
new  Schedule.  The  proposed  new  Seta* 
dule  was  a  list  of  those  offences  wbidiit 
by  Clause  44,  were  punishable  wik 
death,  and  for  these  the  Schedule  notr 
before  the  Committee  provided  corpoit 
punishment.    The  hon.  Member  irooh 
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be  in  Order  in  moving  any  exception  to 
the  list ;  but  he  would  not  now  be  in  Order 
in  moving  an  Amendment  upon  the 
enacting  part  of  the  Bill.  He  wished  to 
point  out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  an 
Amendment  to  this  Schedule  must  be 
either  by  way  of  exception  or  addi- 
tion to. 

Mr.  OTWAY  would  bow  to  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Chair.  It  appeared  to  him, 
however,  that  his  Amendment  came 
within  the  terms  of  the  ruling. 

CoLOHEL  STANLEY  said,  that  on  the 
suggestion  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Glad- 
stone) and  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt^, 
it  had  been  agreed  to  consider  the  whole 
subject  of  corporal  punishment  upon 
Beport. 

Mr.  OTWAY  admitted  tJiat  when  he 
put  down  his  Amendment  it  was  for  the 
ptuposeof  raisingthequestion  of  flogging. 
Now  this  question  had  been  so  much 
discussed,  he  did  think  this  Amendment 
worthy  of  consideration.  Surely  it  was 
not  desirable  that  this  punishment 
should  be  inflicted  upon  soldiers  by 
their  comrades.  He  had,  however,  no 
desire  to  prolong  the  discussion. 

Schedule  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
Bidered  upon  Thursday/,  and  to  be  printed, 
[Bill  245.] 

CoLONELSTANLEYsaid,  thatarrange- 
ments  were  made  by  which  the  Bill 
would  be  printed,  and  would  be  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members  to-morrow 
(Wednesday  morning).  If  it  was  not 
possible  to  deliver  the  Schedules  with 
the  Bill,  there  would  be  a  second  de- 
Hvery,  both  at  the  House  and  at  the 
residences  of  hon.  Members. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
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BmrUTES.]— Select  CoMMiTTBB— Mr.  Goffin'a 

Certificate,  appointed  and  nominated, 
Beport — Privilege  (Tower  High  Level  Bridge, 

Metropolis)  [No.  294]. 
Public  Bills — Me»olution  in  Committee — Ordered 

— First  Beading — Passenger  Vessels  Licensing 

(Scotland)  ♦  [247]. 
Second  Beading — Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment 

[114],  debate  a^/oumed. 
Third  Beading — Industrial  Schools  (Powers  of 

School    Boards)*    [242];    Volunteer    Corps 

(Ireland)  ♦    [200] ;     Commons    Act    (1876) 

Amendment  *  [233],  and  passed. 
Withdrawn — Joint  Stock  Banks    (Accounts)  • 

~^23]  ;  Animal  Vaccination  *  [131j ;  Supreme 

"loort  of  Judicature  (District  Courts)  *  [100]. 


NATIONAL  SCHOOL  TEACHSES  (IBELAND) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Jambs  Lowthbb,  BiU  for 
improTing  the  position  of  the  Teachers  of  Na- 
tional Schools  in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought 
in  by  Mr.  James  Lowthbb  and  Mr.  Attobmey 

GtXXBAL  for  iBBLAm). 

BiSlpresented, andread  thefirst  time.  [Bill246.] 

Home  adjourned  at  half  after 

One  o'clock. 
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NOTICE  OF  QUESTION, 

REGINA  V,  ORTON. 
NOTICE  OF  QUESTION. 

Db.  KENEALT  gave  Notice  that, 
to-morrow,  he  would  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department,  Whe- 
ther, considering  the  evidence  that  has 
been  brought  to  his  notice  since  the  con- 
viction of  the  claimant  to  the  Tichborne 
estates  in  February  1874,  and  the  fact 
that,  according  to  usage,  the  sentence 
passed  upon  him  for  swearing  that  he 
was  not  Arthur  Orton  would  expire  on 
the  10th  of  August  next;  considering, 
also,  the  grave  legal  doubts  that  the 
Court  had  power  to  give  more  than  one 
sentence  for  a  supposed  perjury,  and 
that  the  jury  had  made  certain  state- 
ments as  to    the  circumstances  under 
which  they  found  their  verdict,  he  will 
advise    Her  Majesty   to    liberate    the 
prisoner  on  the  10th  of  August  next; 
and,  if  not,  whether  he  will  forthwith 
investigate    the    numerous  matters    to 
which  his  attention  has  been  called  in 
support  of  the  identity  of  the  claimant 
with  Boger  Tichborne ;  whether  it  was 
true  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  or 
any  of  them,  advised  the  Queen  to  send 
a  telegram  of  sympathy  to  Lady  Bad- 
diffe,  congratulating  her  upon  the  result 
of  the  trial ;   and  whether,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  trial  has  not  cost  the  country 
more  than  a  quarter  of  a  million  of 
money  ? 
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Mr.  SPEAKEE  :  I  have  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  it  appears  to 
me  that  parts  of  his  Notice  involve 
matters  of  argument,  and,  so  far,  it  is 
irregular.  I  am  not  prepared  at  this 
moment  to  state  in  what  shape  the 
Question  ought  to  be  put. 

Dr.  KENEALY  :  When  my  atten- 
tion  was  called  to  this  objection  by  one 
of  the  Clerks  of  the  House  I  most  care- 
fully considered  the  Question,  and  did 
what  I  could  to  illuminate  my  mind 
from  Sir  Erskine  May's  work;  but  I 
have  been  unable  to  find  anything  con- 
trary to  the  Hules  of  the  House  in  my 
Question. 

ORDER     OF    THE    DA  Y. 

BANKRUPTCY  LAW  AMENDMENT  BILL. 

[Lor</«.]— [Bill  114.] 

{Mr.  Attorney  General.) 

SECOND     READING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (Sir 
John  Holker),  in  rising  to  move  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said :  Sir,  a  Bill  to  consolidate  and 
amend  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy  has  been 
passed  through  the  other  House  of  Par- 
liament, and  I  now  rise  for  the  purpose 
of  asking  this  House  to  consent  to  the 
measure  being  read  a  second  time.  As 
the  House  is  aware,  a  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject of  Bankruptcy  was  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Lords  in  1876,  and  again 
in  1877.  In  the  latter  year,  the  measure 
was  approved  by  the  noble  Lords,  and 
sent  down  to  this  House,  where  it  was 
read  a  second  time,  and,  as  far  as  I 
could  judge  from  the  discussion  which 
arose,  gave  almost  universal  satisfaction. 
Owing  to  causes,  however,  the  nature  of 
which  I  need  not  explain,  the  Bill  was 
not  proceeded  with  by  the  Government. 
Since  the  Session  of  1877  the  subject 
has  been  further  carefully  investigated 
and  considered,  and  several  alterations 
have  been  made  in  the  original  Bill — I 
mean  the  Bill  of  1877 — which  I  believe 
will  be  found  great  improvements.  The 
Bill  which  I  ask  leave  to  read  a  second 
time  is  composed  of  the  original  mea- 
sure, with  the  alterations  to  which  I 
have  referred.  There  have  been  several 
Acts  within  comparatively  recent  times 
designed  to  alter  and  improve  the  Law 
of  Bankruptcy;    but  it  seems  an  un- 


fortunate subject,  because  measure  aftor 
measure  has  been  attempted,  and  tamr 
sure  after  measure  has  failed  to  remedy 
the  evils  complained  of.    I  think  I  need 
only  refer  to  two  of  them — the  Act  of 
1 86 1 .  and  the  Act  of  1 869.     Prior  to  tke 
Act  of  1861  the  system  which  prevailed, 
and  which  had  prevailed  for  some  timei 
was  what  may  be  called  essentially  a 
system  of  ofiB.cialism.      The    Court  of 
Bankruptcy  and  the  officers  of  that  Coozt 
had  practically  the  control  of  the  pro- 
ceedings, and  little  or  no  power  wai 
confided  to  the  creditors.     In  1861,  how- 
ever, it  was  thought  expedient  to  make 
a  considerable  alteration,  and,  accord- 
ii^g^ljy   by    A   Bill   introduced   by  Sir 
Eichard  Bethell,  then  Attorney  Gkae- 
ral,  a  much  greater  amount  of  powor 
was  conferred  upon  the  creditors  tluui 
they  had  been  invested  with  for  eome 
time  previously.      The   measure,  how- 
ever, was  not  a  success,  and  in  1869  an- 
other Bill  was  brought  in  by  Sir  Bobert 
Collier,  by  which  the  authority  of  credi- 
tors over  the  estate  of  the  debtor  was 
still  further  extended,  and  their  powen 
still  further   increased.      The   Act  of 
1869   may,    indeed,   I  think,  be  eaid 
to   have    completely   put    an    end  to 
officialism.        This    Act    was,    I  con- 
sider, a  carefully-prepared  measure,  and 
one  which  was  founded  upon  correct 
principles ;  for  it  seems  to  me  that  it  i» 
only  reasonable  that  when  a  man  be- 
comes bankrupt    the  creditors  should 
have  the  right  to  superintend  the  wind- 
ing-up and  distribution  of  the  estatOf 
and  also  the  right — within  limite— to 
decide  whether  their   debtor  shall  be 
wholly  discharged  from  his  liabilitiei. 
The  Act  of  1869,  though  it  was  mud 
applauded  for  a  time,  was  found,  by  ei- 
perience,  not  to  work  as  well  as  was  ex- 
pected— in  that  it  did  not  accomplish  a& 
that  was  desired.     The  truth  is,  thoAet 
would  work  well  enough,   if  creditoit 
would  only  condescend  to  give  them- 
selves a  little  trouble  about  their  own 
affairs,  and  not  exhibit  the  apathy  and 
indifference  with  regard  to  them  whiA 
they  do  exhibit.     It  seems  to  me  that 
when  a  creditor  in   England — for  OBf 
Scotch  friends  are  more  prudent,  cautious 
and  canny — is  informed  that  his  debfc* 
is  unable  to  pay  and  obliged  to  resort tt 
the  Bankruptcy  Court,  he  generally,  I 
dare  say,  gives  vent  to  his  feelinss  in  * 
few  passionate  exclamations,  and  sooift 
strong  language ;  but  having  dona  tbiii 
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he  takes  his  ledger,  writes  off  the  amount 
owing  as  a  bad  debt,  and  pays  no  fur« 
ther  attention  to  the  matter.  This 
Bupineness  and  apathy  on  the  part  of  cre- 
ditors, in  my  opinion,  has  resulted  in 
much  evil,  and  the  adminbtration  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Law  has,  I  regret  to  say,  of 
late  years  became  a  perfect  scandal. 
There  must  be  something  wrong  when  I 
find  from  the  Eeportof  the  Controller  in 
Bankruptcy  that,  under  the  existing 
system,  the  cases  of  compositions  of  the 
worst  kind — that  is,  those  averag^g 
only  a  few  pence  in  the  pound — ^were 
ten  times  as  many  in  1878  as  in  1870. 
Furthermore,  in  1878,  in  the  case  of  one- 
half  the  total  number  of  compositions, 
only  about  Is,  6d.  in  the  pound  was  paid, 
and  in  cases  of  liquidations  although 
there  was  avast  number  of  them  in  1878 
—6,356 — half  the  liquidating  debtors 
gaye  up  nothing  more  than  as  much  pro- 
perty as  would  defray  the  expenses  of 
carrying  out  the  resolution  to  liquidate. 
The  object  of  the  present  Bill  is  not  in 
anyway  to  depart  from  the  principle 
upon  which  the  Act  of  1869  is  founded, 
or  in  any  way  to  take  away  the  power 
and  the  control  of  the  creditors,  and  to 
revert  to  any  system  of  officialism ;  but 
the  Bill  is  designed  to  introduce  certain 
safeguards  and  checks  which  shall  have 
the  effect  of  preventing  the  evils  which 
at  present  arise  from  the  indifference  of 
creditors,  and  of  securing  the  due  manage- 
ment and  administration  of  the  estates, 
and  it  is  also  intended  in  some  other  re- 
spects to  place  the  law  upon  a  more 
satisfactory  footing.  The  first  alteration 
in  the  law  which  is  effected  by  the  pre- 
sent measure,  and  to  which  I  desire  to 
draw  attention,  has  reference  to  the 
nature  of  the  proceedings  to  be  instituted 
against  a  man  who  is  unable  to  pay  his 
debts.  This  alteration,  however,  as  will 
he  perceived,  is  not  one  of  those  to 
which  I  have  alluded  as  having  been 
rendered  necessary  by  the  apathy  of  the 
creditors.  At  present,  if  a  man  is  un- 
able to  discharge  the  claims  made 
against  him,  and  a  petition  is  presented 
by  a  creditor  for  the  purpose  of  making 
him  bankrupt,  an  adjudication  in  Bank- 
raptcy  at  once  takes  place.  Perhaps,  if 
the  debtor  is  a  person  backed  by  a  great 
number  of  friends,  or  if  he  is  not  over 
scrupulous  and  does  not  hesitate  to  re- 
sort to  unworthy  tricks,  he  may  avoid  a 
declaration  of  Bankruptcy  by  resorting 
to  a  liquidation   by    arrangement — a 


gentle  and  gentlemanly-like  process  of 
white- washing,  to  which  I  shall  pre- 
sently allude.  But  if  the  debtor  is  not 
a  man  of  this  kind,  although  he  may 
have  fallen  into  misfortune  through  no 
fault  of  his  own,  and  have  been  per- 
fectly straightforward  and  honest  in  all 
his  dealings,  he  is  at  once,  before  any 
opportunity  of  investigating  his  affairs, 
and  of  ascertaining  what  has  been  his 
conduct  has  been  afforded,  adjudicated  a 
bankrupt.  The  result  is,  that  very  fre- 
quently a  man  who  has  shown  himself 
most  thoroughly  honourable  in  all  his 
dealings,  and  at  whose  door  no  particle 
of  blame  can  be  laid,  finds  himself  sub- 
jected to  the  stigma  of  bankruptcy — a 
stigma  which,  however  lightly  it  may  be 
regarded  by  some,  is,  to  the  great  bulk 
of  men,  an  occasion  of  serious  annoy- 
ance, and  to  a  sensitive  mind  an  occasion 
of  intense  suffering.  Now,  then,  the 
remedy  for  this  evil  contemplated  by  this 
Bill  is  this.  It  is  enacted  that  the  first 
result  of  a  petition  in  Bankruptcy,  either 
by  a  creditor  against  a  debtor,  or  by  a 
debtor  against  himself — for  it  is  pro- 
posed, under  the  provisions  of  the  mea- 
sure, that  a  debtor  shall  be  enabled 
to  petition  against  himself — shall  be, 
that  the  property  of  the  debtor  shall 
be  vested  immediately  in  a  trustee,  and 
consequently  secured  for  the  benefit  of 
the  creditors ;  then,  that  the  affairs  of 
the  debtor  and  his  conduct  shall  be  sub- 
jected to  a  searching  investigation,  and 
that  pending  this  investigation  the  order 
for  adjudication  in  Bankruptcy  shall  be 
provisional  only.  Whether  the  debtor 
will  be  adjudicated  bankrupt  or  not  will 
depend  upon  the  result  of  the  investi- 
gation of  his  affairs,  and  upon  the 
opinion  his  creditors  may  be  led  to  form 
of  his  conduct.  If  that  opinion  is  favour- 
able to  the  debtor,  he  may  be  dis- 
charged at  once  without  any  further  pro- 
ceedings ;  or  it  may  be  that  the  creditors 
will  think  it  right  that  the  debtor's  af- 
fairs shall  be  wound  up  under  a  deed  of 
arrangement,  or  that  a  composition  be 
accepted.  The  advantage  of  this  provi- 
sion is,  that  it  necessitates  a  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  debtor's  position,  and 
prevents  injustice  being  inflicted ;  but, 
at  the  same  time,  it  at  once  removes 
from  the  debtor  the  power  of  dealing 
with  his  estate,  and  secures  it  at  the 
earliest  possible  moment  for  the  benefit 
of  the  whole  of  his  creditors.  Judging 
from  some  pamphlets  which  have  been 
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circulated,  there  appears  to  be  some  ex- 
ception taken  by  a  good  many  profes- 
sional trustees,  accountants,  and  fourth 
or  fifth-rate  solicitors  outside  this  House 
to  this  proposal  to  substitute  a  Provi- 
sional Order  for  an  immediate  adjudica- 
tion in  Bankruptcy,  and  elaborate  en- 
deavours have  been  made  to  demonstrate 
that  the  working  of  the  proposed  sys- 
tem would,  or  might  possibly,  occasion 
some  additional  expense,  in  &at  it  will 
increase  the  number  of  applications  re- 
quired to  be  made  to  the  Court.  Sir,  I 
have  given  the  matter  much  considera- 
tion, and  I  am  convinced  that  it  is  a 
mere  invention  of  the  gentlemen  I  have 
referred  to,  and  that,  as  a  rule,  no  addi- 
tional expense  will  result  from  the  adop- 
tion of  the  proposal  contained  in  the 
Bill ;  but  surely  it  will  be  a  great  im- 
provement, and  the  removal  of  a  great 
injustice,  to  provide  that  a  man  shall 
not  be  declared  a  bankrupt  until  his  cre- 
ditors have  had  some  chance  of  con- 
sidering his  conduct  and  of  investigating 
his  affairs;  and  even  if  it  could  be  shown 
—which  I  deny — that  this  amendment 
of  the  existing  law  may  have  to  be  pur- 
chased at  the  risk  of  slightly  increasing 
the  cost  of  the  pr3cee£ngs  in  certain 
exceptional  cases,  we  ought  not,  I  think, 
to  complain.  With  reference  to  the 
proposal  to  resort  to  a  Provisional  Order, 
in  the  first  instance,  that  proposal  has 
the  sanction  of  a  Committee  of  gentle- 
men of  the  greatest  experience  in  Bank- 
ruptcy matters — namely,  Mr.  Kupert 
Kettle,  Mr.  James  B.  Brougham,  Mr. 
Mansfield  Parkyns,  Mr.  Henry  Nicol, 
and  Mr.  W.  Ilackwood — who  were,  in 
1875,  appointed  to  consider  the  working 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Act  of  1869.  In  their 
Beport  the  Committee  say — 

"Proceedings  in  bankruptcy  arc  now  com- 
menced by  the  action  of  an  individual  creditor, 
who,  in  most  cases,  knows  nothing  of  his  fellow 
(creditors,  nor  does  he  act  for  or  in  concert  with 
them.  By  the  proceedings  of  such  single  credi- 
tor a  dilatory  and  an  expensive  contest  is  some- 
times carried  on  as  to  whether  or  not  adjudica- 
tion of  bankruptcy  shall  be  made,  and  the  adju- 
dication  is  often  set  aside  by  the  action  of  the 
body  of  the  creditors  as  soon  as  they  can  exer- 
cise the  provisions  of  Section  28  of  the  Statute. 
It  is  reversing  the  proper  order  of  events  to 
provide  that  an  adjuoication  should  bo  made  in 
the  first  instance  and  the  conduct  of  the  debtor 
bo  inquired  into  afterwards.  The  result  of  the 
inquiry  may  be,  and  often  is,  to  find  the  debtor 
to  be  undeserving  the  stigma  of  bankruptcy 
which  has  been  already  cast  upon  him.  While 
preventing  the  haat^  judgment  upon  uncertain 
information  by  which  it  sometimes  happens  a 
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debtor  seeking  liquidation  is  forced  into  hulk 
ruptcy,  or,  as  more  frequently  happens,  a  fan 
dulent  debtor  is  discharged  by  Tote  at  the  lln 
meeting,  we  think  it  would  be  proper  to  pn 
servo  to  the  creditors  the  right  to  consider,  ani 
full  and  accurate  information  has  been  laid  be 
fore  them,  the  conduct  of  the  debtor  and  lu 
right  to  his  discharge.  We  therefore  think  i 
desirable  that  the  present  mode  of  institiitio( 
proceedings,  whether  in  bankntptcy  or  lionidi 
tion,  should  be  altered  so  that  the  first  order  o 
the  Court,  whether  upon  petition  of  a  credita 
or  a  debtor,  should  bo  limited  in  its  opentki 
to  the  possession  and  administration  of  propevU 
and  ^ould  not  in  the  first  instance  affect  ta 
personal  status  of  the  debtor,  and  that  it  AM 
be  left  to  a  subsequent  stage  of  the  prooeediBgi 
for  the  creditors,  at  a  meeting  to  be  hdd  & 
that  purpose,  to  determine  whether  or  sot  tk 
debtor  sliould  be  publicly  adjudicated  hiak* 
nipt." 

Tne  next  alteration — and  I  will  mab 
bold  to  say  iniprovement — of  the  kv 
effected  by  the  Bill  to  which  I  think  it 
necessary  to  refer,  is  the  abolition,  the 
entire  abolition,  of  liquidations  by  tf- 
rangement.  As  the  House  is  aware^ 
under  the  provisions  of  the  125th  seotioA 
of  the  Act  of  1869,  which  proyides  ibr 
liquidation  by  arrangement,  a  man  who 
is  unable  to  meet  his  engagements  ma^ 
summon  a  general  meeting  of  his  oiedi- 
tors  practically  when  and  where  hB 
pleases,  and  obtain  a  resolution  that 
his  affairs  shall  be  wound  up  by  liqnidap 
tion,  and  not  in  Bankruptcy.  I  am  not 
going  to  say  that  all  liquidations  axe  to 
be  condemned ;  far  from  it.  Many  of 
them,  no  doubt,  are  conducted  in  a  satii- 
factory  manner.  Innocent  debtors  ob- 
tain their  release  without  being  oooi- 
pelled  to  submit  to  the  disgrace,  or 
fancied  disgrace,  of  bankruptcy,  aal 
the  estates  are  properly  distribntoi 
among  the  creditors ;  and,  perhapfl»  I 
may  lay  down  that,  as  a  rule,  Hquidi* 
tions  would  be  unobjectionable  if  debton 
were  incapable  of  resorting  to  unwoitlv 
contrivances  to  secure  the  votes  of  A* 
creditors  and  those  who  represent  theSi 
and  if  creditors  would  decline  to  aUov 
themselves  to  bo  made  use  of  as  took  to 
forward  the  views  of  their  debtors.  Ut- 
fortunately,  however,  it  often  happo* 
that  a  liquidation  is  only  used  aa  dM 
means  for  procuring  a  comforta))il 
discharge  for  a  culpable  and,  may 
be,  a  fraudulent  debtor  ;  and,  on  ft* 
other  hand,  often  ends  in  a  shaml' 
ful  waste  of  his  estate.  The  zMr 
son  why  this  result  is  brought  abcMft 
may  be  ascertained  without  much  dift* 
culty.    The  debtor  haa  power,  aa  I  liait 
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sud,  to  convene  the  meeting  of  his 
crediton  wherever  and  whenever  ho 
peases,  and  it  is  ohviously  his  interest 
to  summon  it  at  an  inconvenient  time, 
lad  probably  at  an  inconvenient  place. 
The  creditors  are  apathetic  as  usual, 
ind  do  not  care  to  attend  themselves, 
but  are  content  to  confide  their  votes  and 
interests  to  persons  whom  they  appoint 
their  proxies.  In  the  meantime  the 
debtor  and  his  accountant  are  active; 
they  get  a  few  friendly  creditors,  or  per- 
haps persons  who  merely  pretend  to  be 
ereditors,  to  attend  the  meeting.  The 
rapport  of  the  proxy-holders  is  begged, 
or  periiaps  more  frequently  bought,  and 
the  debtor  and  his  supporters  are  placed 
in  complete  command  of  the  situation ; 
ind,  being  in  this  position,  they  appoint 
a  trustee  who  is  simply  their  tool,  and 
the  trustee  appoints  a  solicitor,  who  is 
ilao  to  be  a  creature  of  the  debtor.  Of 
coarse,  the  consequence  is,  that  what- 
erer  misconduct  the  debtor  may  have 
beeu  guilty  of  is  carefully  concealed 
from  the  public.  He  obtains  his  release 
as  a  matter  of  course,  has  perhaps  a 
eoDsiderable  allowance  voted  to  him,  and 
then  the  trustee,  who  is,  in  many  cases, 
St  the  same  time,  the  accountant  of  the 
debtor,  proceeds  to  realize  the  estate 
ud  to  deal  with  it — ^that  is  to  say,  to 
tranafdr  as  much  of  it  as  he  possibly  can 
to  his  own  pocket,  and  to  the  pockets  of 
those  in  his  service,  and  those  whom  he 
is  desirous  of  favouring.  If  the  creditors 
esnnot  be  induced  to  attend  to  their  own 
sffairs,  of  course  the  result  is,  that  the 
debtor  and  the  debtor's  friends  do  as 
they  like,  as  I  have  shown.  Perhaps 
hon.  Gentlemen  may  ask — **  How  can  it 
be  that  such  waste  of  the  estate  is  per- 
fliitted?"  The  answer  is,  that  under 
the  present  law,  if  the  creditors  are  in- 
different, there  is  no  check  upon  the 
proceedings  of  the  trustee,  as  there  is  no 
pofiaion  in  the  Act  of  1869  for  the 
audit  of  the  accounts  in  coses  of  liquida- 
tion by  arrangement.  Now,  Sir,  if  such 
ctses  as  those  which  I  have  just  de- 
*ribed,  in  colours,  I  suspect,  sadly  too 
•obdued,  occurred  only  rarely,  perhaps 
tbere  would  be  no  great  necessity  for 
cooplaint ;  but  I  regret  to  say  that  they 
I^^pen  over  and  over  again,  and  have 
jpTO  rise  to  a  great  public  scandal. 
Ibe  remedy  which  we  propose  for  this 
^  18  one  of  a  very  simple,  but,  at  the 
'ttne  time,  of  a  very  comprehensive 
ciancter.    It  is  no  hidf-measure,  but  it 


involves  the  entire  sweeping  away  of 
liquidation  by  arrangement.  It  must 
not,  however,  be  supposed  that  under 
the  present  Bill  no  arrangement  will  be 
admissible  between  a  debtor  and  his 
creditors  without  resort  to  Bankruptcy. 
The  truth  is,  there  are  very  elaborate 
provisions  for  such  arrangements;  but 
these  arrangements  are  to  bo  effected  by 
deeds,  which  may  be  objected  to  by  any 
of  the  creditors,  and  are  not  to  be  valid 
until  confirmed  by  the  Court.  Moreover, 
it  will  be  required  that  the  creditors 
shall  not  only  give  their  assent  to  these 
deeds,  but  that  they  shall  show  their 
assent  by  affixing  their  signatures  per- 
sonally to  the  instrument.  This  will 
have  the  effect  of  forcing  creditors  to 
attend  to  their  own  affairs,  and  it  will 
also  preclude  their  giving  assent  to 
arrangements  with  which  they  are  not 
thoroughly  acquainted.  There  is  another 
evil  in  the  present  law  to  which  I  think 
I  ought  to  allude.  It  arises  out  of  the 
enactments  with  respect  to  compositions. 
Under  Section  126  of  the  Act  of  1869, 
the  creditors  of  a  debtor  unable  to  meet 
his  debts  may,  without  proceedings  in 
Bankruptcy  being  resorted  to,  by  an  ex- 
traordinary resolution  resolve  that  a 
composition  shall  be  accepted.  This  re- 
solution, which  binds  creditors  who  dis- 
sent, is  passed  and  confirmed  at  meetings 
where  those  holding  proxies  for  creditors 
can  vote  as  well  as  creditors  themselves. 
The  consequence  is,  that  compositions  are 
constantly  accepted  whicli  ought  not  to 
be  accepted,  and  minorities  are  forced  to 
submit  to  unfair  and  inadequate  terms 
fixed,  perhaps,  by  persons  who  have 
really  no  interest  in  the  matter.  Now, 
the  Bill  will  remove  this  source  of  in- 
justice, because,  under  it,  if  compositions 
are  accepted,  they  must  be  compositions 
agreed  upon  and  fixed  by  deed,  which  is 
not  to  be  binding  unless  the  Court  shall 
be  satisfied  with  regard  to  it,  and,  more- 
over, it  must  be  a  deed  signed  by  the 
creditors,  and  not  by  their  proxies. 
There  is,  moreover,  ample  opportunity 
given  to  the  minority  of  the  creditors  to 
object  to  a  composition  which  they  may 
think  unreasonable.  Besides  the  altera- 
tions in  the  existing  law  to  which  I  have 
already  alluded,  the  Bill  makes  several 
others  which  are  of  great  importance. 
I  will  not  refer  to  them  all,  for  time  will 
not  permit ;  but  I  must  say  a  word  on  one 
or  two.  There  is  a  provision  that  the 
accounts  of  all  trustees,  whether  trustees 
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under  bankruptcies,  or  trustees  under 
deeds  of  arrangement,  shall  be  sub- 
ject to  audit  and  be  periodically  and 
thoroughly  overhauled.  Then,  again,  it 
is  enacted  that  limits  shall  be  put  upon 
the  charges  of  the  trustees,  and  that  it 
shall  not  be  competent  for  the  committee 
of  inspection  to  vote  any  amount  of  re- 
muneration or  sanction  any  amount  of 
expenditure  they  may  think  proper. 
Furthermore,  it  is  provided  that  all  un- 
claimed dividends  shall  be  periodically 
paid  over  by  the  trustees  in  whose  hands 
the  monies  may  be  to  persons  duly  ap- 
pointed to  collect  the  same  on  behalf  of 
the  Crown.  Under  the  present  law, 
these  sums,  often  very  large,  and 
amounting  probably  in  the  aggregate  to 
some  millions,  remain  in  the  hands  of 
the  trustees,  who,  of  course,  are  not  par- 
ticularly anxious  to  hand  them  over  to 
anyone,  or  to  find  out  the  persons  who 
are  entitled  to  them.  Now,  these  sums 
would  be  paid  to  the  Government,  and 
taken  for  the  general  good  of  the  com- 
munity, of  course  making  due  provision 
for  their  being  paid  over  to  the  persons 
entitled  on  the  claim  being  proved.  In 
that  way,  they  woidd  not  be  left  as  now 
in  the  pockets  of  persons  who  have  no 
possible  claim  to  them.  Again,  there 
is  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  en- 
larges the  area  of  the  district  of  the 
London  Bankruptcy  Court ;  and  with 
regard  to  that  Court  itself,  there  is  also 
an  important  alteration,  which  I  will 
refer  to  very  briefly.  Under  the  Act  of 
1 869  there  was  a  Judge  aj^pointed  called 
the  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy,  and  it 
was  enacted  that  he  should  preside 
over  the  London  Bankruptcy  Court. 
Now,  without  in  the  slightest  degree 
wishing  to  cast  any  reflection  upon  the 
Judge  who  holds  that  Office,  I  wish  to 

Eoint  out  that  the  duties  of  that  Office 
ave  been  carried  out  in  a  way  which 
can  scarcely  have  been  contemplated  by 
the  Legislature.  I  should  imagine  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  Legislature 
that  the  Chief  Judge  was  really  to  be  the 
Judge  by  whom  all  questions  of  import- 
ance were  to  be  heard  and  decided.  In 
practice,  however,  this  has  not  been 
done,  but  the  Chief  Judge  in  Bankruptcy 
has  delegated  his  powers  to  the  Regis- 
trars ;  and  now  he  transacts  only  a  very 
limited  amount  of  original  business,  but 
occupies  such  portion  of  his  time  as  is 
devoted  to  bankruptcy  work  in  hearing 
appeals  from  the  decisions  of  those  Ke- 
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g^strars,   or  from  the  County    Conrli, 
which  are  the  provincial  Courts  of  Bank- 
ruptcy.   That  system  has  been  the  sab- 
ject  of  much  complaint  from  the  oommer- 
cial  community,  and  a  provision  has  been 
inserted  in  the  Bill  by  which  the  practice 
is  not  to  prevail  any  longer;    out  the 
Chief  Judge   in   Bankruptcy  is  to  be 
under  an  obligation   to  dispose  of  all 
business   of    importance,    whether  ori- 
ginal or  appellate.     Moreover,  it  is  pro- 
posed that  the  London  Bankruptcy  Cooxt 
shall  be  made  a  branch  of  the  High  Comt 
of  Justice,  and  the  Judge  wiU,  therefore^ 
be  a  Judge  of  the  High  Court.    Provi- 
sions are  also  inserted  in  the  Bill  for  the 
prosecution  and  punishment  of  debton 
who  are  guilty  of  certain  specified  ofiencei^ 
such  as  the  failure  to  disclose  the  estats, 
reckless  trading,  and  the  want  of  promr    i 
books  of  accounts.      A  provision  is  ilm 
made  for  the  suspension  of  the  debtor^i    \ 
order  of  discharge.    These,  then,  are  tba   ^ 
main  provisions  of  the  measure  to  whiel    ] 
rill  ask  the  House  to  cive  a  seeood    } 


1  will  asK  tne  nouse  to  gi 
reading.  I  have,  in  conclusion,  only  a 
word  or  two  to  say  respecting  the  Notioei 
of  Opposition  which  I  observe  appetr 
upon  the  Paper  with  reference  to  the 
measure.  I  find  to  my  dismay  that  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  Ibr 
Dewsbury  (Mr.  Serjeant  Simon)  mo?ei 
its  rejection.  I  do  not  deny  that  I  WM 
prepared  to  meet  with  a  certain  axnoiml 
of  opposition  from  those  interested  il 
maintaining  the  present  state  of  thiogi^ 
from  trustees,  from  accountants,  tod 
those  who  were  likely  to  be  appointed 
trustees,  as  well  as  from  fourth  or  fifths 
rate  solicitors,  who  have  fattened  uM 
the  system  and  the  lucrative  spoil  it 
yields ;  but  I  certainly  was  not  prepared 
to  have  seen  a  Notice  of  Opposition  froa 
my  hori.  and  learned  Friend,  whose  tok 
object  in  everything  he  says  and  does  « 
to  advance  and  secure  the  interests  of  tin 
Commonwealth.  But  I  have  discovered 
that  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  pos- 
sessed with  a  notion  which  compelB  luM 
to  take  his  present  course.  I  know  vsj 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  is  beyond  uj 
suspicion  of  opposing  the  Bill  from  mo- 
tives of  the  kind  to  which  I  have  referred 
and  I  can  only  suppose  that  he  is  goiBf 
to  oppose  the  measure  on  groimdi 
which  he  has  before  expressed  in  regtid 
to  the  existence  of  any  Bankruptcy  Law  it 
all.  My  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ijf* 
pears  to  think  that  a  Bankruptcy  Law* 
altogether  a  mistake,  and  mat  a 
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ihouldbe  made  to  retain  his  liabilities 
to  the  end  of  his  life,  or  until  he  has  dis- 
charged them — ^in  fact,  that  a  man  should 
not  be  allowed  to  resume  trading  until  he 
had  paid  his  debts.  I  can  scarcely  think 
such  a  view  will  be  accepted  by  the 
Hoase.  I  believe  it  is  necessary  to  have 
8ome  Bankruptcy  Law,  and  I  hope,  if  the 
House  should  come  to  that  conclusion, 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  will  agree 
that  the  preeent  Bill  is  the  best  which 
ean  he  devised.  The  next  and  only  other 
Notice  on  the  Paper  referring  to  the  Bill 
is  a  Notice  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ken- 
dal (Mr.  Wbitwell)  to  refer  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee — a  desire  which  I  be- 
liere  is  shared  in  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  liverpool  (Mr.  Bathbone).  My 
anxiety  is  that  the  Bill  should  be  passed; 
ind,  if  I  were  not  hampered  and  em- 
hazrassed  by  that  anxiety,  I  would  will- 
isglj  eay,  by  all  means  let  the  matter 
go  hefore  a  Select  Committee.  But  I 
think  it  probable  that  such  a  course 
vould  only  lead  to  a  protracted  inquiry, 
for  in  a  Bill  of  this  kind,  no  doubt,  in  a 
Select  Committee  each  Member  of  the 
Committee  would  have  a  chance  of  airing 
his  own  particular  crotchet,  and  perhaps 
of  getting  it  accepted ;  but  would  the 
Hooee  accept  the  decision  of  the  Com- 
inittee  and  agree  that  it  should  be  bind- 
ing? I  think  the  House  would  do  no 
snch  thing,  and,  therefore,  I  am  alto- 

Sther  against  a  Select  Committee.  We 
re  had  a  recent  instance  of  how  the 
Bonse  has  treated  a  Bill  which  has  been 
wfened  to  a  Select  Committee.  All  I 
ctn  say  to  the  hon.  Gentlemen  who  ask 
for  a  reference  to  a  Select  Committee  is 
that  I  would  willingly  consent  to  their 
proposal  if  they  can  give  me  a  guaran- 
tee that  the  House  will  accept  the  views 
vhich  that  Committee  may  express.  I 
beg  now,  Sir,  to  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'[That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
ftne.*'— (i/r.  Attorney  General,) 

Mb.  Serjeant  SIMON,  in  moving,  as 
an  Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  read  a 
**oond  time  upon  that  day  three  months, 
*>id :  If  I  needed  any  justification  for  the 
^ouEe  I  am  taking,  and  for  the  views  I 
^  about  to  express,  I  should  find  it  in 
^  speech  we  have  just  heard.  My 
W  and  learned  Friend  (the  Attorney 
^vieral},  referring  to  the  legislation 
^Uch  has  taken  place  on  bankruptcy 


since  1861,  said  it  had  been  unfortunate. 
He   showed  its  shortcomings,   and,   in 
point  of  fact,  the  impossibility  of  ever 
passing  a  satisfactory  measure.     Sir,  I 
will  go  further  back  than  the  year  1861 
— I  will  go  back  to  the  first  Bankruptcy 
Act  which  we  had  in  this  country,  to  the 
reign  of  Henry  VIII.     I  will  show  how 
utterly  futile  all  attempts  at  bankruptcy 
legislation  have  been  during  the  long 
period  since  Bankruptcy  Law  was  intro- 
duced down  to  the  present  time.    By  the 
Statute  of  Henry  VIII.,  bankrupts  were 
treated   and    dealt   with   as    criminals. 
During  the  following  reigns  of  Queen 
Elizabeth  and  James  I.,  to  the  time  of 
Queen  Anne,  that  continued  to  be  the  case. 
In  the  Statute  of  James  I.,  the  bankrupt 
was  styled   '*  the  ofiTender,"   and    was 
punished  accordingly.  In  fact,  there  was  a 
Statute  of  James  I.,  under  which  he  was 
liable  to  be  placed  in  the  pillory  and  have 
one  of  his  ears  cut  off.    Sir  Edward  Coke, 
referring  to  the  system  of  bankruptcy 
for  which  this  severe  legislation    had 
been   deemed  necessary,   spoke  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Laws  as  an  ** innovation," 
and  declared  that  *  *  they  had  brought  with 
them  all  the  crimes  and  evils  of  the 
foreign  countries  from  which  they  had 
been  imported."     From  that  time  down 
to  the  present  there  have  been  speeches 
in  this  House,  including  the  one  we  have 
listened  to  to-day,  complaining  of  the 
inefficiency  of   bankruptcy    legislation, 
and  of  the  unremedied  and  growing  evils 
under  it.     We  have  had  denunciations 
of  fraudulent  debtors,  we  have  heard 
complaints  of  the  wrongs  of  creditors; 
and   during  the  time   of  which   I   am 
speaking,  from  Henry  VIII.,  down  to  the 
present    reign,    we    have    had,    on    an 
average,  no  less  than  one  Bankruptcy 
Statute  in  every  10  years,  and,  in  the 
course  of  the  last  40  years,  we  have  had 
alterations  in  the  Bankruptcy  Law,  on 
an  average,  between  every  five  and  six 
years.    Let  me  show  the  House,  for  a 
moment,   what    has    taken  place.      In 
1825  we  had  a  Bankruptcy  Law  passed ; 
there  was  another  in  1826,  another  in 
1831,  another  in  1842,  another  in  1844, 
another    in    1849,     another    in    1861, 
another  in  1868,  and  another  in  1869,  to 
say  nothing  of  Bills  which  have  been  in- 
troduced and  which  have  fallen  through. 
In  1863  the  Committee  was  appointed 
to  which  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
has    referred.      It    made    its    Beport 
in  1864,  and  in  1866  a  Bill  was  intro- 
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duced  by  the  then  Attorney  Qeneral,  Sir 
!Roundell  Fahner,  which  fell  through, 
another  in  1867  by  Sir  John  Rolt,  then 
Attorney  General,  which  met  the  same 
fate,   and    then    one    in   1869    by   Sir 
Eobert  Collier,  which  was  passed ;  and 
during  the  present  Parliament  we  have 
had  in  each  of  the  last  three  years  a 
Bankruptcy  Bill  introduced  either  in  this 
or  the  other  House.    Now,  Sir,  after  all 
these  attempts  at  legislation,  after  all 
these  futile  efforts  to  accomplish  what  is, 
or  should  be,  the  great  and  simple  object 
of  a  Bankruptcy  Law,  to  collect  and  fairly 
distribute   £he  assets   of    an   insolvent 
debtor  among  his  creditors,  after  all  these 
failures  —  these  egregious  failures  —  of 
law  upon  law,  one  attempt  after  another 
to  legislate,  I  venture  to  put  it  to  the 
House  whether  we  are  not  approaching, 
if  we  have  not  yet  approached,  the  time 
when  it  will  become,  if  it  be  not  now, 
our  duty  to  re-consider  this  whole  system 
of  bankruptcy  legislation,  and  to  say 
whether,  in  the  interests  of  the  com- 
mercial community,  and  of  commercial 
morality,  it  will  not  be  better  to  put  an 
end  to  this  special  legislation  altogether  ? 
Sir,  this  idea  is  not  a  novel  one.     I 
claim  no  originality  for  it ;  I  have  heard 
it  discussed  for  many  years  past.     I  be- 
lieve it  is  gaining  ground.    I  believe  it 
is  the  opinion  of  many  commercial  Gen- 
tlemen occupying  seats  in  this  House, 
and  whose  opinions  I  hope  to  hear  pre- 
sently in  support  of  my  own.     It  is  an 
opinion,    also,    which    has    been    pro- 
nounced   by   high    judicial    authority, 
both  in  this  country  and  in  the  great 
commercial  community  on  the  other  side 
of  the    Atlantic — I  mean    the  United 
States  of  America.     If  the  House  will 
allow  me,  I  will  give  them  a  quotation 
or  two,  to  justify  me,  since  my  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  has  spoken  of  my  views 
on  the  subject,  as  of  something  quite 
unheard  of,  and  utterly  untenable.     Of 
course,  I  cannot  expect  to  convince  the 
House  to-day,  and  I  do  not  mean  to 
divide  on  the  question  whether  we  should 
abolish  the  Bankruptcy  Laws  or  not.    If 
that  had  been  my  intention,  I .  should 
have  placed  on  the  Paper  the  proper 
Notice    for    that    purpose ;    but  when 
we  are  called  upon  to  consider  a  new 
Bankruptcy  Law,  and  to  enact  a  con- 
solidating Statute,  it  is  a  fitting  occa- 
sion, I  submit,  for  calling  attention  to 
the  Bubject,  and  I  shall  justify  myself  by 
the  authorities  from  which  I  mil  now 

Mr.  Serjeant  Simon 


proceed  to  quote.  Sir,  so  far  bade  ai 
Lord  Eldon's  time,  speaking  d  the 
Bankruptcy  Laws,  and  what  seemed  to 
be  their  inevitable  abuse,  Lord  Eldoa 
said — 

**  The  abuse  of  the  Bankruptcy  Law  wh  t 
disgrace  to  the  community,  and  it  would  Im 
better  at  once  to  repeal  all  the  Statutes  thin  to 
suffer  them  to  be  applied  to'  such  pmpoM. 
There  was  no  mercy  to  the  estate.  Nothing 
was  less  thought  of  than  the  object  of  the  Gon- 
mission.  As  they  were  frequently  conducted 
in  the  country,  they  were  little  more  than  ttodE* 
in-trade  for  the  Commissioners,  the  MagUM, 
and  the  solicitor." 

That  was  said  at  a  time  when  the  ad- 
ministration was  wholly  in  the  hands  of 
the  creditors.  Sir,  the  same  complaint 
is  made  to-day ;  that  complaint  stOl 
exists,  and,  as  I  believe,  always  wiU 
exist,  legislate  how  we  might.  Judging 
from  the  past,  we  shall  not  be  able  i 
produce  a  system  which  will  be  freefron 
liord  Eldon's  strictures;  and  I  want  to 
know  how  long  these  attempts  at  legis* 
lation  are  to  be  repeated,  and  when  ve 
are  to  achieve  success  in  bankraptei 
legislation  ?  But,  Sir,  in  the  State  d 
New  York,  the  question  of  bankraptof 
was  referred  to  the  Judges.  In  the  JBe- 
port  of  the  Chancellor  and  Judges  d 
the  Supreme  Court  of  New  York  to  tks 
Legislature  of  that  State,  on  January  S* 
1819,  they  said — 

'*  Judging  from  their  former  experience,  tti 
from  observation  in  the  course  of  their  jndiotfl 
duties,  they  were  of  opinion  that  an  iiuolmfe 
law  was  the  source  of  a  g^roat  deal  of  fraud  aai 
perjury.  They  wore  apprehensive  that  the  fltfl 
was  incurable,  and  arose  principally  from  til 
infirmity  inherent  in  every  such  system.  A  pv 
manont  Insolvent  Act  made  expressly  for  til 
relief  of  the  debtor,  and  held  up  daily  to  )>i 
view  and  temptation,  had  a  powerful  tendeiMy 
to  render  him  heedless  in  the  creation  of  M 
and  careless  as  to  payment.  It  induced  him  tl 
place  his  hopes  of  relief  rather  in  contriTttMl 
tor  his  discharge,  than  in  increased  and  lerai 
exertion  to  perform  his  duty.  It  held  out  tf 
easy,  tempting  mode  of  procuring  an  absoUll 
release  to  the  debtor  from  his  debts,  and  ttl 
system  had  been,  and  still  was,  and  probiHl 
ever  must  be,  from  the  very  nature  caittp* 
ductive  of  incalculable  abuse,  fraud,  and  p^ 
jur}',  and  generally  injurious  to  the  pw 
morals." 

That  was  the  view  of  experienced  iMi 
Judges  of  the  Supreme  Court  of  the  oosi 
mercial  State  of  New  York,  to  ^ 
Legislature  of  that  State.  But,  n| 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  to  aboiid 
Bankruptcy  Laws  would  be  to  prerei^i 
man  from  ever  being  dischargea  fromU 
I  debts  and  from  ever  beginning  agiil 
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(Hiy,  does  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
brget  that  down  to  the  fifth  year  of  the 
ragn  of  Queen  Anne  a  bankrupt  was 
oerer  diecharged  from  his  debts  f    The 
Statute  of  Anne  introduced,  for  the  first 
time,  certificates  of  discharge,  and  then 
only  with  the  consent  of  the  creditors. 
It  vas  not  imtil  the  5th  and  6th  of  the 
prosent  reign  that  the  power  of  granting 
the  certificate  was  taken  out  of  the  hands 
of  the  creditors  and  transferred  to  the 
Gourt    Down  to  this  time,  the  bank- 
npt's  future  property  remained  liable 
fi)r  his  debts,  unless  he  received  his  dis- 
di8r)|;e— that  is,  his  certificate  of  con- 
formity, from  his  creditors.    My  hon. 
tnd  learned  Friend  thinks  this  is  some- 
thing crael  and  very  hard.    Why,  it  was 
the  Taw  of  England  down  to  1861,  in 
the  case  of  insolvent  non-traders,  whose 
future  property,  notwithstanding  their 
discharge  from  prison,  was,  with  certain 
alight  exceptions,  liable  imtil  their  debts 
vere  paid  in  full ;  that  is  also  the  state 
of  the  law  almost  throughout  the  Euro- 
pean States,   in  Germany,   in  France, 
in  Holland,  and  in  Belgium.    A  bank- 
npt's  future    property  remains  liable 
to  the   claims    of   his    creditors.      In 
Gmnany,    in    some    of    the    States — 
I  may  mention   particularly  the  State 
of  Westphalia  —  a    bankrupt    is    not 
iHoved  to  begin  business  again  until  he 
has  discharged  all  his  obligations  to  his 
creditors.     Again,    I    will    go    to    the 
United  States  of  America,*  and  I  cannot 
take  a  better  example,  because  they  are 
onr  own  kith  and  kin,  and  they  are  a 
etHnmercial  people  like  ourselves.  What 
is  the  law  in  the  United  States  ?    In  the 
&stplace,  there  is  no  general  Law  of  Bank- 
nmtcy  there.     In  1800,  Congress  parsed 
a  law  establishing  a  uniform  system  of 
Bankruptcy  throughout  the  States.  The 
Act  was  limited  to  five  years,  and  thence 
to  the  end  of  tho  next  Session ;  but  it 
vas  repealed  within  the  period  by  an  Act 
of  Congress  of  9th  December,  1803.     In 
1860,  an  effort  was  made  to  re-establish 
a  uniform  system  ;  but  Congress,  upon 
Constitutional  grounds,  refused  to  pass 
it  as  it  involved  the  right  of  discharging 
the  debtor  from  his  contracts.  At  length, 
in  1861,  an  Act  was  passed  ;  but  on  the 
^  March,  1863,  it  was  repealed;  and 
■oweach  Statehasits  own  InsolventLaw. 
Now,  what  are  the  pro  visions  of  these  laws 
U  regards  the  discharge  of  the  bankrupt 
^W  his  debts,   about  which  my  hon. 
ttid  learned  Friend  is  so  solicitous ;  in 


New  Jersey,  Delaware,  Maryland,  Ten- 
nessee,   North    and    South    Carolina, 
Georgia,  Alabama,  Mississippi,  and  Il- 
linois, Insolvent  Laws  extend  to  debtors 
in  prison  on  mesne  or  final  process  only, 
but  they  do  not  touch  his  debts ;   in 
Missouri,    New    Hampshire,   Virginia, 
and  Kentucky,  to  the  relief  of  debtors 
charged  in  execution,  not  to  others.     In 
Massachusetts,  New  York,  Connecticut, 
Hhode    Island,     Pennsylvania,     Ohio, 
Indiana,  Missouri,  and  Louisiana,  it  ap- 
plies to  debtors  in  or  out  of  prison.     In 
New  York  the  debtor  is  discharged  with 
the  assent  of  two-thirds  in  value  of  his 
creditors  on  the  disclosure  and  surrender 
of   his    property.      Connecticut,    Ohio, 
New     Jersey,     Pennsylvania,    Illinois, 
North    Carolina,    Tennessee,    Georgia, 
and    Missouri,    go    only  to   exempting 
the  person  of  the  debtor,  and  leave  his 
obligations  in  full  force  to  be  discharged 
out  of  his  future  acquisitions.     This,  I 
believe,  is  the  limitation  of  the  Insolvent 
Laws  in  a  vast  number  of  the  States. 
Maryland  by  an  Act  of  1774,  subjected 
to  the  former    debts  of    an  insolvent 
his  future  acquisition  by  descent,  gift, 
service,    bequest,    or    in    a   course   of 
distribution.     Therefore,  Sir,  it  is   no- 
thing new   for  an  insolvent  debtor  to 
remain  liable  for  his  debts,  even  if  he 
go  through  the  process  of  bankruptcy, 
or,   as  in  tho  United  States,  or,  until 
1861,   in  this    country,   tho    Insolvent 
Court.     I  refer  to  those  cases  as    an 
answer  to  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend, 
who  seemed  to  recoil  from  the  notion 
that  if  there  were  no  Bankruptcy  Law 
the  consequences  would  be  that  a  bank- 
rupt would  never  be  released  from  liis 
debts.     In  Europe,  and  in  tho  United 
States  of  America,  as  I  have  shown,  the 
propertj'    of    an    insolvent   debtor    re- 
mains liable  to  his  creditors.     It  was 
the    case    in     this     country    down     to 
1861  as  to  non-traders;  and  it  was  the 
case  down  to  the  5  &  6  Vict,y  subject  to 
the  will  of  the  creditors,  in  the  case  of 
bankrupt  traders.     Therefore,  the  idea 
'is  not  now.     We  have  made  an  altera- 
tion in  this  respect ;  but  in  the  Act  of 
1869  it  was  provided  that  in  case  of  a 
debtor  applying  to  bo  discharged  from 
his  debts,   he    should  pay  10«.  in  the 
pound,    and    now    it    is    proposed   by 
the    present    Bill   to   relax    that    pro- 
vision by  reducing  the   amount ;    but 
I    will   deal   with    that   subject    here- 
after, when  the  Bill  goes  into  Committee, 
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Bankruptoy  Laws  in  this  country,  I 
affirm,  have  proved  beneficial  to  no  one 
except  to  the  debtor,  the  assignees,  or 
trustees,  the  officials  of  the  Court,  and 
lawyers.  Tell  me  an  instance  in  which  a 
creditor  has  been  benefited  by  the 
Bankruptcy  Law  ?  Why,  Sir,  complaint 
has  been  loud  and  continuous  that  the 
debtor,  not  to  mention  trustees  and 
legal  advisers,  is  the  person  who  chiefly 
gets  the  benefit  of  the  law,  and,  gene- 
rally speaking,  not  the  honest  debtor. 
If  there  were  no  Bankruptcy  Law,  there 
would  be  nothing  at  Common  Law  to 
prevent  the  creditor  from  making  terms 
with  his  debtor.  Ther^  is  nothing  to 
prevent  all  the  creditors  from  relieving 
their  debtor  upon  such  terms  as  they 
may  think  fit.  The  only  reason  for  a 
special  law  is  to  enable  the  majority  to 
bind  the  minority ;  and  upon  that  point, 
unless  it  can  be  shown  that  there  are 
high  considerations  of  expediency  ren- 
dering it  necessary,  it  seems  to  me  to  be 
contrary  to  justice  and  sound  economy 
that  a  majority  should  prevail,  so  as  to 
compel  a  minority  to  yield  up  their  rights 
upon  a  matter  of  private  contract.  The 
whole  principle  of  bankruptcy  legisla- 
tion seems  to  me  to  be  based  on  falla- 
cious grounds.  What  are  those  grounds  ? 
That  the  uncertainties  and  vicissitudes 
of  trade  are  such  that  an  honest  man 
may,  through  misfortune,  become  unable 
to  meet  his  engagements ;  therefore,  the 
law  should  step  in  to 'do— what?  To 
relieve  him  from  his  responsibility  to 
his  creditors.  Now,  as  I  have  said,  no 
special  law  is  necessary  to  enable  credi- 
tors to  do  so,  as  I  believe  creditors  have 
been  always  ready  to  do  in  the  case  of 
an  honest  and  really  unfortunate  debtor. 
But,  in  the  vast  majority  of  cases,  you 
have  to  deal  with  dishonest  men,  or  with 
men  whose  failure  has  been  the  result 
of  their  own  misconduct,  and  not  of 
misfortune.  The  Bankruptcy  Laws  are 
an  encouragement  to  such  persons. 
They  promote  a  system  of  reckless 
trading  and  speculation,  a  readiness 
amounting  to  eagerness  to  give,  as  well 
as  to  take,  credit;  and,  as  was  pointed 
out  by  the  Judges  in  their  Report  to 
the  Legislature  of  New  York,  indiffer- 
ence on  the  part  of  debtors  in  re- 
gard to  their  obligations,  and  of  sys- 
tematic scheming  in  order  to  get  rid 
of  them.  It  is  an  encouragement  to 
the  creditor  to  give  credit  loosely,  be- 
cause he  has  a  sort  of  a  vague  feeling, 
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though  it  is  utterly  unsubstantial,  that 
he  shall,  somehow,  in  case  of  disaster, 
be  able  to  get  something  out  of  the 
wreck  of  his  debtor's  estate.  As  to  the 
something,  we  know  how  small  it  is  firom 
the  Report  of  the  Comptroller  General, 
lately  presented  to  the  House.  It  is  an 
encouragement  to  the  debtor  to  contract 
debt  recklessly,  to  speculate  with  his 
creditor's  means,  knowing  that  the  profit 
will  be  Ais  and  the  loss  his  creditor's. 
If  we  had  no  Bankruptcy  Laws,  the 
state  of  things  would  be  simply  this — 
the  creditor  would  look  after  his  debtor, 
and  would  not  give  him  too  large  or  too 
extended  a  credit ;  for,  when  he  found 
that  payment  was  not  forthcoming  within 
a  reasonable  time,  he  would  have  re- 
course to  his  ordinary  legal  remedy  for 
the  recovery  of  his  debt;  and  if  his 
debtor  proved  fraudulent,  he  would  take 
means  to  punish  him;  or  if  we  had  a 
law,  such  as  they  have  in  some  Conti- 
nental States,  under  which  no  bankrupt 
is  allowed  to  commence  business  again 
until  he  had  discharged  his  obligations, 
I  think  we  should  be  far  better  oS.  than 
we  shaU  be  by  any  enactment  such  as 
the  one  now  proposed.  Now,  with  re- 
gard to  the  present  Bill,  when  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  was  introducing  it, 
he  paid  a  tribute  to  the  Bill  of  Sir 
Robert  Collier,  and  one  might  have 
thought  that  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  was  introducing  a  mere  Amend- 
ing Bill  to  cure  certain  defects  in 
the  present  law.  Instead  of  that,  we 
have  a  Consolidation  Bill,  proposing 
important  changes.  When  the  present 
Bankruptcy  Act  was  introduced,  it  was 
received  with  high-sounding  praises  on 
both  sides  of  the  House,  and  those 
praises  came  chiefly,  if  not  exclusively, 
from  the  commercial  Members.  One  hon. 
Gentleman  after  another  got  up  and 
offered  his  meed  of  praise  and  congratu- 
lations to  Sir  Robert  Collier.  But,  before 
two  years  were  over,  defects  were  dis- 
covered, and  the  Act  was  denounced  by  the 
very  persons  and  the  class  who  had  been 
loud  in  their  praises.  That  Actof  1 869  was 
based  upon  the  evidence  of  merchants, 
taken  before  the  Committee  of  1863, 
and,  I  believe,  upon  the  suggestions  of 
the  Associated  Chambers  of  Commerce. 
It  might  be  said  to  be  the  offspring  of 
the  Associated  Chambers.  It  was  re- 
ceived, as  I  have  said,  with  high-sound- 
ing praises  and  with  congratulations 
&om  the  commercial  Gentlemen  in  this 
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Hoose,  and  by  the  commercial  com- 
munity without.  But^  before  two  years 
vere  oTer,  complaints  were  load  against 
it,  and  dissatisfaction  has  gone  on 
gaining  ground  year  by  year,  until, 
three  years  ago,  the  present  Govern- 
ment brought  in  their  first  Bill.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  the  Member 
for  Plymouth  (Mr.  Sampson  Lloyd), 
the  President  of  the  Associated  Cham- 
hers,  has  himself  introduced  a  Bill, 
vhicb.  I  must  do  him  the  justice  to  say, 
1  infinitely  prefer  to  the  Bill  of  the  Go- 
Temment.  When  we  see  what  has  been 
the  course  of  procedure  from  time  to 
time,  when  we  see  the  Bill  of  1869,  in- 
trodacod  with  the  approval  of  the  com- 
mercial classes,  prepared,  it  may  be 
said,  tinder  their  auspices,  yet  that  it 
has  proved,  according  to  them,  an  utter 
failure,  I  want  to  know  with  what  hope 
we  can  look  upon  the  present  Bill  ?  I 
must  say  I  have  none  whatever.  If  this 
Bill  passes,  either  in  it«  present  form,  or 
amended,  it  will  meet  with  the  fate  of 
aD  previous  legislation  on  the  subject. 
In  the  conrse  of  two  or  three  years,  its 
defectsand  it« faults  will  be  disclosed,  and 
it  Till  be  as  strongly  condemned  as  the 
Bill  of  1869;  and  I  believe  that  the 
time  will  then  have  arrived  for  consider- 
ing the  whole  question  of  the  expediency 
of  farther  legislation,  and  we  shall  have 
hefore  us  a  Bill  to  repeal  all  Bankruptcy 
Laws,  and  to  put  an  end  to  tliis  excep- 
tional legislation.  In  all  legislative 
ittempts  hitherto,  the  object  has  been  to 
do  something  to  protect  the  rights  of  the 
tteditor;  but  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
lias  taken  new  ground  to-day  ;  he  takes 
Qpon  himself  a  burden,  which,  it  seems 
to  me,  perfectly  dreadful  for  any  man 
to  assume— namely,  to  endeavour  by 
tins  Bill  to  '*  force  " — that  was  his  ex- 
pression—to  "force"  creditors  to  look 
•fter  their  interests.  Why  has  the  Act 
of  1869  failed?  Because,  as  my  hon. 
*Bd  learned  Friend  tells  us,  and  as 
weryone  else  tells  us — because  of  the 
indifference  of  creditors.  I  do  not 
Uame  them.  I  do  not  reproach  them. 
^e  know  perfectly  well,  when  men  in 
Easiness  hear  of  the  failure  of  a  debtor, 
Wlat  the  result  is.  They  attend  a 
ineetiBg  of  creditors ;  they  hear  a 
Element  of  his  affairs,  and  they  come 
•»ay ;  they  have  too  much  to  do  to  look 
tfter  a  bad  debt,  and  they  leave  the 
tffiur  to  trustees  and  accountants.  It  is 
bocftiue  of  this  negligence  of  their  inte- 


rests by  creditors  that  the  Bankruptcy 
Act  of  18G9  has,  in  a  great  measure, 
been  a  failure.  If  the  mercantile  com- 
munity would  agree  to  spend  their  time 
in  looking  after  bad  debts,  this  Act 
would  not  have  been  a  failure ;  but  it  is 
not  to  be  expected  that  men  fully  ladt»n 
with  business  engagements,  and  witli 
many  pressing  duties,  would  spend  their 
time  in  looking  after  bad  debts.  Ah 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  has  said, 
they  look  at  their  ledger  and  wipe  it  off. 
How,  then,  is  it  possible  to  coorco  them, 
as  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  proposes 
to  do  ?  This  Bill  should  have  been  en- 
titled, instead  of  a  **  Bankruptcy  Bill,"  u 
**  Bill  to  compel  Mercantile  Men  to  look 
after  their  Interests."  I  believe  that  no 
legislation  can  be  brought  to  bear  on 
men  who  must,  in  the  nature  of  tho 
caso,  leave  affairs  in  bankruptcy  in  the 
hands  of  others,  and  who  are  more  or 
less  indifferent.  Wo  have  laws  to  pro- 
tect infants  under  age.  We  have  laws 
for  the  protection  of  persons  of  unsound 
mind,  incapable  of  managing  their  own 
affairs ;  but  this  is  tho  first  time  the 
liritish  Parliament  has  been  called  upon 
to  pass  a  law  to  protect  and  to  compel 
persons  who  are  capable,  perhaps  the 
most  capable  of  any  in  the  community, 
to  look  after  their  own  interests.  Yet 
this  is  what  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
says  it  is  proposed  to  do  by  his  Bill. 
With  regard  to  the  alterations  in  tin? 
law  which  it  contains,  as  to  sonio  of 
thoni,  I  am  sorry  I  cannot  congratulato 
my  hon.  and  learned  Friend,  as  his  Pre- 
decessor was  congratulated  when  ho  in- 
troduced tho  Bill  of  1809.  From  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend's  opening  re- 
marks upon  the  present  Act,  it  seems  to 
me  that  all  that  was  required  was  tho 
introduction  of  a  few  clauses  in  thn 
shape  of  an  Amending  Bill ;  but  it  has 
boon  thought  right  to  introduce  a  Con- 
solidating Bill.  If  it  had  been  an  at- 
tempt to  find  remedies  for  tho  defect  of 
tho  existing  Act ;  oven  if,  in  some  in- 
stances, the  attempt  had  failed,  I  would 
not  have  found  fault ;  but  tho  Govern- 
ment have  gone  out  of  their  way  to  make 
alterations  upon  points  about  which  wo 
have  never  had  complaints.  My  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  tells  us  of  complaiiits 
arising  under  the  system  of  liquidation, 
of  theconduct  of  trustees,  and  the  manner 
in  which  estates  are  made  away  with ; 
and  he  says  we  must  find  a  remedy  for 
these  evils.      Granted.      But  whoever 
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complained  of  the  process  for  adjudicat- 
ing a  debtor  a  bankrupt?  Have  the 
mercantile  classes  complained?  Have 
the  debtors  complained  ?  I  have  never 
heard  a  single  complaint  on  the  subject. 
Nothing  but  the  theoretical  statement 
and  suggestions  of  certain  persons 
which  have  been  quoted  to-day  have 
we  heard ;  and,  acting  upon  those 
suggestions,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment have  contrived  a  scheme  by  which, 
if  they  had  wished  to  play  into  the 
hands  of  the  dishonest  debtor,  they 
could  not  have  succeeded  better.  When 
a  man  is  insolvent,  when  he  is  unable 
to  meet  his  engagements,  and  commits 
an  act  of  bankruptcy,  common  sense  de- 
mands that,  in  the  interest  of  the  credi- 
tors, no  time  should  be  lost;  that  the 
sooner  the  adjudication  is  made  the 
better ;  and  that  at  this  stage  the  credi- 
tor is  the  only  person  who  should  be 
thought  of.  What  is  the  present  process 
imder  the  Act  of  18G9?  As  soon  as  a 
debtor  commits  an  act  of  bankruptcy 
you  serve  a  notice  on  him,  and  apply  to 
the  Court,  and  upon  proving  the  debt 
and  act  of  bankruptcy,  as  prescribed  by 
the  law,  he  is  at  once  adjudicated  a 
bankrupt.  If  ho  has  not  committed  an 
act  of  bankruptcy,  or  if  he  can  show 
reason  why  he  should  not  be  adjudi- 
cated, he  has  the  opportunity  of  stating 
his  case,  and  of  preventing,  or  annulling, 
the  adjudication.  What  is  the  injury 
to  him  in  being  called  upon  to  do  that  ? 
But,  contrast  this  proceeding  with  the 
one  proposed  by  the  Bill.  Before  you 
can  make  a  man  a  bankrupt,  you  are  to 
give  him  such  notice  that  if  he  be  so 
minded,  he  has  the  opportunity  to  make 
away  with  all  his  property,  to  flee  the 
country,  and  to  put  his  creditors  to  all 
kinds  of  trouble  of  delay,  and  expense. 
He  is  first  to  have  notice  that  you  are 
going  to  take  proceedings,  and  what  then? 
There  is  to  be  a  provisional  order ;  the 
creditors  are  then  to  meet,  and  the  majo- 
rity present  are  to  determine  whether  or 
not  the  debtor  shall  be  made  a  bank- 
rupt, the  debtor  having  also  the  oppor- 
tunity of  showing  why  he  should  not. 
It  may  be  more  logical,  as  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  says,  to  commence 
in  this  way ;  but,  for  the  practical  pur- 
poses of  legislation,  it  will  defeat  the 
object  in  view,  which  should  be  expedi- 
tion for  the  protection  of  creditors 
against,  in  the  majority  of  cases,  the 
fraudulent  debtor.  My  hon.  and  learned 
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Friend  says  the  Bill  has  only  met  wiA 
objection  from  creditors,  trostees,  aad 
fifth-rate  solicitors.  Now,  I  do  not  know 
whether  he  has  seen  a  printed  pajMr 
drawn  up  by  a  gentleman  who  ceztain^ 
cannot  be  designated  a  fifth-rate  aoli- 
citor,  and  who  has  pointed  out  how, 
under  this  new  system  proposed,  a  man 
could,  if  dishonestly  inclined,  and  under 
certain  circumstances,  with  a  skilfiil 
solicitor  by  his  side,  have  the  proceed- 
ings protracted  and  tjie  adjudication  post- 
poned for  several  weeks,  with  no  fewer 
than  14  meetings  and  adjournments 
in  the  meantime,  all  attended  with  ex- 
pense to  the  creditors.  My  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  says  this  will  be  under 
very  exceptional,  very  remote,  dicom- 
stances ;  but  I  take  issue  with  him.  In 
cases  of  bankruptcy  you  have  con- 
stantly to  deal  with  tricky,  designing 
men,  not  honest  and  unfortunate  per- 
sons, anxious  to  do  the  best  for  then 
creditors.  There  is  a  semi-official  docn- 
ment  I  have  read  somewhere  that  saji 
that  out  of  1,000  bankruptcies,  only  one 
is  brought  about  honestly ;  I  will  net 
put  it  so  severely  as  that ;  but,  unqnei- 
tionably,  the  great  majority  of  bankrqrti 
are  men  who  do  not  fall  within  thecfl^ 
gory  of  honest  or  imfortunate  men.  It 
such  cases,  then,  it  is  most  desirable  to 
have  the  proceedings  conducted  expedi* 
tiously;  but  under  this  Bill,  with  the 
new  process  proposed,  I  have  no  heater 
tion  in  saying  that  a  dishonest  man  ii 
the  hands  of  a  clever  solicitor,  ready  to 
avail  himself  of  all  the  technicahtieeand 
of  the  opportunities  which  will  be 
aflPorded  by  this  Bill,  will  be  able  to 
carry  on  proceedings  for  weeks  togethefi 
before  the  adjudication  can  take  piM 
At  every  step  you  have  meetings  it* 
volving  applications  to  the  Court;  ■• 
time  is  prescribed,  all  is  left  to  airang^ 
ment  at  the  will  of  the  debtor  and  nil 
advisers.  And  what  is  the  position  d 
the  absent  creditors,  for  whom  my  hflfc 
and  learned  Friend  is  so  solicitoiH* 
Why,  the  majority  present  are  to  detor*- 
mine  whether  the  estate  shall  beaditt- 
metered  in  bankruptcy  or  not?  IW 
being  the  case,  it  seems  that  the  changeii  j 
the  process  for  adjudication  is  the  infl^| 
extraordinary  ever  heard  of.  Theohaagls 
is  in  a  matter,  too,  about  which  thtfV^ 
have  been  no  complaints,  but  which  ki*j 
worked  well,  involving  no  unfaimoM^'i 
the  debtor  or  the  absent  creditor,  achanfl^ 
which  alters  what  is  of  the  first  impoxtaH^J 
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asameansto  theend-^namelyy  expeditioii 
and  promptitadey  where  loss  of  time 
mnstoe  disastrous.  Tliis  is  one  of  the 
great,  the  cardinal  changes,  to  be 
effected  by  the  BOl ;  a  change  that  can 
and  will  operate  only  in  aid  of  the  frau- 
dulent debtor.  I  confess,  when  the  Bill 
goes  into  Committee,  I  shall  feel  it  my 
duty  to  propose  to  strike  out  all  these 
new  clauses,  and  leave  the  law  as  it  is ; 
80  that,  when  a  debtor  has  committed 
an  act  of  bankruptcy,  the  creditor  shall 
be  able  to  go  before  the  Court  and  pro- 
cure an  immediate  adjudication,  leaving 
the  debtor,  on  whom  the  onus  ought  to 
lie,  to  set  aside  the  adjudication,  if  it  has 
been  improperly  made.  Then,  my  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  says,  with  regard  to 
tmstees,  that  the  Bill  will  abolish  liqui- 
dation. Now,  I  agree  with  him  that  the 
system  of  liquidation  has  worked  badly, 
and  is  fraught  with  mischief.  But  that 
is  the  fault  of  the  creditors  in  most 
cases,  and,  to  some  extent,  of  the  present 
law.  If  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend 
had  succeeded  in  removing  the  evils 
from  the  liquidation  system  I  would 
congratulate  him,  for  he  would  have 
rendered  a  great  service  to  the  commer- 
cial community ;  but  under  the  Bill,  in 
place  of  liquidation,  we  are  to  go  back 
to  deeds.  I  must  say  that  I  have  been 
astonished  at  this  proposal.  Deeds  have 
been  prolific  of  litigation  in  the  past, 
and  no  one  knows  this  better  than  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend ;  yet  deeds  are 
to  take  the  place  of  liquidation.  We 
know  from  experience  of  former  days 
how  they  gave  rise  to  every  kind  of 
difficulty,  and  to  technical  objections 
without  end,  and  yet  we  are  to  return 
to  them.  Does  my  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  think  that  deeds  will  succeed 
better  now  than  in  the  past  ?  But  what 
are  the  provisions  about  these  deeds? 
If  hon.  Members  would  consider  them, 
they  would  find  that  they  are  to  enable 
an  insolvent  debtor,  without  consulting 
his  creditors,  but  behind  their  backs,  to 
frame  a  deed  and  put  it  before  them  for  sig- 
nature. Amanisto  be  allowed  to  concoct  a 
deed  offering  a  certain  minimum  amount 
in  the  pound,  prescribed  by  the  Bill,  and 
all  he  will  have  to  do  will  be  to  get  a 
plausible  solicitor,  or  accountant,  or  a 
friend  or  relative,  or  a  friendly  creditor, 
to  say  to  the  creditors — *'  You  had  better 
sign  this.  Here  is  a  certain  composi- 
tion. You  had  much  better  not  let  the 
estate  go  into  Bankruptcy ;  if  you  do, 
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you  will  get  nothing."  Thus,  men  will 
be  drawn  into  giving  their  signatures. 
I  should  have  thought,  if  liquidation 
was  to  cease  and  deeds  be  substituted, 
in  common  justice  to  the  creditors  they 
should  have  the  opportunity  of  deciding 
whether  they  would  accept  a  deed,  what 
its  terms  should  be,  and  what  the 
amount  of  the  composition.  But,  no ; 
the  terms  are  to  be  settled  by  the 
debtor  himself,  and  the  deed  pre- 
pared beforehand,  without  notice  to  the 
creditors,  and  then  they  are  to  be 
told,  or  asked,  to  sign  it.  The  whole 
thing  is  to  be  concocted  and  arranged  in 
private,  behind  the  back  of  the  credi- 
tors. This  is  the  remedy  proposed  in 
place  of  liquidation.  All  the  debtor 
will  have  to  do,  under  the  deed  clauses, 
will  be  to  get  a  solicitor  to  draw  up  a 
deed  on  any  terms  he  might  chose  to 
offer,  and  take  the  deed  round  to  the 
creditors,  and  get  it  signed,  without  any 
opportunity  beforehand  for  inquiring 
into  the  affairs  of  the  bankrupt.  If  you 
cannot  get  creditors  now,  when  meet- 
ings are  required  by  law,  to  look  after 
their  own  interests,  I  think  I  am  not 
putting  it  too  strongly,  when  I  say  that 
creditors  will  not  look  after  them  under 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill  in  the  case  of 
deeds.  But  the  creditors  are  not  to  be 
required  to  sign  the  deed  itself.  They 
may  sign  a  document,  stating  that  they 
agree  to  the  tenour  or  purport  of  the 
deed,  and  that  document  or  form  may 
be  framed  in  a  way  so  as  altogether  to 
delude  the  creditors,  and  to  give  them  a 
vague  or  incorrect  idea  of  the  deed.  The 
deed,  moreover,  is  not  necessarily  to 
transfer  the  whole  estate,  but  only  a  part; 
and,  when  signed,  the  Court  is  to  con- 
firm it.  That  is,  it  may  be  confirmed 
by  the  Begistrar  of  the  Court,  possibly, 
a  practising  solicitor,  or  connected  with 
the  solicitor  who  has  prepared  the  deed, 
or  with  the  debtor  or  his  friends.  This 
is  the  remedy  of  the  Government  for 
curing  the  evils  of  liquidation.  Another 
point  I  must  refer  to.  It  is  one  of  much 
importance  to  commercial  classes.  By 
the  Bill,  a  debtor  may  make  himself  a 
bankrupt  upon  his  own  petition.  We 
have  tried  this  before.  We  tried  it  in 
the  Bill  of  1849.  It  sounds  very  plau- 
sible to  say  that  when  a  man  is  in  difii- 
culties,  and  has  declared  that  he  cannot 
pay  20s,  in  the  pound,  he  should  be 
allowed  to  petition  the  Court,  and  to 
say — ''  I  will  give  up  all  I  have  to  meet 

U 


579 


Bankruptcy  Law 


{COMMONS) 


Amendment  JBitt. 


580 


the  demands  of  my  creditors."    If  there 
were  none  but  honest  debtors,  it  would 
be  fair  enough  to  have  such  an  arrange- 
ment ;  but  we  have  had  experience  in 
this  matter,  and  that  experience  tells  us 
of  the  class  of  men  who  go  through  the 
Bankruptcy    Court.      Three -fifths,    at 
least,  are  not  honest  or  unfortunate; 
but  men  who  incur  debts  recklessly,  and 
make  away  with  the  property  of  their 
creditors.     When  you  are  dealing  with 
a  class  of  men  of  this  description,  to 
enable  them  to  say  when  it  suits  their 
convenience,  when  they  have  made  away 
with    their    creditors*    property,     and 
secured  some  of  the  spoil,  to  give  such 
persons  facilities  for  obtaining  release 
from  their  obligations,  does  appear  to 
me  a  strange  proposition.     It  will  be  a 
sure  means  of  encouraging  fraudulent 
bankruptcies.     To   show  the    practical 
result  of  this  system  while  it  was  in 
operation,   I  will   just    refer  to  some 
statistics  quoted  by  Lord  Hatherley  in 
**  another  place  "  in  1877.     Speaking  of 
the  result  of  the  Act  of  1861,  by  which 
debtors  were  enabled  to  become  bank- 
rupts upon  their  own  petitions,  it  ap- 
peared that,  during  the    year    ending 
October,  1869,  out  of  10,000  adjudicated 
bankrupts,  7,530  were  adjudicated  bank- 
rupt on  their  own  petition ;  and  the  re- 
sults, as  regards  creditors,  in  the  same 
year,   was  this — 1,695  paid  dividends, 
and  7, 346  paid  no  dividends.  The  House, 
then,  sees  what  class  of  traders  it  was 
that  availed  themselves   of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy   Court,    upon    their   own    peti- 
tions,   and    with  what   results  to   the 
creditors.      But  we    know   also,   when 
that  state  of  the  law  existed,  that  it  put 
into  the  mouth  of  the  debtor  a  continued 
threat  against  the  creditors.     It  was  a 
common  thing  for  him  to  go  round  to  his 
creditors  and  say — **  I  cannot  pay  20«.  in 
the  pound ;  I  will  give  you  a  composition, 
if  you  like  to  take  it ;  if  you  do  not,  I  will 
go  through  the  Court."     This  threat  was 
hold  over  creditors ;  and,  in  fact,  it  was 
common  in  the  mouths  of  debtors.    And 
yetthisBill  would  restore  this  power  to  the 
debtor.     I  did  not  moan  to  detain  the 
House  at  the  length  I  have  done.     Per- 
sonally, the  Bankruptcy  Law  is  a  matter 
of  no  interest  to  me.     I  am  not  a  com- 
mercial man.  Whether  the  law  bo  good 
or  bad,  it  is  no  affair  of  mine  personally 
speaking;   but,   as  a  Member  of  this 
House  and  of  a  Profession  which  has 
for  years  continually  brought  the  sub- 
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ject  to  my  attention,  and  repreeentiBg 
an  important  commercial  oonstitu6noj,ai 
I  have  the  honour  to  do,  I  have  felt  itnnr 
duty  to  go  into  the  subj  ect .  I  have  no  win 
to  throw  out  the  Bill.  My  object  has  been 
to  bring  to  the  attention  of  the  Hoiue 
the  whole  course  of  our  bankruptcy  legis- 
lation, believing,  as  I  do,  that  we  saall 
have  hereafter,  and  at  no  very  distant 
time,  to  consider  the  question  of  the 
expediency  of  that  special  legislation 
known  as  Bankruptcy  Law,  with  a  view 
to  its  entire  abolition.  It  is  my  deeire, 
however,  to  assist  in  making  Uie  pre- 
sent Bill  a  useful  measure,  either 
before  a  Select  Committee,  or  by  Amend- 
ments, which  I  am  ready  to  propose 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole  House. 
If  it  were  a  question  whether  this  Bill 
should  pass  or  not  in  its  present  form, 
without  amendment,  I  would,  unhesi- 
tatingly, divide  the  House;  but  that  is 
not  my  wish.  My  object  is  to  assist  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend,  if  he  will  allov 
me  to  do  so,  by  such  Amendments  as  I 
shall  feel  it  my  duty  to  propose  in  Com- 
mittee, in  order  that  we  may  pass  a 
measure  which  will  be  efficient  for  the 
protection  of  those  great  interests  upon 
which  the  prosperity  of  the  country 
largely  depend. 

Mr.  OSBOENE  MORGAN,  in  rising 
to  second  the  Amendment,  said,  that  in 
the  course  of  his  professional  life  he  had 
learned  and  unlearned  no  less  than  three 
systems  of  Bankruptcy  Law ;  and  he, 
therefore,  must  be  pardoned  if  he 
naturally  looked  with  suspicion  upon 
any  proposal  to  alter  the  law  for  a  fourth 
time.  He  agreed  with  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Attorney  General 
that  the  history  of  our  bankruptcy  legis* 
lation  was  a  dismal  record  of  melancholy 
failures.  There  must,  he  (Mr.  Osbonie 
Morgan)  maintained,  be  something  radi- 
cally wrong  about  a  system  which  re- 
quired to  be  pulled  to  pieces  once  ia 
every  six  years  or  so.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Attorney  General  had  attributed 
the  failure  of  the  Act  of  1869  mainly  to 
the  apathy  of  creditors  in  reference  to 
bad  debts ;  but  there  were  other  cauisi 
to  which  that  failure  was  due.  ^f^ 
the  Bill  was  passed,  with  an  air  « 
triumph  through  the  House,  it  was  said 
that  there  had  been  enough  of  lawyerf 
legislation,  and  that  what  was  wanted 
was  merchants'  legislation .  The  people 
it  was  said,  who  were  most  intcroBteaift 
the  recovery  of  the  bankrupt's  estail 
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were,  of  course,    the    creditors.    But 

what  fodt  had  the  Act  borne  ?    In  his 

Beport,  the  Controller  in  Bankruptcy 

said,  last  year — 

**The  actual  loss  by  bad  debts  in  cases  under 
the  Banlmiptcy  Act  will  be  about  £2^,000,000 
for  the  year  1878 — a  somewhat  heavy  tax  on 
consumers,  as  it  does  not  include  the  losses  from 
Scotch  and  Irish  insolvency,  joint-stock  com- 
panies, deceased  insolvents,  private  arrange- 
ments, or  the  many  thousands  of  small  insolven- 
cies which  are  not  dealt  with  under  the  present 
Bankruptcy  Law." 

This  sum  of  £25,000,000,  he  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying,  was  a  tax  levied 
upon  honest    men  for   the  benefit  of 
rogues.    Before  the  House  proceeded  to 
further  legislation,  they  ought  to  inquire 
to  what  causes  was  die  failure  of  the 
Act  to  be  attributed.     One,  as  had  been 
already  observed,  was  the  indifference 
and  apathy  of  creditors  about  their  bad 
debts.    His  hon.   and  learned  Eriend 
(the  Attorney  General)  said    the  Bill 
before  the  House  would  make  creditors 
take  care  of  their  own  interests ;  but  he 
(Mr.   Osborne   Morgan)  doubted   very 
much  whether  this  result  could  really  be 
brought  about  by  any  Act  of  Parliament. 
Another  cause  of  the  failure  of  the  Act 
of  1869  was  the  existence  of  the  new 
class  of  trustees  whom  the  Act  had 
created — a  class  whose  profession  it  be- 
came to  prey,  like  vultures  upon  car- 
casses, upon  the  estates  of   insolvent 
persons,  and  to  get  as  much  as  they  pos- 
sibly could  out  of  them.     He  acknow- 
ledged that  a  clause  in  the  Bill  which 
compelled  a  trustee  to  account  once  in 
some  stated  period  would  have  a  valuable 
effect,  and  to  that  extent  he  fully  agreed 
with  the  Bill.    The  chief  cause  of  the 
failure  of  the  Act  of  1869  was,  however, 
the  extreme  leniency    of  the    law    to 
debtors.    The  law  was,  in  fact,  adminis- 
tered in  the  interest  of  the  debtor,  and 
not  in  the  interest  of  the  creditor,  and 
seemed  designed  for  enabling  rogues  to 
prey  upon  honest  men.     When  he  con- 
templated the  facilities  which  the  law, 
and  particidarly  the  Bankruptcy  Law, 
gave  for  the  perpetration  of  fraud,  ho 
wondered  that  they  did  not  all  turn 
rogues.     He  was  of  opinion,   in  fact, 
that  in  this  country  honesty  was  not  the 
best  policy.     Men  embarked  in  reckless 
enterprizes,  or  hopeless  actions,  and  if 
failure    resulted   they  got    themselves 
whitewashed,  threw  off  their  liabilities, 
as  they  would  an  old  coat,  and  there  the 
matter  ended.    The  question,  therefore, 


was,  would  these  men  be  reached  by  the 
Bill  of  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  ? 
Some  of  the  dauses  in  that  Bill  he  could 
not  but  approve.    He  quite  agreed  that 
the  law  should  be  administered  by  a 
Judge  who  had  time  to  attend  to  his 
business.     The    present    Chief  Judge 
(Vice  Chancellor    Bcicon)  had    only  a 
remnant  of  his  time  to  devote  to  bank- 
ruptcy matters,  and  was,  therefore,  com- 
pelled to  delegate  a  large  portion  of  his 
duties  to  the  Registrars.     He  was  also 
glad  to  see  that  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  proposed  to  do  away  with  pro- 
ceedings by  liquidation.     He  was,  how- 
ever, afraid  that  by  introducing  deeds 
of  arrangement  the  Bill  would  really 
be  opening  a  still  greater  door  to  fraud 
than  that  provided  by  liquidation  pro- 
ceedings.   Nothing  would  be  easier  man 
to  find  a  solicitor  to  go  round  to  creditors 
and  get  them  to  agree  to  a  deed  which, 
in  some  cases,  they  might  not  even  see. 
Until  some  mode  should  be  found  of 
doing  away  with  the  process  of  manu- 
facturing debts,  no  real  step  could  ever 
be  made  towards  the  prevention  of  fraud 
in  cases  of  bankruptcy.     He  should,  to 
a  certain  extent,  approve  the  disappear- 
ance of  proxies ;  but  it  must  not  be  for- 
gotten that  if  proxies  were  done  away 
with  there  would  practically  be  little 
protection  left  for  absent  creditors.  His 
great  objection  to  the  system  of  deeds 
by  arrangement  was,  that  they  were 
tolerated  by  the  Act  of  1861,  and  that 
the  system  turned  out  so  badly  that  in 
1869,  by  the  universal  consent  of  the 
House,  it  was  abolished.     He  objected 
in  the  same  manner  to  the  9th  clause  of 
the  Bill — the  clause  enabling  a  man  to 
be  made  a  bankrupt  upon  his  own  peti- 
tion.    While,   therefore,   approving   of 
some  clauses  of  the  Bill,  he  did  not  be- 
lieve that  it  was  calculated  to  meet  the 
evils  complained  of,  and  thought  that  if 
the  Government  had  no  better  proposal 
to  submit  for  the  consideration  of  the 
House,  it  would  be  better  to  adopt  the 
suggestion  of   the    hon.    and    learned 
Member  for  Dewsbury  (Mr.   Serjeant 
Simon),  and  get  rid  of  the  Bankruptcy 
Law   altogether.     The  Law    of  Bank- 
ruptcy was  justified  on  two  grounds,  the 
first  of  which  consisted  of  an  affirmation 
that  it  was  necessary  in  order  to  secure 
equal  distribution  among  creditors.  The 
second  ground  upon  which  the  policy  of 
the  existing  Bankruptcy  Law  had  been 
defended  was,  that  all  legislation  on 
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the  subject  must  protect  debtors  in  so  far 
as  they  were  entitled  to  protection.     He 
admitted  the  justice  of  that  view;  be- 
cause, as  was  well  known,  the  tendency 
of   bankruptcy    legislation    in    former 
times  was  to  deal  with  debtors  in  much 
too  lenient  a  point  of  view.     He  could 
not  conceive  that  there  was  any  practical 
injustice  in  leaving  a  man  who  had  be- 
come bankrupt  to  fight  out  his  case  with 
his  creditors,  instead  of   making  it  a 
fixed  rule  of  law  that  certain  proceedings 
should  be  taken  in  every  case.    What 
was  necessary  to  be  done  in  order  to 
protect  honest  traders  who  were  driven 
into  bankruptcy  was  to  pass  such  a  law 
as  would  put  an  end  to  the  reckless 
trading  which  was  at  present  carried  on 
by  men  in  defiance  of  a  law  so  loosely 
made  as  that  it  did  not,  and  could  not, 
touch  them .    Independent  of  the  general 
question,  and  of  the  merits  of  the  Bill 
itself,   he  objected  to  the  fact  that  a 
measure   of   this  kind,   introduced    in 
'^  another  place,"  and  dealing  with  an 
important  commercial  question,  had  been 
brought  down  to  the  House  of  Commons 
^-a  great  number  of  whose  Members 
were    commercial   men — at    so  late    a 
period  of  the  Session,  when  it  would  not 
be  possible  to  discuss  it  fidly ;  contain- 
ing, as  it  did,  159  clauses,  which,  if  the 
second  reading  were  agreed  to,  would 
have  to  be  considered  in  Committee  in 
the  beginning  of  August,  when  legal 
Members  of  the  House  would  either  be 
out  of  town  or  too  jaded  to  pay  proper 
attention  to  the  subject.    As  that  would 
be  a  very  undesirable  state  of  affairs, 
he  seconded  the  Amendment.    A  Bill 
of  the  kind  could  not,  if  passed,  receive 
the  approval  of  the  commercial  world, 
the  Legal  Profession,   or  the   general 

Eublic.  If,  however,  it  was  to  be  pressed, 
e  trusted  that  ample  opportunity  would 
be  given  for  the  discussion  of  its  details 
in  Committee. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  "now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  '*  upon  this 
day  three  months."  —  {Mr,  Serjeant 
Simon.) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  the  wonl 
'  now  '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 


Me.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  said,  that 
notwithstanding  the  conciliatory  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, he  could  not  but  agree  in  the  view 

Hr.  Oelome  Morgan 


of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  ivho 
had   just    addressed    the   House  (¥r. 
Osborne  Morgan),  that  a  Bill  so  im- 
portant as  the  one  before  the  House 
ought  not  to  be  presented  to  the  Home 
of  Commons  so  late  in  the  Session.    He 
must  also  be  allowed  to  express  his  re- 
gret that  the  Government  had  not  seen 
fit  to  introduce  the  BiU  in  the  first  in- 
stance to  the  House  of  Commons,  where 
practical  knowledge  of  the  subject  was 
so  much  greater  than  it  was    in  the 
House  of  Lords.  The  Commission  which 
had  reported  upon  it  comprised  manj 
very  eminent  names,  but  purely  those 
of  professional  men  ;   but  if  a  few  of 
another  class  had  been  on  it,  its  recom- 
mendations might  not  have  commanded 
less  confidence.     As  to  the  BiU  itself,  if 
the  hon.   and  learned  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  was  right  in  saying 
that  it  followed  the  principles  of  the 
Act  of  1869— and    he  (Mr.    Sampson 
Lloyd)  was  glad  to  hear  him  say  so— 
he  thought  fiie  better  way  of  dealing 
with  the  subject  would  have  been  to 
bring  in  a  short  amending  Bill  to  re- 
move the  blots  from  that  measure,  in- 
stead   of    embarking    upon    sweeping 
legislation  of  this  kind,  and  disturbing 
the  enormous  mass  of  decisions  whidi 
had  been  arrived  at  on  the  interpreta- 
tions of  the  provisions  of  the  existing 
Act,  thereby  confusing  the  mercantile 
world.    It  was  preposterous  to  proceed 
with  a  Bill  of  159  clauses  at  that  period 
of  the  Session.     He  shoidd  also  hsTO 
been  glad  if  it  had  been  stated  further 
that  bankruptcy  legislation  for  England 
in  the  future  was  to  follow  the  lines  of 
the  Act  passed  for  Scotland  in  1856— 
an  Act  which  secured  speed  and  economy 
in  the  winding  up  of  bankrupt  estates. 
What  he  feared  was,  that  if  the  Bfll 
were  to  pass  as  it  stood  at  present  it 
would  lead  to  considerably  increased  ex- 
pense in  administration,  besides  causing 
unnecessary   litigation    in  establishing 
the  principles  of  the  law  upon  this  new 
basis.    He  quite  agreed  with  the  hon. 
and  learned  Attorney  General  in  thinl^- 
ing  that  the  Bill  was  opposed  by  pro- 
fessional trustees  and  accountants,  and 
he  shared  the  objection  which  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  to  such  foin 
of  opposition ;  but  he  also  knew  that  it 
was  strongly  objected  to  by  a  large  sec- 
tion of  the  commercial  class,  which  had 
a  right  to  be  heard  on  a  question  of  that 
kind.      The  question,  after  all,  came  to 
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be,  what  they  were  to  do  with  the  Bill 
it  the  period  of  the  Session  at  which 
hssj  had  arrived  ?  He  did  not  think  that 
iheBill  should  be  r^'ected  altogether. 
[k  might  be  amended,  so  as  to  evolve 
irder  out  of  the  present  ohaos ;  and  if 
ike  GKyvemment  would  only  send  it  to  a 
Meet  Committee  to  have  it  thoroughly 
Bxaminedy  with  a  view  to  the  evolution 
of  wise  and  beneficial  legislation,  he 
ihoold  be  indined  to  support  the  second 
reading  of  the  BiU. 
Mr.  NOEWOOD  could  not  join  in 
he  wholesale  denunciation  of  the  Act 
i  1869,  the  failure  of  which  was  mainly 
Ine  to  the  fact  that  too  much  power 
ras  placed  in  the  hands  of  trustees.  He 
rs8  of  opinion  that  the  Act  did  not  de- 
eive  all  the  blame  and  the  abuse  that 
lad  been  heaped  upon  it.  In  many 
1868  the  Act  worked  well  enough.  It 
fas  based  upon  the  rule  that  creditors 
ihould  alone  decide  as  to  the  way  in 
which  the  assets  of  bankrupts  should  be 
nalized  and  distributed,  either  by  liqui- 
dation, bankruptcy,  or  arrangement. 
He  saw  no  reason  why  there  shoiild  be 
iny  interference  witii  that  principle, 
volees  it  could  be  shown  that  a  bank- 
ntpt  had  been  guilty  of  fraud,  or  some 
other  offence  against  the  law  as  it 
effected  bankrupts.  The  real  fault  of 
tbe  Act,  as  he  had  said,  was  that  it 
gi?e  too  much  power  to  the  trustees, 
vhereas  the  Bill  now  submitted  was 
too  much  overladen  with  officialism.  If 
they  were  to  have  a  new  Bankruptcy 
Aet,  it  ought  to  be  as  simple  as  ])08- 
fible.  He  would  admit  that  the  Bill 
afforded  a  basis  for  improving  the  law ; 
Wt  while  saying  that  he  could  not  help 
idling  that  there  was  great  force  in  the 
obseirations  which  had  been  made  as 
to  the  late  period  of  the  Session  at 
which  the  Bill  had  been  brought  down 
to  the  House  from  '*  another  place  "  in 
which  it  had  been  introduced.  He 
thought  they  could  do  as  well  without  a 
^uibraptcy  Law  as  with  one  providing 
tl»tt  insolvent  debtors  were  prevented 
^  giring  preference  to  particular 
cnditors.  He  did  not  consider  there 
would  be  sufficient  time  to  pass  the  Bill 
th^  Session,  seeing  that,  in  all  proba- 
">%,  it  would  lead  to  a  great  deal  of 
J^i^tion,  in  addition  to  which  it 
^utled  with  too  many  difficulties.  The 
^^{orts  of  the  Controller  in  Bankruptcy 
W  frequently  been  referred  to  ;  but, 
^  an  respect  to  that  gentleman,  he 


took  an  extreme  view  of  the  magnitude 
of  his  office.  It  was  a  great  pity  the 
Government  had  adopted  the  form  of  a 
Code.  They  would  be  all  thankful  to 
have  a  Code  like  the  Merchant  Ship- 
ping ;  but  he  would  remind  the  House 
that  the  present  Act  was  a  Code.  The 
expense  inflicted  on  the  mercantile  com- 
munity was  very  great.  For  the  first 
two  years  after  the  passing  of  the  Act 
there  was  constant  Htigation  as  to  the 
interpretation  to  be  placed  on  words ; 
and  here,  in  this  Bill,  the  Oovemmeut 
was  about  to  express  the  same  thing  in 
different  language.  The  commercial 
community  felt  so  strongly  as  to  the 
necessity  of  having  an  amending  Act 
that  they  had  gone  to  the  trouble  of 
drafting  an  amending  Act.  He  had  the 
Bill  in  his  hands.  It  was  a  short  mea- 
sure, and  they  believed  it  would  rectify 
all  the  evils  under  the  present  law.  He 
thought  that  frequent  applications  to 
the  Court  would  be  fraught  with  delay 
and  a  cloak  for  fraud.  On  one  point 
he  desired  to  be  most  emphatic.  If  they 
were  to  have  a  Bankruptcy  Bill  at  all, 
the  existing  Act  ought  to  form  the 
basis  of  a  simple  and  good  Bankruptcy 
Law ;  and  if,  under  the  Judicature  Act, 
they  were  to  have  a  new  Judge  ap- 
pointed, he  hoped  he  would  be  a  strong 
one,  a  good  commercial  lawyer,  who 
could  take  up  a  question  with  commer- 
cial knowledge,  and  let  him  devote  his 
time  entirely  to  his  duties  as  Bankruptcy 
Judge,  and  not  be  a  kind  of  Jack-of-all- 
trades  on  the  Bench,  having  his  time 
frittered  away  by  being  sent  on  Circuit. 
If  such  a  person  were  appointed,  that 
would,  in  itself,  be  a  great  improvement, 
and  an  important  step  would  be  taken. 
Take  it  altogether,  he  did  not  regard 
the  present  law  as  a  bad  law ;  but  he 
thought  they  would  have  a  worse  Bill  if 
they  adopted  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment. He  thought  it  was  too  late 
in  the  Session  to  enter  into  the  question 
in  a  proper  and  calm  spirit,  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  wise  on  the  part  of 
the  Government  to  withdraw  the  Bill. 

Me.  GEEGOEY  supported  the  Bill 
on  the  ground  that  a  change  was  most 
desirable,  and  because  he  thought  the 
measure  went  in  the  right  direction.  In 
his  opinion,  the  Government,  in  framing 
the  Bill,  might  have  gone  a  little  fur- 
ther; for  the  Bankruptcy  Court,  as  it 
now  existed,  ought  to  be  done  away 
with  altogether,   and   the  busineaa  ol 
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Bankruptoy  spread  over  the  Courts  of 
the  country.  The  present  system  of 
liquidation  by  arrangement  had  led  to 
a  good  deal  of  touting  for  proxies  ;  and 
the  fact  was  that  the  result  of  the  meet- 
ing of  creditors  was,  generally,  a  fore- 
gone conclusion.  He,  therefore,  cordially 
agreed  in  that  which  was  considered 
one  of  the  main  features  of  the  Bill — 
the  substitution  of  deeds  of  arrangement 
for  the  strange  system — if  it  coiild  be 
called  a  system — which  they  had  of 
liquidation  by  arrangement.  Another 
matter  of  some  importance  was  the 
question  of  shortening  the  period  for 
the  recovery  of  debts  in  Bankruptcy. 
At  present,  anyone  who  chose  to  sleep 
on  his  rights  for  six  years  coidd  come  in 
and  prove  his  debts.  He  did  not  think 
it  was  right.  He  would  venture  to  pro- 
pose that  that  period  shoiild  be  shortened 
to  four  years  at  least.  He  thought  the 
general  principle  of  a  period  of  six  years 
for  the  recovery  of  debts  was  too  long. 
With  one  or  two  exceptions,  as  to  which 
he  should  move  Amendments,  however,  he 
woidd  give  his  support  to  the  Bill.  As 
to  the  question  of  the  introduction  of 
the  Bill  at  that  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, a  suggestion  had  been  made  that 
the  Bill  should  be  referred  to  a  Select 
Committtee.  He  thought  that  would  be 
a  very  desirable  course,  if  they  could 
depend  on  the  deliberations  of  the 
Select  Committee  being  acceptable  to 
the  House  when  the  BiU  was  returned 
to  it.  If  the  House  was  content  to  ac- 
cept the  Bill  and  take  it  as  it  came  out 
of  the  Committee,  he  did  not  know  that 
any  better  course  could  be  taken.  K 
hon.  Members  would  put  their  Amend- 
ments on  the  Paper  between  now  and 
the  Motion  to  go  into  Committee,  the 
House  would  then  know  what  Amend- 
ments were  to  be  proposed.  He  thought, 
in  that  way,  that  some  arrangement  might 
be  made  which  would  materially  facili- 
tate the  passing  of  the  BiU  into  law. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  also  thought 
the  Bill  was  a  considerable  step  in  the 
right  direction.  No  doubt,  it  required 
a  certain  amount  of  revision ;  but  that 
could  be  done  by  a  Committee  of  the 
Whole  House,  and  without  the  ordeal 
of  a  Select  Committee.  He  hoped  the 
Bill  would  be  read  a  second  time ;  he 
believed  it  had  been  already  carefully 
revised  in  **  another  place  "  and  could 
be  well  dealt  with  this  Session ;  and,  not- 
withstanding differences  of  opinion  at 

Xr.  Gregory 


present,  he  thought  it  would  be  poBsiUe 
without  much  delay  to  get  the  House  to 
agree  to  a  settlement  of  the  points  nov 
in  dispute. 

Mr.  ANDEESON  said,  that  he  was 
in  Parliament  when  the  present  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  was  passed,  and  he  verj 
well  remembered  taking  a  considerable 
part  in  it ;  because  one  of  the  main  ob- 
jects of  Sir  Bobert  Collier,  in  promoting 
the  Act,  was  to  adopt,  to  a  la^e  extent, 
the  system  which  then  existed  in  Scot- 
land. He  (Mr.  Anderson)  believed  tiiat 
through  his  knowledge  of  the  Scotch  lav 
he  was  of  some  assistance  to  Sir  Bobert 
Collier  in  carrying  out  that  object,  and 
that  the  Act  then  passed  was,  as  f)ar  as 
it  went,  a  very  good  Act.  In  some  re- 
spects it  was  quite  an  improvement  on 
the  Scotch  system,  and  in  other  points  it 
adopted  the  Scotch  system ;  but  where 
it  failed  and  broke  down  was  in  manage* 
ment,  because  they  had  not  been  able  to 
import  Scotch  economy,  Scotch  manage- 
ment, and  Scotch  lawyers'  charges  along 
with  the  Scotch  system.  It  was  in  the 
matter  of  cost  principally  that  the  thing 
had  broken  down  in  England.  In  Soot- 
land,  very  often,  it  was  one  of  the  cre- 
ditors who  was  trustee,  and  the  estate 
was  therefore  managed  economically,  and 
with  the  interest  of  the  creditors  at 
heart.  On  the  other  hand,  a  bankrapt 
estate  in  England  was  always  handed  onr. 
to  professional  accountants;  and  when 
the  new  Act  was  passed  the  whole  thing 
was  simply  handed  over  to  the  same  lot 
of  solicitors  and  accountants  who  had 
practical  charge  of  affairs  under  the  eld 
Act.  It  was  not  likely  that  these  men 
would  forego  any  of  their  charges,  or 
that  they  would  in  any  way  try  to  mahi 
the  new  system  more  economical  thai 
the  old  one  was.  That  was  how  the  net 
Act  had  broken  down  ;  and  in  this  BiD  | 
he  saw  no  trace  of  any  intention  to  im- 
prove that  state  of  affairs.  They  ▼««• 
Btill  to  have  a  scale  of  charges  arranged 
by  lawyers,  for  the  benefit  of  lawyer^ 
in  which  the  interest  of  the  pubUo  was 
wholly  ignored.  He  had  no  heeitatk* 
in  saying  that  the  charges  in  the  Bade* 
ruptcy  Court  all  through,  both  thelawjerf 
charges  and  the  accountants'  charge^ 
were  neither  more  nor  less  than  an  it* 
famous  legalized  robbery  of  everybodj» 
and  nothing  better.  Until  the  Hoosl 
could  adopt  some  system  of  xedueiig 
these  charges  and  fees,  and  putting  it  it 
the  power  of  somebody  else  than  nuM 
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lawyers  to  say  what  fees  were  to  be, 
they  would  not  make  the  system  one 
whit  better  than  it  was  at  present.    He 
was  glad  to  see  so  many  Professional 
(Gentlemen  were  present  to  hear  what 
he  had  to  say  upon  that  matter ;  and  he 
would  repeat  that  the  charges  were  in- 
famously high,   and  unless  they  were 
brought  down  to  something   like  the 
lerel  of  the  Scotch  charges  tibere  would 
be  no  benefit  from  the  Bill.     Even  with 
these  excessive  charges,  people  who  paid 
them  did  not  get  justice.     Look,  for  in- 
stance, at  the  London  Bankruptcy  Court. 
The  system  there  had  been  reduced  to 
one  of  Eegistrars.    Most  of  the  work 
was  done  by  those  gentlemen,  who  were 
a  notoriously  weak  lot  of  Judges,  of  no 
professional   standing,   and    unable  to 
give  satisfactory  judgments;  and  if  a 
case  was  appealed,  it  went,  at  least  in 
theory,  from,  a  Registrar  to  the  Chief 
Judge  in  Bankruptcy.    Unfortunately, 
however,  in  practice  the  Chief  Judge  did 
not  really  hear  the  appeal,  which  came 
again  before  one  of  these  weak  Eegistrars, 
who  simply  changed  his  title  for  the  occa- 
sion, and  sat  as  Chief  Judge  to  hear  an 
appeal   from   a  brother    Kegistrar  no 
weaker  than  himself.    That,  he  thought, 
was  a  very  improper  system;  and  al- 
though   the    hon.    Member    for.  East 
Sussex   (Mi,   Gregory)   had  suggested 
various  Amendments,  he  did  not  think 
that   the    Bill    could    be    sufficiently 
amended  to  make  it  satisfactory  in  that 
particular.     He  (Mr.  Anderson)  did  not 
wish  to  discuss  the  details  of  the  mea- 
sure, or  to  go  largely  into  the  subject 
with  which  it  dealt ;  but  he  did  not  be- 
lieve it  possible,  at  that  late  period  of 
the  Session,  to  make  the  Bill  a  satisfac- 
tory one.     There  was  a  great  deal  to 
amend,  which  would  involve  an  immense 
amount  of  discdssion.     Take,   for    in- 
stance, the  Schediile  describing  a  trader. 
It  was  copied  from  the  last  Act,  and 
was  about  the  laniest  and  most  wretched 
definition    of   a  trader  that  ever  was 
heard  of.    Look  at  the  trades  which 
were  put  in,  and  the  trades  which  were 
left  out.     Brickmakers,   builders,   car- 
penters, and  lime-burners  were  amongst 
those  put  in.     Those  were  four  trades 
connected  with  building;    but  if  four 
trades  connected  with  building  ought  to 
be  put  in,  why  not  all  trades  connected 
with  building?    Before  there  could  be 
any  Hme  to  bum,  it  must  be  taken  firom 
a  quarry,  and  yet  quarry-owners  were 


not  included  in  the  Schedule.  Neither 
were  plasterers,  plumbers,  slaters,  nor 
glaziers,  all  of  whom  were  connected 
with  building.  That  was  an  absurd 
anomaly.  There  was  another.  Cow- 
keepers  and  market  gardeners  were  spe- 
cially mentioned  as  traders ;  but  farmers 
and  graziers  were  as  expressly  excluded. 
If  the  cowkeepers  were  put  in,  why 
should  the  graziers  be  left  out ;  dt  if  the 
market  gardener  was  to  be  put  in,  why 
should  the  farmer  be  left  out  ?  Then, 
when  he  came  to  the  manufacturers,  he 
found  the  Bill  just  as  lame.  The  only 
kind  of  manufacturer  who  was  included 
in  the  description  of  traders  was  the 
maker  of  alum.  He  would  like  to  ask 
what  there  was  of  a  special  character  in 
the  making  of  alum  to  constitute  the 
persons  engaged  in  that  business  traders 
more  than  any  other  manufacturers? 
All  other  manufacturers  could  only  come 
into  the  Bill  under  the  vague  term 
of 

Mr.  speaker,  interposing,  said,  he 
was  bound  to  point  out  that  me  House 
was  now  discussing  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill,  and  the  hon.  Member's  re- 
marks referred  to  rather  minute  details, 
which  might  be  reserved  for  Com- 
mittee. 

Ma.  ANDERSON  replied,  that  he 
thought  he  was  only  following  the  prac- 
tice which  had  been ,  indulged  in  by 
previous  speakers  of  showing  the  rea- 
sons why  he  thought  it  impossible  for 
th^  House  to  deal  with  the  ^ill  at  this 
late  period.  There  were  many  mat- 
ters of  minute  detail  which  had  not 
been  attended  to  in  the  Bill.  The  mea- 
sure was  intended  to  amend  the  exist- 
ing Act;  but  it  ought  to  amend  it  tho- 
roughly, if  they  were  now  to  deal  with 
it  at  all;  and  he  was  simply  endea- 
vourine  to  show  by  illustration  that  the 
Bill  did  not  attempt  to  amend  some  of 
the  absurd  anomalies  in  the  old  law, 
and  that,  at  that  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, he  did  not  see  how  it  was  possible 
to  make  it  do  so.  He  would,  however, 
refrain,  according  to  the  ruling  of  Mr. 
Speaker,  from  saying  anything  more 
about  details.  The  hon.  Member  for 
East  Sussex  suggested  that  the  Bill 
might  with  advantage  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee ;  but,  in  his  (Mr.  An- 
derson's) opinion,  the  lateness  of  the 
Session  was  also  a  bar  to  dealing  with  a 
measure  of  such  magnitude  in  that 
manner.     If  that  course  were  taken^ 
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there  would  be  no  prospect  of  having 
the  Bill  thoroughly  and  fairly  discussed; 
and  he  recommended,  for  his  own  part, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney  General 
to  be  content  with  having  had  that  dis- 
cussion, to  withdraw  the  Bill,  and  to  re- 
introduce it  at  the  beginning  of  next 
Session,  when  it  might  be  referred  to  a 
Select  Committee,  and  when  it  might  be 
possible  to  come  to  a  satisfactory  solu- 
tion. But  at  present  it  was  not  pos- 
sible. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  agreed  in  one  respect 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  (Mr. 
Anderson) — he  could  not  see  any  pros- 
pect of  the  Bill  being  passed  this  Session 
in  a  satisfactory  manner.  It  was,  no 
doubt,  much  needed  and  anxiously  de- 
sired ;  but,  without  a  longer  time  than 
seemed  available,  there  was  little  chance 
of  its  being  properly  considered.  There- 
fore, he  trusted  that  no  attempt  would  be 
made  to  go  further  with  it  than  to  refer 
it  to  a  Select  Committee.  If  the  Go- 
vernment would  promise  to  adopt  that 
course,  he  thought  the  second  reading 
might  be  allowed.  He  considered  that, 
of  late  years,  the  tendency  of  the  law  had 
been  to  do  too  much  for  the  debtor  and 
too  little  for  the  creditor ;  too  much  for 
the  dishonest  debtor  at  the  expense  of 
the  honest  creditor  ;  and  it  was  too  much 
in  favour  of  the  rogue  instead  of  the 
honest  debtor.  Since  the  passing  of  the 
Bankruptcy  Act  of  1825,  they  had  been 
going  on  from  bad  to  worse.  That  Act 
was,  in  his  opinion,  the  most  just  they 
had  had  yet.  Under  it  a  bankrupt  could 
only  be  set  at  liberty  by  consent  of  two- 
thirds  of  the  amount,  or  three- fourths  of 
the  number  of  his  creditors.  The  great 
want  under  that  Act  had  been  a  Hegistrar 
orJudgeinBankruptcy.  Allhadnowbeen 
altered,  and  dishonest  rogues  had  facili- 
ties for  cheating  their  creditors  in  a  scan- 
dalous manner.  There  should  bo  power 
to  stop  this,  and  to  force  dishonest  bank- 
rupts by  thorough  judicial  examination 
to  disgorge  their  property.  There  need 
be  no  fear  for  honest  debtors.  He  had 
never  known  an  honest  man  who  had 
failed  through  misfortune  who  was  not 
treated  with  leniency,  and  even  with 
generosity,  by  his  creditors.  But  the 
law  looked  after  the  rogue.  What  was 
necessary  was  that  the  proceediugs  in 
Bankruptcy  shoiild  be  public.  He  ad- 
vocated the  reference  of  the  Bill  to  a 
Select  Committee,  which  would  be  best 
qualified  to  deal  with  it,  and  enable  it 
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to  be  passed  during  the  present  Senkm. 
Some  measure  of  reform  was  absoliitsly 
necessary,  and  he  earnestly  trusted  tint 
the  Government  would  accept  the  coqzm 
which  had  been  suggested  to  them. 

Mb.  BATHBONE  thought  that  ^ 
continuance  of  the  operation  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Act  as  it  at  present  stood  wooli 
bring  serious  harm  to  the  commercial 
prosperity  of  this  country.     No  meaBore 
could  injure  the  interests  of  this  countrjr 
more  than  a  Bill  which  gave  sanction  to 
the  evils  which  were  found  to  prevail  in 
connection   with  the  administration  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Law.     Unfortunately, 
men,  in  the  rush  and  haste  of  life,  uA 
their  morality  from  the  law;  and  the  lav 
was  apt  to  become,  in  men's  minds,  an 
assertion  of  what  was  moral  with  regard 
to  their  actions  in  certain  cases.    A  Bill 
of  the  character  and  importance  of  thii 
measure,  therefore,  ought  to  be  proceeded 
with  with  great  care  and  caution ;  and, 
in  his  opinion,  it  would  be  impossible, 
with  the  Business  which  the  House  had 
before  it,  at  this  period  of  the  SesaioD, 
to  give  that  attention  to  it  which  it  de- 
served.    But  there  was  a  mode  by  wbidL 
they  might  get,  practically,  the  adran- 
tage  of  all  the  knowledge  and  experieooe 
of  those  who  felt  an  interest  and  had 
had  experience  in  the  matter;  and,  more- 
over, to  obtain  what  they  required,  they 
might  simply  carry  out  the  recommenda- 
tions of  the  Committee  which  sat  W 
year  upon  the  question  of  Public  Bttii* 
ness.     There  was  also  the  proposal  tD 
send  the  Bill  to  a  Select  Committee. 
He  did  not,  of  course,  suggest  that  a 
Committee  should  be  established  con- 
sisting of  7   or   14  Members,  becauia 
there  was  no  reason  why  such  a  Coin- 
mittee  should  not  consist  of  all  theprao- 
tical  men  of  experience  in  the  Hooae 
who  had  had  anvthiDfi:  to  do  with  the 
operation    and    administration   of  tW 
Bankruptcy  Act;   and  it  was  perfectly 
possible  for  a  Select  Committee  to  sit  at 
the  same  time  as  the  other  General  Oott- 
mittee  of  the  House,  as  there  would  b^ 
in  future,  a  good  deal  of  Business  thi^ 
would  not  require  the  attendance  of » 
large  number  of  hon.  Members.    And 
if  a  Committee  were  so  constituted,  at 
the  same  time  as  the  Committee  of  tte 
Whole  House  was  sitting,  the  time  « 
hon.  Members  would  not   be  waatei 
He  could  not  but  think  that  that  woald 
be  a  very  good  arrangement,  beoavi^ 
if  necessary,  the  Bill  could  aftonraidl 
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proceed  throngli  the  Oomznittee  of  the  |  changes  they  desired  to  make,  as  well 


Whole  House.  He  did  not,  however, 
think  that  it  would  be  necessary  or  de- 
sirable that  the  Bill  should  go  to  the 
Committee  after  having  been  dealt  with 
by  the  Select  Committee.  If  Amend- 
ments were  required,  after  the  Bill  had 
been  before  the  Committee  upstairs, 
they  would  stiU  have  an  opportunity  of 
making  them  on  Beport.  He  ventured 
to  thii^  that  that  suggestion  was  worthy 
of  the  consideration  of  the  House,  and 
was  practically  the  only  one  which  it 
was  desirable  to  adopt. 

Sm  HENRY  JACKSON  said,  that 
there  were  many  circumstances  in  the 
law  as  it  now  stood  which  he  would  be 
glad  to  see  altered,  and  as  to  which  no 
time  should  be  lost  in  devising  some 
remedy  for  the  serious  evils  now  exist- 
ing. The  principal  cause  of  the  present 
scandals  was  the  facilities  which  frau- 
dulent debtors  had  of  making  composi- 
tions and  settlements  by  arrangement. 
Fraudulent  debts  were  concocted  to  cheat 
the  real  creditors,  and  the  parsons  who 
received  the  assets  in  many  cases  never 
really  accounted  for  them,  or,  at  least, 
delayed  long  to  do  so.  It  was  perfectly 
notorious  that  a  clever  solicitor  and  a 
clever  accountant  could  devise  a  plan 
which  could  be  ik)  cut-and-dried  before 
the  general  meeting  that  a  protesting 
creditor  would  be  altogether  powerless. 
There  were  two  or  three  ways  of  deal- 
ing with  the  difficulty.  The  whole  of 
the  law  mi^ht  be  re-considered,  or  the 
House  might  determine  which  of  the 
two  principles  of  bankruptcy  administra- 
tion was  tne  more  desirable — ^that  was  to 
say,  it  might  choose  between  the  prin- 
ciple of  former  Acts  and  that  of  the  Act 
of  the  year  1869.  The  question  was, 
whether  the  whole  matter  should  be  left 
in  the  hands  of  the  Court  or  of  the  cre- 
ditor? for  both  plans  had  been  tried, 
and  neither  of  them  had  worked  satis- 
factorily. Of  course,  no  one  liked  to  lose 
money,  and  as  the  Bankruptcy  proceed- 
ings were  begun  only  when  a  disaster 
was  established  it  was  impossible  to 
please  everyone.  Now,  the  officers  of 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  had  satisfied 
the  Legal  Officers  of  tne  Qovemment  as ' 
to  the  reality  of  the  scandal  arising 
from  the  Act  of  1869,  and  the  Govern- 
ment had  proposed  a  plan  to  remedy  the 
most  cijing  of  those  evils.  He  (Sir 
Henry  Jac^on),  however,  regretted  that 
ihey  had   combined  in    one    Bill  the' 


as  the  re-enactment  of  the  existing  law. 
However,  he  believed  the  Bill  of  the 
Government  was  the  best  they  could 
bring  forward,  taking  into  consideration 
the  existing  principle  of  the  law  of  the 
administration  of  Bankruptcy  which  had 
received  the  sanction  of  Parliament. 
The  remedy  they  proposed  was  to  in- 
crease the  fetters  put  upon  the  ob- 
noxious practices  of  Hquidation  and 
composition  by  arrangement,  and  the 
Bill  would  probably  prevent  a  great 
many  of  those  scandals.  Lord  Weet- 
bury's  Act  of  1861  had  given  great 
facilities  for  such  frauds;  andhon.  Mem- 
bers might  remember  that  just  befrare 
the  passing  of  an  Act  of  Amendment  in 
1868  there  was  a  great  rush  of  debtors 
anxious  to  avail  themselves  of  the  old 
law.  In  the  present  case,  if  the  Bill  be- 
came law,  he  had  no  doubt  that  the  re- 
sult would  be  the  same  as  in  1868.  In 
the  same  way,  the  provisions  of  the  Act 
as  to  the  laxity  and  delay  of  trustees  in 
regard  to  their  accounts  would,  in  all 
probability,  have  a  highly  beneficial 
effect.  Had  the  Bill  been  confined  to 
these  objects  of  amending  the  present 
law,  it  could  easily  have  been  passed. 
Harm  it  could  not  have  done,  good  it 
might  have  done ;  and  next  Session  they 
could  have  dealt  with  the  work  of  con- 
solidation. Instead,  however,  of  doing 
that,  the  Gt)vemment  had  made  the 
mistake  of  passing  an  ambitious  Bill 
throufi^h  the  other  House  at  an  early 
period  of  the  Session,  and  had  not 
brought  it  on  for  consideration  in  the 
House  of  Commons  till  July  16,  although 
it  re-opened  the  whole  question  as  it 
was  settled  by  the  Act  of  1869.  The 
House  would  have  had  no  difficulty  in 
passing  a  measure  of  amendment,  the 
good  effect  of  which  would  have  been 
seen  next  Session ;  and,  had  it  done  so, 
it  would  have  paved  the  way  for  more 
compete  legislation.  He  thought  that 
the  JBiU  ought  to  be  re-committed  pro 
formdy  and  brought  back  again  without 
its  clauses  of  consolidation.  If  that  were 
done,  it  would  not  matter  by  what  kind 
of  Committee  it  was  discussed,  as  it  would 
involve  no  principle,  and  could  be  passed 
easily.  He  was  very  anxious  indeed  to 
see  something  done,  and  the  necessity 
for  something  to  be  done  was  urgent. 
Although  it  was  a  question  of  only  a  few 
months,  let  them  do  something  at  once, 
for  the  amount  of  bad  debts  oeing  in- 
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curred  every  year  was  very  serious ;  and 
lie  would  put  it  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  whether  he  could  not 
now  re-cast  this  BUI,  so  as  to  leave  until 
next  year  all  that  was  merely  consolida- 
tion, and  confine  the  Bill  to  those  points 
in  which  the  Government  knew  they 
were  merely  amending  the  existing  law  ? 
If  the  Government  would  do  that,  he 
believed  that  no  one  would  object  to  it, 
and  they  would  have  the  satisfaction  of 
knowing  that  during  the  Session  they 
had  done  some  little  practical  work,  for 
which  the  commercial  community  would 
be  grateful. 

The  CHANCELLOEof  theEXCHE- 
QIJEE  said,  he  would  not  address  the 
House  upon  the  merits  of  any  of  the 
questions  raised  by  the  previous  speakers, 
though  he  felt  that  it  was  a  subject  of 
the  highest  importance  to  the  mercantile 
community  that  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy 
should  be  amended,  and  it  was  desirable 

0 

to  deal,  if  practicable,  with  it  that 
Session.  There  seemed  to  be  a  very 
general  consensus  of  opinion  in  the 
House  that  the  time  had  come  when  it 
was  desirable  to  legislate  in  this  matter, 
and  that  the  Bill  presented,  at  all  events, 
a  good  opening  and  foundation  for  a 
satisfactory  measure.  The  only  ques- 
tion, therefore,  was,  whether  they  had 
time  and  means  to  work  the  Bill  through 
in  the  ordinary  way,  and  produce  a 
measure  which  would  be  satisfactory. 
He  owned  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
pressure  of  other  Business,  it  had  been 
found  impossible  to  bring  on  the  Bill 
earlier.  If  a  Bill  of  159  clauses  was  to 
be  discussed  in  the  usual  way  in  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House,  and  with 
the  fullness  and  freedom  that  the  im- 
portance of  the  different  clauses  de- 
manded, it  was  highly  improbable  that 
they  would  be  able  to  get  the  Bill 
through  in  the  present  Session.  That 
would  be  a  very  disappointing  result, 
not  only  to  the  House,  but  to  the  coujitry ; 
for  this  was,  undoubtedly,  a  measure 
which  had  been  for  a  long  time  desired 
in  many  quarters.  Now  came  the  ques- 
tion, whether  they  could  get  through 
the  work  before  them.  There  was  an 
old  proverb,  that  *' Where  there  is  a 
will  there  is  a  way,"  and  as  he  believed 
there  was  seriously  a  will  on  the  part  of 
the  House,  they  would  endeavour  to  see 
if  there  was  a  way.  Two  or  three  sug- 
gestions had  been  made,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Bathbone) 

Str  Henry  Jaekson 


had  offered  one  worthy  of  the  consident- 
tion  of  the  House — namely,  to  refer  ib 
Bill,  not  merely  to  a  Select  Comxxiitieft 
of  15  or  20  Members  to  go  througliihe 
measure,  which  should  thereafter  go 
through  the  ordeal  of  Committee  of  m 
Whole  House,  but  to  refer  it  to  some 
larger  Committee,  so  as  to  indude,  ai 
far  as  possible,  all  those  Members  likdy 
to  take  a  leading  part  in  the  disoasaion, 
and  to  allow  that  Committee  to  deil 
freely  with  it,  and  put  it  into  sach  i 
shape  as  they  thought  likely  to  commend 
it  to  the  House ;  and  if  the  result  of  the 
labours  of  that  Committee  should  jostii^ 
such  a  step,  but  not  otherwise,  it  would 
be  perfectly  possible,  and  quite  within 
the  jEtules  of  the  House,  that  a  Motion 
should  be  made  when  the  Bill  came 
down  from  that  Committee  to  negatife 
the  ordinary  stage  of  the  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House,  and  to  order  that  the 
Bill,  amended  by  the  Committee,  should 
be  teiken  into  consideration  on  a  day 
named.  If  so  taken  into  consideration, 
it  would  be  open  to  Members  who  de- 
sired to  do  so  to  move  Amendmento 
upon  the  Eeport.  It  would  be  com- 
petent, on  the  other  hand,  if  the  reeoH 
of  the  labours  of  the  Committee  were 
not  satisfactory,  and  hon.  Membeit 
thought  it  desirable  that  the  Bill  should 
go  through  Committee  of  the  Whde 
House,  to  negative  the  proposal  to  r^ 
port  it  without  that  stage.  But  if  the 
Committee  were  well  chosen,  and  attended 
by  Gentlemen  qualified  to  take  part  tt 
the  discussion,  they  would  be  renderin| 
a  very  great  service  to  the  country  aw 
the  House  by  relieving  them  ofthii 
labour.  He  was  heartily  disposed,  oi 
the  part  of  the  Government,  if  the  BiH 
were  read  a  second  time,  to  agree  to  the 
proposal  to  refer  it  to  a  Committee  in 
the  manner  he  had  described,  and  atepi 
would  be  taken  to  appoint  that  OoBi' 
mittee  as  soon  as  possiDle. 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  thought  that, 
before  this  serious  course  was  takeni 
Notice  should  have  been  given,  bo  that 
the  Leaders  of  the  House  niidtit  hatt 
been  present  to  consider  it.  The  Go- 
vernment ought  not  to  have  waited  ft* 
a  chance  suggestion  of  such  a  oonr* 
before  determining  to  recommend  it 
This  was  a  matter  of  principle,  and  otfj 
which  largely  afPected  the  practice  and 
rights  of  the  House.  It  was  a  matttf 
of  grave  doubt  whether  they  shooM 
adopt  this  bureau  system  at  all.   Yiew^i 
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rightly,  it  involved  a  resignataon  by  the 
House  of  some  of  its  responsibiHties. 
On  that  subject  there  might  very  well 
be  considerable  discussion ;  but  no  Notice 
had  been  given  of  the  course  which  the 
Government  now  intended  to  take.  He 
did  not  wish  to  throw  any  obstacle  in 
the  way  of  the  Bill,  but  only  wished  the 
House  to  perceive  the  position  in  which 
it  stood.  Possibly,  it  might  be  wise, 
ultimately,  to  adopt  some  such  practices, 
looking  to  the  length  of  time  some  Bills 
had  lately  taken  in  Committee;  but  it 
ought  not  to  have  been  left  till  now  to 
announce  the  determination  to  take  such 
a  course  in  reference  to  the  Bill,  without 
leaving  time  adequately  to  consider  the 
propriety  of  setting  up  such  a  precedent. 
He  also  thought  the  G'ovemment  should 
take  the  full  responsibility  of  such  a 
step,  if  it  were  proposed.  K  the  de- 
mand for  the  Bill  were  so  great  as  had 
been  represented,  the  Bill  ought  to  have 
come  on  for  second  reading  before  the 
16th  of  July;  and  he  did  not  see  that, 
because  of  the  lateness  of  the  Session, 
when  the  BiU  was  brought  before  them, 
the  House  ought  now  to  be  called  upon 
to  pass  an  insufficient  Bill,  or  to  delegate 
tbeir  powers  in  Committee  to  a  Select 
Committee.  The  question  which  had 
now  arisen  was  a  very  broad  one,  and 
ought  not  to  be  discussed  at  the  end  of 
a  Sitting. 

Me.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  presumed 
tbat  the  object  of  eveiy  hon.  Member 
was  not  to  pass  as  many  measures  as 
possible,  but  to  pass  measures  as  per- 
fect as  possible ;  and,  that  being  so,  the 
only  question  was  in  what  way  the  Bill 
before  the  House  could  be  improved, 
80  as  to  get  the  best  measure  on  the 
subject  of  Bankruptcy  that  could  be  had. 
In  order  to  effect  that  object,  the  course 
suggested  from  the  other  side  of  the 
House  seemed  to  him  the  best  in  the 
circumstances.  But  the  general  ques- 
tion of  delegating  any  of  the  powers  of 
the  House  to  Committee  was  not  now 
before  them.  He  believed  that  a  large 
Select  Committee  would  do  the  work 
well ;  but  the  immediate  question  before 
the  House  was  that  of  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill,  after  which  the  nomina- 
tion of  the  Committee  might  be  dis- 
cussed. He  hoped  that  they  would  con- 
sent to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  he  un- 
derstood, from  what  had  fallen  £rom  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  behind  him 


(Mr.  Serjeant  Simon),  that  he  intended 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment ;  that  there 
was,  therefore,  a  general  agreement  in 
the  House  to  read  the  Bm  a  second 
time ;  and  that  they  were  now  consider- 
ing what  was  to  be  done  after  they  had 
assented  to  the  second  reading.  Nobody 
could  deny  the  great  importance  of  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Eathbone)  in  reference 
to  the  further  stage  of  the  Bill.  He 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  thought,  however, 
that  it  was  a  Bill  on  which  the  suggestion 
of  the  Committee  of  last  year  on  Public 
Business  could  fitly  and  conveniently  be 
tried.  Nothing  could  be  clearer  than 
that  the  Bill  could  not  be  passed  in  the 
usual  way  this  Session,  and  he  thought 
the  Oovemment  would  have  done  wisely 
to  accept  the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  the  Member  for  Coventry 
(Sir  Henry  Jackson) ;  but  as  the  Oovem- 
ment did  not  seem  disposed  to  accept  it, 
they  had  only  the  alternative  of  adopt- 
ing the  other  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liverpool,  or  of  seeing  the 
Bill  fail  of  passing  this  year.  No  doubt, 
the  proposal  involved  certain  novelties 
in  their  procedure.  But  he  was  not  sure 
that  the  suggestion  did  not  point  to  a 
very  great  and  desirable  reform  that 
would  greatly  relieve  Parliament  in  its 
labours.  By  adopting  that  course  in 
reference  to  this  Bill  they  were  not 
pledged  to  its  repetition  in  other  cases, 
or  to  the  giving  up  of  any  of  their  func- 
tions. He  did  not  object  to  the  experi- 
ment of  a  large  Committee  sitting  up- 
stairs being  tried  in  what  seemed  to  be 
a  good  case  for  it,  and  when  there  was  a 
general  desire  to  effect  legislation.  He 
hoped  that  the  Government  would  take 
care  to  bring  on  the  appointment  of  the 
Committee  at  a  reasonable  time,  and 
with  such  notice  as  would  enable  the 
matter  to  be  properly  discussed  by  the 
House.  It  would  not,  he  thought,  be 
possible  on  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  pledge  tne  House  not  to  con- 
sider the  measure  in  detail ;  but,  still,  it 
would  be  very  unfair  to  set  Members  to 
give  up  their  time  to  sucn  a  Committee, 
unless  there  was  as  much  of  an  under- 
standing as  it  was  possible  to  obtain 
that  such  would  be  the  result ;  and  that 
could  not  be  arrived  at  without  the  Go- 
vernment affording  a  full  opportunity 
for  the  consideration  of  the  proposal. 

Mb.  a.  MAETEN  pointed  out  that  if, 
after  the  second  reading  of  the  BiU,  the 
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House  assented  to  the  proposal  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Bath- 
bone),  it  would  have  ample  opportunity, 
when  the  names  of  the  Members  of  the 
Committee  were  proposed,  of  saying  how 
it  should  be  constituted.  Again,  after 
the  Committee  had  concluded  its  la- 
bours, it  would  be  open  to  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, or  any  other  hon.  Member, 
to  move  that  the  Bill  be  considered 
on  the  Heport  without  passing  through 
a  Committee  of  the  Whole  House.  A 
good  precedent  for  the  course  recom- 
mended by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool was  furnished  by  the  Committee  of 
last  year  on  Parliamentary  and  Muni- 
cipal Begistration,  of  which  he  (Mr.  A. 
Miarten)  was  Chairman.  Three  Bills  on 
that  subject  were  submitted  to  the  Select 
Committee,  and  the  Committee  in  the 
result  produced  a  Consolidated  Bill, 
which  passed  through  that  and  the  other 
House  entirely  unaltered.  In  that  case 
the  stage  of  Committee  of  the  Whole 
House  was  gone  through ;  but  as  the 
Bill  was  without  amendment  accepted 
in  that  stage  on  the  recommendation  of 
the  Select  Committee,  there  was  no  other 
stage  before  the  third  reading.  There 
would,  ho  held,  be  little  difficulty  in 
adopting  the  present  Bill  as  a  Consoli- 
dation Bill ;  because  the  parts  of  it  which 
consisted  of  amendments  in  the  law 
would  be  clearly  distinguished  from  the 
rest  of  the  measure,  which  re-enacted 
the  existing  law. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  believed  it  was  the 
general  wish  of  the  House  that  the  Bill 
should  bo  read  a  second  time,  and  that 
a  Committee  should  be  appointed  of  the 
kind  indicated  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liverpool  (Mr.  Eathbone).  This  was  a 
very  good  opportunity  of  trying  a  great 
and  important  experiment  in  the  pro- 
gross  of  legislation,  which  might  be 
fraught  with  important  results  in  future 
Parliaments.  He  presumed  that  it 
would  be  competent  for  the  Committee, 
if  it  was  found  impossible  this  year  to 
deal  satisfactorily  with  the  Consolida- 
tion Clauses  of  the  Bill,  to  deal  only 
with  the  new  provisions.  Would  it  not 
be  well  to  refer  also  the  second  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill — that  of  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Plymouth  (Mr. 
Sampson  Lloyd) — before  the  House,  to 
the  same  Committee?  That  Bill  had 
been  favourably  received  by  the  trading 
oonuniinity. 

Mr.  A,  Marten 


Mb.  Sebjeant  SIMON  also  tngei 
that  the  two  Bills  should  be  sent  to  tlie 
same  Committee.  He  would  wUhdmr 
his  Amendment. 

Mr.  MOELEY  felt  it  to  be  only  jut 
to  the  Government  to  say,  in  reply  to 
what  had  fallen  from  ^e  hon.  lad 
learned  Member  for  Taunton  (Sir  Heniy 
James),  that  the  proposal  for  a  Cosd- 
mittee  had  orginated  on  his  side  and 
met  with  the  general  concurrence  of  bodi 
sides  of  the  House.  He  was  quite  >ore 
he  expressed  the  sentiments  oi  nine- 
tenths  of  the  Members  of  the  House  wlio 
were  interested  in  the  question  of  Bink- 
ruptcy,  when  he  said  Uiat  the  propoaal, 
if  practicable,  would  afford  a  mostsatii- 
factory  mode  of  securing  this  Bill.  It 
was  most  desirable  that  the  Bill  ahooU 
pass  during  the  present  Session,  as  it 
would  get  rid  of  many  of  the  moflt 
flagrant  abuses  in  the  practice  of  Bank- 
ruptcy. He  considered  it  would  be  a 
great  calamity  to  the  commercial  clasflMi 
if  that  portion  of  the  Bill  which  did  awaj 
with  liquidation  by  arrangement  woa 
not  secured. 

Mr.  baring  desired  to  express  Us 
entire  concurrence  in  what  had  just  hem 
said.  It  would  be  a  serious  evil  if  legis- 
lation were  put  off  till  next  year,  whn 
there  was  so  much  likelihood  of  instant 
financial  trouble. 

Mr.  DILLWTN  feared,  at  that  pa^ 
ticular  period  of  the  Session,  that  dis 
experiment  of  appointing  a  grand  Coa* 
mittee  would  not  have  a  chance  of  it- 
ceiving  a  fair  trial  in  this  case.  Hs 
considered,  therefore,  it  would  be  bottar 
to  postpone  the  Bill.  He  thought  ih0J 
had  better  be  satisfied  with  the  present 
law  than  legislate  in  a  hurry  at  tne  eni 
of  the  Session. 

Sir  EDMUND  LECHMERE  uxaei 
the  Government  to  postpone  the  BiUta 
a  future  year,  and  then  to  appoint,  at  an 
earlier  period  of  the  Session,  aSeleefc 
Committee,  so  as  to  have  that  gieaft 
question  thoroughly  thrashed  out. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  proposed,  '<  That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  thouriit 
the  House  ought  seriously  to  oonsidsr 
whether  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liverpool  (Mr.  Bathbone)  onglt 
to  be  entertained  so  near  the  dose  of  ttt 
Session.   The  suggestion  now  madeliT 
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that  hon.  Member  had  been  bronght 
before  the  Committee  on  Public  Busi- 
ness, and  did  not  meet  with  favour.  The 
present  was  not  the  class  of  Bill  which 
it  was  proposed  by  the  Public  Business 
Committee  thus  to  treat,  and  he  objected 
to  its  being  so  dealt  with. 

Mr.  08B0ENE  MOEGAN  asked  who 
would  appoint  the  Committee  ? 

ThbCHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB  replied  that  it  would  be  done  by 
the  House. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  thought  the  proposal 
was  so  serious  that  time  should  be  taken 
to  consider  it.  He,  therefore,  moved  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate. 

Ma.  CHAMBEBLAIN  seconded  the 
Motion  for  adjournment. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  BiggarJ) 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER earnestly  hoped  that  at  that  hour 
(25  minutes  to  6)  they  would  at  least  be 
allowed  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time. 
It  would  still  remain  with  the  House  to 
decide  at  its  pleasure  what  course  it 
would  take  in  regard  to  the  appointment 
of  the  Select  Committee. 

Ms.  PAENELL  urged  that  as  the 
proposal  made  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
liverpool  (Mr.  Eathbone)  and  accepted 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would,  if  adopted,  establish  a  precedent 
which  might  hereafter  be  used  seriously 
to  cripple  the  power  of  a  minority,  the 
House  ought  not  hastily  to  assent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  MOELEY  rose  to  Order,  and 
asked,  whether  the  Question  before  the 
House  was  not  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time,  and  not  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool 
(Mr.  Eathbone)  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  the  immediate 
Question  before  the  House  was  that  the 
debate  be  now  adjourned.  The  hon. 
Member  forlMeath  was,  therefore,  in 
Order  in  his  observations. 

Mb.  PAENELL  feared  the  principLe 
of  the  proposal,  which  was  all  very  well 
for  a  Bankruptcy  Bill,  if  adopted,  would 
he  applied  to  other  measures,  such  as 
Irish  Coercion  Bills.  The  hon.  Member 
was  speaking,  when 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  pointed  out  that,  it 
heine  now  a  quarter  to  6,  the  debate 
stood  adjourned. 

Debate  adfaumed  till  To-mctrrow, 


MOTION. 

PRIVILEGE  (TOWER  HIGH  LEVEL 
BRIDGE,  METROPOLLS). 

bepobt  of  selbot  committee. 

Eeport  from  the  Select  Conmiittee, 
with  Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up, 
and  read. 

Mb.  SPENCEE  WALPOLE:  Per- 
haps I  may  state  to  the  House  that  the 
Eeport  will  be  in  the  hands  of  hon. 
Members  to-morrow;  but  the  evidence 
will  not  be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers until  Saturday;  and,  therefore, 
what  I  propose  to  do  is  not  to  make  any 
Motion  except  that  the  Eeport  do  lie  on 
the  Table,  and  that  it  be  ordered  to  be 
printed. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

Eeport  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
be  printed.     [No.  294.  J 


NOTICE    OF  RESOLUTION. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGUIiATION 
BILL— CONSIDERATION  —  CORPORAL 
PUNISHMENT. 

NOTICE  OF  RESOLTTTIOK^ 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  (for  the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  gave  Notice  that, 
on  the  consideration  of  the  Army  Disci- 
pline and  Eegulation  Bill  on  Eeport, 
the  noble  Lord  would  move — 

"  That  no  Bill  for  the  Discipline  and  Regula- 
tion of  the  Army  will  be  satisfactory  to  this 
House  which  provides  for  the  permanent  re- 
tention of  corporal  punishment  for  Military 
offences.'* 


PASSENOSa  VESSELS  UCENSIKG  (sOOTLANd) 

BILL. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Besolvedy  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  House,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relating  to  the 
traffic  in  Exciseable  Liquors  in  Passenger  Yes- 
sels  plying  between  Scottish  ports. 

Resolution  reported :  —  BiU  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Dr.  Caxsbon,  Lord  Colin  Camp- 
bell, Mr.  Dalrymplb,  Mr.  Jambs  Stbwabt, 
Mr.  Obr  Ewing,  and  Mr.  G&ant. 

BiUi>r^wf»^f<f,  and  r^  the  first  time.  [Bill247.] 
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MB.   GOFFIN's  CEBTIFIOATE. 

Select  Committee  appointed^  "  to  inquire  into 
and  report  upon  the  circumstances  relating  to 
the  suspension  of  the  Certificate  of  Mr.  Goffin 
by  the  Science  and  Art  Department :" — To  con- 
sist of  the  following  Members : — Mr.  Bell,  Mr. 
BooHD,  Mr.  Ehiungtox,  Lord  Geoboe  Hamil- 
ton, Lord  FiiANCis  Hervey,  Mr.  Lowe,  Mr. 
RoDWELL,  Mr.  Pell,  and  Sir  Sydney  Water-' 
low  : — Power  to  send  for  persons,  papers,  and 
records ;  Three  to  bo  the  quorum. — (Lord  Oeorge 
Hamilton.) 

House  adjourned  at  five  minutes 
before  Six  o'clock. 


i-i_r~Lr~Li~»~a — "^^ — ^^~ 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Thursday,  1*1  th  July,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— Public  BvLi^s—Firtt  Reading— 
Commons  Act  (1876)  Amendment*  (162J ; 
Lidustrial  Schools  (Powers  of  School  BoGirds)  ♦ 
(163) ;  Volunteer  Corps  (Ireland)  *  (164). 

Committee  —  Tramways  Orders  Confirmation 
(136) ;  Highway  Accounts  (Returns)  ♦  (143). 

Comm  it  tee — Report — Inclosure  Provisional  Order 
(Whittington  Conmion)  *  (136) ;  Cork  Bo- 
rough Quarter  Sessions*  (1*2). 

Third  Readifig  —  Marriages  Confirmation  (Her 
Majesty's  Ships)  ♦  (124),  ajid passed. 


WORKMEN'S  COifPENSATION  BILL. 
{The  Earl  Be  La  JTarr.) 

(no.  7.)      SECOND  READING. 

On  Order  of  the  Day  for  resuming  the 
adjourned  debate  on  Motion  for  Second 
Keading  (which  stands  appointed  for 
this  day), 

The  LOED  CHANCELLOE  appealed 
to  his  noble  Friend  who  had  charge  of 
the  Bill  (Earl  De  la  Warr)  to  consent 
to  a  further  postponement  of  the  debate, 
on  the  ground  that  the  Bill  of  the  Go- 
vernment dealing  with  the  same  sub- 
ject, and  which  ought  to  be  considered 
y  their  Lordships  simultaneously  with 
his  noble  Friend's  measure,  was  still  in 
the  House  of  Commons.  He  was  not 
without  hope  that  the  Government  Bill 
would  reach  their  Lordships'  House ; 
and,  therefore,  he  asked  the  noble  Earl 
to  postpone  for  a  fortnight  the  further 
discussion  of  his  Bill. 

Lord  NOETON  expressed  his  regret 
that  there  should  be  this  delay  in  legis- 
lating on  the  (j^uestion.     He  thought 


I' 


that  the  Bill  of  his  noble  Friend  wait 
fair  proposition  for  discussion,  and  Ilia 
four  Bills  on  the  subject  now  before  Par- 
liament only  differed  in  degree,  not  in 
principle.  If  the  Government  Bill  had 
been  introduced  in  this  House  there 
might  have  been  legislation  this  year, 
which  was  now  very  doubtful.  The 
noble  Earl  had  no  choice  but  to  accede 
to  the  request  of  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAEE,  with  regwi, 
accepted  the  suggestion  of  his  noble  and 
learned  Friend  on  the  Woolsack.  He 
thought  the  Bill  of  the  Government  had 
been  strangely  delayed  in  its  pasaaffe 
through  the  other  House ;  but  tne  rob- 
ject  was  of  much  importance,  and  ha 
hoped  that  their  Lordships  would  be 
enabled  to  deal  with  the  Bill  before  the 
close  of  the  Session. 

Adjourned  debate  put  off  to  Thurtitf 
the  SUt  instant 

TRAMWAYS    ORDERS   CONFIRMATION 
BILL— (No.  136.) 
(The  Lord  Henniker.) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Lord  HENNIKEE,  in  moving  that 
the  House  do  now  resolve  itself  into 
Committee  on  this  Bill,  as  amended,  said, 
that  on  the  second  reading  he  stated, 
in  reply  to  the  noble  Marquess,  whe 
was  not  now  present  (the  Marquees  of 
Eipon),  that  his  suggestion  that  a  licence 
ought  to  be  granted  for   the  expen- 
mental  use  of  steam  on  tramways,  ii^ 
local  authority  of  the  district  or  diatriflli 
in  which  half  or  more  of  the  length  d 
such  tramway  was  situated  did  not  ob- 
ject, should  be  carefully  considered  befci* 
the  Bill  was  in  Committee  of  theWhcb 
House.     He  might  now  say  that  W; 
noble  Friend  the  President  of  the  Boait 
of  Trade  had  given  the  matter  his  w^ 
careful  consideration,   and  while  foflf 
realizing  the  importance  of  the  saggar  * 
tions  of  their  Lordships'  Committee  ^ 
reported  this  Session,  ne  had  come  toft*  ■ 
conclusion,  considering  all  the  drflU*"; 
stances  of  the  case,  that  it  would  not  hi  ■ 
advisable  to  make  the  Amendment  aof^' 
gested.      So    many    opposite   intereitt-- 
were  involved,  and  so  much  difficoHf ' 
would  arise  with  regard  to  the  locals 
authorities  all  over  the  KingdoiUf  ia  A* 
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event  of  any  alteration  being  made,  that 
it  had  been  thought  deBirable  to  adhere 
to  the  number  of  consents  which  were 
required  by  the  Tramways  Act  now,  and 
also  by  the  usage  of  Parliament,  befbre 
a  tramway  was  laid.  In  the  event  of 
there  being,  in  future,  any  general 
legislation  as  regarded  tramways  to  carry 
into  effect  the  other  recommendations  of 
the  Committee  which  sat  this  Session, 
the  question  of  the  number  of  consents 
which  would  be  required  was  a  very 
serious  one,  and  one  that  must  be  con- 
sidered not  only  with  reg^ard  to  the  use 
of  steam,  but  also  with  regard  to  the 
consents  for  the  original  construction  of 
tramways.  There  were  some  few,  but 
not  important,  Amendments  in  the  Bill. 
They  referred  entirely  to  the  means  to  be 
adopted  to  compel  tiie  Tramway  Com- 
pames,  with  the  least  possible  expense 
to  the  public,  to  keep  their  tramways  and 
roads  in  a  proper  state  of  repair.  These 
clauses  had  been  very  carefully  con- 
sidered, not  only  by  the  Board  of  Trade, 
but  by  those  who  were  more  particularly 
responsible  for  the  Private  Legislation 
of  this  country,  and  were  entirely  within 
the  spirit  of  the  recommendations  of  the 
Beport  of  the  Select  Committee  upon 
Tramways  of  this  Session. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Amendments  made  :  The  Eeport 
thereof  to  be  received  To-morrow, 

RAILWAYS— AMERICAN  AND  BRITISH 
PRODUCE— PREFERENTIAL  RATES. 

QUESTIOir.        OBSEBYATIONS. 

Thb  Mabquess  of  HUNTLY  rose  to 
ask,  Whether  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment had  been  called  to  the  preferential 
rates  given  by  the  Eailway  Companies  to 
the  carriage  of  foreign  as  compared  with 
English  agricultural  produce,  especially 
American  ?  Since  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  the  subject  he  had 
found  that  for  many  years  the  raU- 
wajB  of  this  country  had  given  pre- 
ferential rates  in  favour  of  the  carriage 
of  imported  meat  from  America,  from 
the  seaports  at  which  the  meat  was 
landed,  to  London ;  and  they  had  not 
confined  those  preferential  rates  to 
foreign  meat,  but  had  included  com  also. 
He  did  not  think  that  it  was  generally 
known  that  the  rates  for  the  conveyance 
of  American  meat  between  Liverpool 
and  London  was  25«.  per  ton,  in  quan- 
tities of  not  less  than  10  tons,  whereas 


the  rates  for  the  conveyance  of  English 
fresh  meat  were  50^.  per  ton ;  and  what 
was  more  extraordinary  was,  that  if  a 
farmer  in  the  North  of  England  sent  his 
stock  to  Liverpool,  and  was  unable  to 
sell  it  in  the  Liverpool  market,  and 
wished  to  send  it  to  London,  he  was 
obliged  to  pay  the  price  which  was  charged 
for  sending  English  fresh  meat.  Now, 
this  was  a  very  serious  question,  and  one 
which  must  seriously  affect  the  business 
of  farmers  and  graziers.  They  very 
much  complained  that  they  were  over- 
weighted by  reason  of  the  increased 
rates  charged  them  for  the  conveyance 
of  their  goods  to  London.  It  was  not 
only  from  Liverpool  that  this  difference 
was  made.  There  was  another  town 
well  known  to  their  Lordships  as  a  town 
from  which  large  quantities  of  meat  were 
sent  by  railway  —  he  meant  Qlasgow. 
American  meat  sent  from  Glasgow  to 
London  was  charged  60«.a-ton;  whereas 
fresh  meat  brought  from  districts  near 
Glasgow  was  carried  at  the  consigner's 
risk  for  70«.  per  ton,  and  at  the  Com- 
pany's risk  for  77*.  per  ton.  These  pre- 
ferential rates  acted  most  prejudicially 
against  the  farmers  in  the  South  and 
West  of  Sootiand.  Their  Lordships 
could  not  but  see  that  an  extra  rate  of 
10«.  a-ton  in  favour  of  American  meat 
must  act  very  prejudicially  to  farmers  in 
those  districts.  He  was  not  going  to 
mention  the  names  of  any  individual 
railways.  They  had  laid  their  heads 
together,  and  they  all  charged  the  same 
rates  to  London.  He  had  made  some 
inquiry  into  the  subject,  and  he  found 
that  they  all  charged  exactiy  alike.  He 
had  furnished  the  noble  Lord  opposite 

giord  Henniker)  with  a  table  of  rates, 
e  had  nothing  particular  to  complain 
of  with  regard  to  the  Companies  them- 
selves. They  had  treatea  him  with 
the  greatest  courtesy  ;  but  still  they 
did  not  deny  the  fact  that  there  was  a 
preferential  difference  in  their  charges. 
But  what  they  said  was  this  —  that 
they  would  not  carry  the  American  meat 
at  all  unless  they  did  so  at  a  very  low 
rate ;  that  if  they  charged  the  American 
meat  the  same  rate  as  the  English  the 
ships  would  not  unload  at  Liverpool,  but 
would  take  their  cargoes  straight  on  to 
London.  On  this  point,  it  was  only  ne- 
cessary for  him  to  state  the  remark  made 
by  one  of  the  managers  of  the  railways, 
and  that  was,  that  unless  they  charged 
very  low  rated  they  would  improve  the 
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traffic  off  the  railways  altogether.  He 
did  not  know  how  that  might  be  ;  but, 
as  the  matter  stood,  he  thought  it  could 
not  be  denied  that  the  English  and  Scotch 
farmers  had  a  very  great  grievance.  It 
had  been  suggested  that  the  Eailway 
Commission  established  by  the  Act  of 
1873  would  afford  a  remedy  ;  and  cer- 
tainly Clause  1 1  of  that  Act  was  very 
strong,  because  it  enacted  that  every 
Hallway  Company  or  Canal  Company 
should,  according  to  their  respective 
powers,  afford  all  reasonable  facilities 
for  the  carriage  of  goods,  and  that  no 
Railway  Company  should  give  any  undue 
or  unreasonable  preference  or  advantage 
to  any  particular  person,  or  Company,  or 
description  of  traffic  over  another.  Now, 
on  the  face  of  this  clause,  it  certainly 
said  that  no  Company  should  give  an 
undue  or  unreasonable  preference  or 
advantage  to  one  customer  over  another; 
but  the  reply  of  the  Eailway  Companies 
to  the  charge  was — **  It  is  true  that  we  do 
not  charge  the  importers  of  foreign 
cattle  so  much  as  we  do  you,  but  we  do 
not  charge  the  English  cattle  rates  as 
high  as  we  are  entitled  to  under  the  maxi- 
mum charge  in  the  Act ;"  and  they  went 
on  to  say  that  they  obtained  a  much  larger 
profit  from  charging  the  foreign  cattle 
at  the  lower  rate  than  they  did  the  Eng- 
lish at  the  higher  rate  ;  and  that  if  the 
dealers  in  English  fresh  meat  chose  to 
send  as  much  as  the  Americans  did  over 
the  railways,  they  would  be  entitled  to 
be  charged  at  the  lower  rate  also.  Now, 
the  English  farmers  said — and,  it  ap- 
peared to  him,  they  said  with  great 
truth — that  that  was  an  unreasonable 
and  undue  preference  of  foreigners  over 
Englishmen.  He  was  not  prepared  to 
say  that  the  Railway  Companies  were 
bound  to  carry  small  parcels  of  goods 
at  reduced  rates ;  but  what  he  did 
contend  for  was,  that  they  ought  not 
to  be  allowed  to  give  the  goods  of 
foreigners  a  preferential  rate,  and  thus, 
practically,  prevent  the  English  breeders 
and  farmers  from  sending  their  pro- 
duce to  the  London  market  at  all. 
He  should  be  very  curious  to  hear  the 
arguments  of  even  the  most  ardent  Free 
Trader  in  their  Lordships'  House,  who 
would  venture  to  get  up  and  argue  in 
favour  of  a  state  of  things  which  was 
nothing  more  or  less  than  protection  of 
the  foreign  as  against  the  English  pro- 
ducer, although  it  might  be  in  favour  of 
the  London  consumer — and  that,  in  a 
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few  words,  was  what  it  really  was.  Tliere 
was  another  branch  of  the  same  subject 
to  which  he  wished  to  call  their  Lord- 
ships' attention.  He  found  that  meet  of 
the  Eailway  Companies  running  out  of 
London  gave  a  special  rate  in  favour  of 
foreign  com  sent  out  of  London  to 
millers  and  merchants,  as  against  Eng- 
lish com  ;  and  it  was  a  fact  that,  rap- 
posing  a  quantity  of  English  com  were 
sent  up  to  London  and  a  quantity  of 
foreign  com  imported  into  the  port  of 
London,  if  both  were  required  to  be 
sent  out  of  London  for  any  purpoee 
whatever,  the  cost  would  absolutely  be 
one-third  more  for  the  carriage  of  the 
English  com  than  it  would  for  the  car- 
riage of  the  foreign.  Now,  upon  what 
principle  the  Kailway  Companies  shoald 
give  a  preference  for  the  carriage  of 
foreign  corn  as  against  English  com  ont 
of  London — a  preference  to  the  extent  of 
charging  a  third  more  for  English  than 
foreign — ^he  really  could  not  understand. 
What  they  said  was,  that  it  was  for  the 
benefit  of  the  local  millers,  who,  in  retnra 
for  the  advantages  given  to  them,  sent 
back  a  largo  quantity  of  flour  to  London 
over  the  lines.  The  practical  effect 
upon  the  English  farmer,  howerer, 
was  that  he  was  obliged  to  accept  for 
his  com  the  lower  price  by  6rf.,  Ui 
and  even  1«.  6rf.  per  quarter.  If  that  was 
not  pure  protection  by  means  of  the 
Railway  Companies  to  foreign  as 
against  English  com,  he  did  not  know 
what  was.  Now,  taking  into  accooni 
the  large  quantity  of  agricultural  pro- 
duce that  must  or  might,  and  in  ordinary 
cases  would  be,  sent  by  railway  fron 
one  part  to  another,  might  not  this 
proceeding  on  the  part  of  the  Bailwaf 
Companies  be  called  killing  the  gooia 
that  laid  the  golden  e^f^  ?  He  did  sot 
complain  of  the  advantage  they  wer» 
giving  to  the  foreigners  so  much  as  ol 
the  fact  that  they  were  starving  the  m* 
who  supported  them  for  the  purpoee  rf 
enriching  those  who  really,  practieaDyi 
gave  them  nothing  in  return;  and  h* 
might  say  that  since  he  had  placed  his 
Notice  on  the  Paper,  he  had  receired 
hundreds  of  letters  from  farmers  fro* 
all  parts  of  the  country,  pointing  ort 
the  injury  that  was  being  done  to  W^ 
and  asking  him  to  advocate  in  thsff 
Lordships'  House  a  policy  that  wo«l* 
give  more  encouragement  to  the  EngliA 
farmer.  There  was  one  Question  he 
should  like  to  put  to  the  noUe  Lord  of* 
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posite,  and  that  was,  Whether  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  considered  that  this 
was  a  subject  which  would  come  within 
the  scope  of  the  inquiry  of  the  recently 
appointed  Commission  on  Agriculturtd 
Depression  ?  He  trusted  also  that  the 
Qovemment  would  not  wait  until  a 
Ministry  of  Agriculture  had  been  consti- 
tuted; but  that  the  Board  of  Trade  would 
at  once  take  the  matter  up,  and  hold  out 
some  hope  to  the  British  farmer  that  the 
injustice  to  which  he  was  being  sub- 
jected would  be  removed. 

Lord  HENNIKER  said,  he  thought 
their  Lordships  would  agree  with  him 
that  there  could  be  -no  doubt  that  the 
question  to    which  his    noble    Friend 
opposite  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Huntly)  had  called  the    at- 
tention of  the  House  that  evening  was 
one  which  deserved   every    considera- 
tion.   The  facts  which  his  noble  Friend 
had    brought  before    their   Lordships 
certainly  appeared  to    show   that    the 
agricultural  produce   of  Qreat  Britain 
was  at  a  considerable  disadvantage  as 
compared  with    the    agricultural    pro- 
duce imported  into  this  country,  so  far 
as  the  rates  charged    for  its  convey- 
ance over  the  railway  systems  of  Eng- 
land and  Scotland  were  concerned.    It 
might,  perhaps,  be  known  to  their  Lord- 
ships that  the  Board  of  Trade  had  no 
means  by  which  they  could  tell  what  were 
the  particular  rates    charged    by  any 
Eailway  Company  with  respect  to  any 
article.     The  only  information  they  had 
on  that  point  was  the  special  Acts  of 
each  Company,  which  specified  the  maxi- 
mum rates  the  Companies  were  respec- 
tively authorized  to  charge.    He  must, 
therefore,  say  that  until  the  noble  Mar- 
quess brought   this   question  forward, 
the  attention  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had 
not  been   directed  to  the  preferential 
rates  which  he   stated  were  given  to 
foreign  as  compared  with  English  pro- 
duce by  the  Bailway  Companies.    The 
noble  Marquess  was    conversant  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Railway  and  Canal 
Traffic  Act  of  1873  ;  and  he  understood 
him  to  ask  whether  the  11th  section  of 
that  Act  did  not  provide  a  remedy  for 
the  grievances  complained  of?     It  was, 
however,  a  question  upon  which  he  (Lord 
Henniker)  should  hesitate  to  give  an 
opinion,  as  he  could  hardly  undertake  to 
place  an  authoritative  construction  upon 
the  words  of  an  Act  of  Parliament.     He 
would  ask  their  Lordships  to  allow  him 
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to  read  the  exact  words  of  the  Act  to 
which  he  referred,  at  the  risk  of  read- 
ing to  them  what  they  knew  already,  so 
as  to  make  his  statement  as  complete  as 
possible.    The  11th  section  provided — 

*'  That  no  Company  shall  make  or  give  any 
undue  or  unreasonable  preference  or  advantage 
to  or  in  favour  of  any  particular  person  or  com- 
pany or  any  particular  description  of  traffic,  in 
any  respect  whatsoever,  or  shall  subject  any  par- 
ticular person  or  company  or  any  particular* 
description  of  traffic  to  any  undue  or  unreason- 
able prejudice  or  disadvantage  in  any  respect 
whatsoever." 

That  Act,  their  Lordships  might  re- 
member, was  passed  in  consequence  of 
a  recommendation  of  a  Joint  Committee 
of  their  Lordships'  House  and  of  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  which  was 
formed  of  Members  of  both  Houses  who 
were  well  able  to  give  an  opinion  upon 
such  questions.  In  fact,  it  might  be 
called  a  very  strong  Committee.  The 
question  of  undue  preference  was  gone 
into  most  thoroughly  before  that  Com- 
mittee, and,  in  consequence  of  the  evi- 
dence given,  the  Act  of  1873  became 
Taw.  This  point,  however,  which  the 
noble  Marquess  had  brought  forward 
was  one,  as  he  had  said,  of  great  im- 
portance; and  he  might  add  that  a 
Eetum,  which  was  ordered  by  their 
Lordships'  House  two  years  ago,  show- 
ing the  maximum  rates  authorized  to 
be  charged  by  each  Railway  Company, 
would  be  shortly  placed  in  their  Lord- 
ships' hands.  It  would  give  much  in- 
formation as  to  the  rates  which  could 
be  levied — it  would,  not,  however,  of 
course,  give  in  any  way  the  information 
required  as  to  the  actual  rates  charged. 
Indeed^  it  was  almost  impossible  to  do 
so— these  rates  varied  so  much  and  were 
so  constantly  changed  that  it  would  be 
impossible  to  prepare  such  a  Return  to 
lay  before  the  House.  The  noble  Mar- 
quess wished  to  know  whether  the  Order 
of  Reference  for  the  Royal  Commission 
which  was  about  to  issue  on  the  subject 
of  agricultural  depression  would  contain 
any  specific  allusion  to  the  question 
which  he  had  raised  ?  He  (Lord  Hen- 
niker) could  only  say-  that,  from  what 
had  passed  in  the  other  House,  it  would 
certainly  appear  to  be  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  give  as 
large  a  scope  to  the  inquiry  as  possible, 
and  not  to  limit  this  important  investiga- 
tion to  any  narrow  lines.  If  it  should 
be  found  during  the  progress  of  the 
inquiry  that  the  point  mooted  was  one 
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wliioli  could  be  usefully  considered,  there 
was,  he  thought,  but  little  doubt  that 
the  Commissioners  would  feel  they  were 
in  a  position  not  to  disregard  a  matter 
involving  such  large  interests. 

The  Dukb  op  EICHMOND  and 
GOEDON  said,  that  as  the  noble  Mar- 
quess had  appealed  to  the  Government 
on  this  subject,  he  rose  to  say  that  he 
fully  admitted  its  importance.  The 
noble  Marquess  had  tola  their  Lordships 
that  he  had  been  treated  with  every 
courtesy  by  the  Bailway  Companies, 
who  had  given  e^erv  information  he 
desired,  and  which  he  had  now  given  to 
their  Lordships.  From  the  statement 
made  by  the  noble  Marquess,  it  appeared 
that  the  Bailway  Companies  had  made  a 
distinct  admission  that  considerable  in- 
equality existed  in  regard  to  the  carriage 
of  foreign  and  EngliSi  agricultural  pro- 
duce, and  that,  in  fact,  they  were  every 
day  breaking  the  law.  He  must  confess 
that,  under  those  circumstances,  he  was 
very  much  surprised  that  no  one  had 
thought  it  worth  while  to  bring  the 
matter  before  the  notice  of  the  Bailway 
Commission.  The  noble  Marquess  al- 
luded to  the  11th  clause  of  the  Act  of 
1873 ;  but  he  did  not  quote  what  appeared 
to  him  to  be  the  still  stronger  provision 
in  Clause  90  of  the  Bailways  Clauses 
Consolidation  Act,  1845,  which  enacted 
that  a  Bailway  Company  should  not  vary 
their  tolls  for  the  purpose  of  favouring 
any  particular  person,  but  that  all  such 
tolls  should  at  all  times  be  charged 
equally  to  all  persons  and  after  the  same 
rate  for  goods  of  the  same  description 
conveyed  under  the  same  circumstances. 
Therefore,  he  thought  it  quite  possible 
that  when  the  circumstances  became  fully 
known,  the  remedy  forthe  evil  complained 
of  might  be  found  in  the  existing  law. 

LoKD  8ELB0BNE  said,  he  did  not 
rise  to  speak  with  any  authority  upon 
such  a  matter ;  but  he  had  a  strong  im- 
pression that  the  kind  of  remedy  which 
the  noble  Duke  sketched  out  was,  some 
years  ago,  tried  in  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas  in  a  case  of  Oxlade  v.  the  North 
Eastern  Bailway  Company,  in  which  a 
coalowner  considered  himself  aggrieved 
with  the  carrying  regulations  of  the 
Bailway  Company.  But  he  believed  the 
decision  of  the  Ckiurt  was  not  quite  con- 
sistent with  the  interpretation  of  the 
clause  which  the  noble  Duke  thought 
was  dear  upon  the  face  of  it.  Whether 
the  decision  was  right  or  wrong,  he 
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would  not  pretend  to  say,  but  it  had 
never  been  appealed  ^m  to  the  House 
of  Lords. 

HoQie  adjoamed  at  Six  o'eLoek,  tin 
To-moRow,  half  part  Ten  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Thursday y  \1th  Jvi/y,  1879. 


MINtrrES.]— Kiw  Membbb  Swobk— Ghariaa 
Tennazit,  eaqnire, /or  Glasgow. 

Public  Bills — Ordered— First  Bsadinf — ^Army 
Discipline  and  Regulation  (Gommenoement)  * 
[248];  Commissioners  of  Woods  (Thames 
Piers)  ♦  [249]. 

Fint  Reading— X^mYerAty  Edncation  (Ireland)* 
[WOJ 

Seeoeut  Beading— -"Em^  Indian  Bailway  (Redemp- 
tion  of  Annuities)  *  [244]. 

Seeend  Beading — Bef erred  to  Select  Committee — 
Enightsbridge  and  other  Crown  Lands 
[281]. 

Committee— Beport — Supreme  Court  of  Judica- 
ture Acts  Amendment  [134] ;  Railways  and 
Telegraphs  in  India  [re'Cimm,)  *^  [234||. 

Considered  as  amended — Army  Discipline  and 
Regulation  [246],  debate  a<youmed. 

JFithdratim  —  Poor  Law  (Scotland)*  [122]; 
Valuation  of  Lands  and  Assessments  (Soot- 
land)  •  [144]. 

QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH    AFRICA  — THE  ZULU   WAR- 
THE  SUPPLEMENTARY  ESTIMATE. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  ikcheqner,  When  he  in- 
tends to  introduce  &e  Supplementaiy 
Estimate  for  the  Zulu  War  ? 

Thb  CHANCELLOE  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QIJEE,  in  reply,  said,  that  he  stated 
some  time  ago  that  he  intended  to  pre- 
sent the  Supplementary  Estimate  before 
the  end  of  the  present  month,  and  he 
hoped  to  be  able  to  cany  out  that  in- 
tention. 

INDIA— NORTH-WEST  FRONTIER. 

QT7ESTI0K. 

Mb.  OBANT  duff  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  he  is 
now  in  a  position  to  name  the  time  at 
which  in  accordance  with  assurances 
given  by  bim,  be  will  piake  i^  stat^ 
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B0Dt  with  reference  to  the  position  of 
ifiun  on  the  north-west  fiontier  of 
India;  and,  whether,  if  full  explana- 
tion can  then  be  given  without  incon- 
renience  to  the  public  service,  he  will, 
OIL  that  occasion,  inform  the  House  for 
what  objects  the  recent  war  was  carried 
on,  and  what  advantages  have  accrued 

feom  it  to  England  or  to  India  ?       

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  Sir,  I  understand  that  a  de- 
ipatch  is  coming  from  the  Government 
d  India,  giving  full  details  of  the  nego- 
tiations with  xakoob  Khan ;  and  when 
that  despatch  arrives  we  shall,  no  doubt, 
be  in  a  position  to  lay  it  on  the  Table 
of  the  House.  Then  it  will  be  possible 
to  have  a  fair  discussion,  if  it  is  desired ; 
bat  I  really  cannot  undertake  to  antici- 
pate the  discussion  which  may  then  take 
place. 

INLAND    REVENUE  —  PROBATE,    AD- 
MINISTRATION,  AND    LEGACY 
DUTIES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  DODDS  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  What  steps  he  proposes 
to  take  in  order  to  give  effect  to  the 
Besolution  of  the  House  upon  the  Motion 
of  the  honourable  Member  for  East 
Busaex  on  the  subject  of  Probate,  Ad- 
nunistration,  and  Leg^acy  Duties  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB,  in  reply,  said,  that  any  steps 
▼hich  might  be  proposed  to  give  effect 
to  the  Besolution  of  the  House  with 
regard  to  these  duties  would  involve 
le^alation  of  a  complicated  and  difficult 
diaracter,  such  as  it  would  not  be  con- 
venient to  undertake  at  a  late  period  of 
the  Session.  It  would  rather  be  for 
Qonaderation  in  another  Session,  if  any- 
thing ought  to  be  done. 

SURVEYORS  OF  VESSELS  IN  THE 
BLACK  SEA QUESTION. 

Ma.  ANDERSON  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether  it  be 
4e  fact  that  in  1875  or  1876  Her 
Majegty's  Government  caused  surveyors 
^  be  appointed  at  certain  of  the  Black 
^  ports  to  see  that  vessels  were  loaded 
^  conformity  to  the  Merchant  Ship- 
POf  Acts ;  and,  if  so,  at  what  ports  these 
*WB  appointed;  and,  whether  any  of 
^^  surveyors  have  since  been  dis- 
l^iiKd,  or  the  survey  discontinued ;  and, 
^  10,  at  what  ports  this  has  been  done, 
vhea,  and  lor  what  reason  f 


VisooTTiTT  SANDON :  Sir,  the  Consuls 
were  directed  to  appoint  Surveyors  at 
Taganrog,  Nicolaieff,  Gkdatz,  Sulina, 
Berdianski,  and  Kertch,  in  1875.  They 
were  given  up  by  my  Predecessor  at  the 
Board  of  Trade  in  December,  1877,  as 
the  system  was,  I  am  informed,  found 
to  have  failed  in  its  object,  owing  to 
many  reasons.  Among  others,  great 
difficulty  was  experienced  by  the  Con- 
suls in  obtaining  persons  who  were  at 
once  trustworthy,  independent,  and  com- 
petent to  undertake  the  inspection  of 
grain-laden  vessels;  and  the  resulto, 
after  careful  investigation,  appeared  to 
be  unsatisfactory  and  inadequate;  and 
in  the  case  of  an  inquiry  before  the 
Wreck  Commissioner,  it  was  found  that 
when  the  master  or  owner  was  distinctly 
in  fault  for  not  having  complied  with 
the  Act,  he  could  not  be  dealt  with  be- 
cause the  Surveyor  at  the  foreign  port 
had  passed  the  ship.  I  shall  be  happy 
to  look  over  the  Papers  upon  this  sub- 
ject, and  to  show  such  as  throw  light 
upon  the  matter  to  the  hon.  Gentleman. 

EAST    INDIA   MUSEUM,   SOUTH  KEN- 
SINGTON.—QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  WAIT  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India,  Whether,  in 
view  of  the  forthcoming  abolition  of 
the  Indian  Museum,  and  the  disposition 
of  its  contents,  he  will  be  prepared 
favourably  to  consider  applications  from 
provincial  museums  connected  with 
schools  of  art  for  portions  of  the  collec- 
tion? 

Mb.  WILBEAHAM  EGEETON 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether,  before  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  finally  decides  on  the 
dispersion  of  the  India  Museum,  he  will 
state  to  the  House  what  is  proposed  to  be 
done  with  the  various  portions  of  the  col- 
lection ;  and,  whether  he  will  have  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  any 
Memorials  relating  to  the  establishment 
in  London  of  an  Indian  Museum,  ad- 
dressed to  Her  Majesty's  Government 
by  the  Association  of  Chambers  of  Com- 
merce of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  by 
the  Chambers  of  Commerce  of  Man- 
chester, Liverpool,  Bradford,  Birming- 
ham, and  Glasgow,  or  any  other  docu- 
ments bearing  on  the  subject? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir,  the  Se- 
cretery  of  State  in  Council  has  finally 
decided  on  the  removal  of  the  collections 
now  in  the  India  Museum  for  the  reasons 
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I  stated  tlie  other  day,  and  a  Committee 
has  been  appointed  to  consider  the  de- 
tails of  the  arrangement.  The  important 
subject  raised  by  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Gloucester  (Mr.  Wait) — 
namely,  applications  from  Provincial 
museums  connected  with  Schools  of  Art 
for  portions  of  the  coUection'^has  been 
specially  referred  to  it,  and  I  can  assure 
him  it  shall  not  be  lost  sight  of.  With 
regard  to  those  portions  of  the  collection 
in  which  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cheshire  (Mr.  W.  Egerton)  is  spe- 
cially interested,  and  as  to  which  his 
advice  would  be  of  the  greatest  value,  I 
hope  he  will  consent  to  put  himself  into 
communication  with  the  Committee. 
There  is  no  particular  objection  to  the 
production  of  the  Memorials  mentioned 
by  my  hon.  Friend,  except  that  it  would 
appear  to  involve  a  very  useless  ex- 
pense, as  they  have  already  been  printed 
and  made  public,  and  refer  to  wholly 
different  proposals  from  those  which  are 
now  made. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked,  Whether, 
before  the  dispersion  of  the  collection,  an 
opportxmity  would  be  given  the  House  to 
consider  the  subject? 

Mb.  EATHBONE  asked.  Whether, 
before  the  dispersion,  an  opportunity 
would  be  given  the  large  towns  to  see 
the  collection  in  its  entire  state  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  afraid  he  could  not  give  the  engage- 
ment the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee  (Mr. 
E.  Jenkins)  asked  for,  because  it  would 
involve  the  postponement  of  the  matter 
until  next  Session,  and  would  impose  ad- 
ditional expense  on  India.  He  hoped 
the  House  would  be  content  to  allow  the 
Executive  to  carry  out  the  details  in  such 
a  manner  as  they  might  be  advised  by 
competent  persons.  With  regard  to  the 
Question  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Mr.  Bathbone),  he  did  not  see  how 
it  was  possible  to  send  round  to  the  large 
towns  the  whole  of  the  collection.  [Mr. 
IIA.THBONE :  Or  portions  of  it  ?]  In  any 
case,  if  what  the  hon.  Gentleman  asked 
was  done,  it  certainly  could  not  be  at  the 
cost  of  the  revenues  of  India. 

AGRICULTURAL  DEPRESSION  COiOIIS- 
SION— INDIAN  WHEAT.— QUESTION. 


Mb.  WILBRAHAM  EGERTON  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther the  Report  on  Indian  Wheat  by  Dr. 
Forbes  Watson,  which  has  been  pre- 

iff.  E.  Stanhope 


sented  to  the  House,  will  be  referred  to 
the  Royal  Commission  on  Agricultural 
Denression  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Yes,  Sir;  there  would  be  no 
objection  to  that. 

ARMY— THE    60th    RIFLES- CASE  OF 

COLOUR-SERGEANT  DICKATY. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  price  asked  the  Judge  AdTO- 
cate  General,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
Colour-Serjeant  Dickaty  of  the  60th 
Rifles  was  recently  tried  by  court  martial 
in  South  Africa  and  sentenced  to  five 
years'  penal  servitude  for  misbehaviour 
before  the  enemy ;  whether  it  is  true  that 
the  prisoner  has  been  brought  to  Eng- 
land, released,  and  ordered  to  rejoin  his 
regiment  at  Winchester  in  his  origfinal 
rank  of  Colour- Serjeant ;  if  he  will  state 
the  description  of  court  martial,  i.e.  whe- 
ther general  or  district,  before  which  the 
prisoner  was  tried,  the  exact  charge  on 
which  the  prisoner  was  arraigned,  and 
the  sentence  of  the  court  passed  upon 
him ;  whether  the  sentence  was  confirmed 
by  the  officer  convening  the  court;  whether 
the  sentence  was  subsequently  remitted  ; 
or  whether  the  proceedings  of  the  court 
martial  were  quashed ;  and,  whether  the 
fact  of  his  having  been  so  tried  will  be 
recorded  against  him  in  the  Regimental 
Defaulters'  Book  ? 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK: 
Sir,  Colour-Sergeant  Dickaty  was  tried 
by  general  court  martial  on  the  6th  day 
of  April  last,  under  the  52nd  Article  of 
War,  upon  the  charge  of  '^  shamefully 
abandoning  a  post  which  it  was  his  duty 
to  defend.''  The  court  found  him  guilty 
of  the  charge,  and  inflicted  a  sentence  of 
reduction  to  the  ranks  and  five  years' 
penal  servitude.  The  finding  and  sen- 
tence of  the  court  were  confirmed  on  the 
6th  day  of  April  last,  and  the  prisoner 
was  sent  home  without  delay.  The  pro- 
ceedings of  the  court  were  submitted  to 
me  in  due  course  on  the  13th  day  of 
June  last,  when  I  was  of  opinion  that 
the  evidence  adduced  for  the  prosecution 
did  not  legally  warrant  the  finding,  and 
I,  therefore,  advised  the  confirming  officer 
that  the  finding  was  not  in  conformity 
with  law,  and  that'  the  prisoner  ought 
not  to  be  made  subject  to  the  conse- 
quences of  the  conviction.  The  opinion 
I  thus  expressed  was  communicated  to 
the  Horse  Guards^  and  I  am  informed 
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that  Colour-Sergeant  Dickaty  was  im- 
mediatelj  released  on  liis  arrival  in  Eng- 
land and  returned  to  his  duty  at  Win- 
Chester. 

ELEMENTARY  EDUCATION  ACT— 
HORLEY  SCHOOL  BOARD. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  RIOHAED  asked  the  Vice  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  of  Council  on  Edu- 
'cation,  Whether  he  is  aware  that  on  the 
16th  of  June  the  School  Board  of  Horley, 
Surrey,  at  the  instance  of  the  Eev.  E. 
J.  Peckover,  the  chairman,  refused  to 
appoint  Ada  Thomas  as  a  pupil  teacher 
solely  on  the  ground  that  she  was  a 
Nonconformist,  though  her  character 
and  qualifications  were  otherwise  unex- 
ceptional, and  no  other  candidate  ap- 
peared for  the  office;  and,  whether 
steps  will  be  taken  to  prevent  a  repeti- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  Board  of  a  simi- 
lar proceeding  ? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
I  have  seen  in  the  newspapers  the  state- 
ment referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman. 
I  have  also  received  a  letter  from  the 
Rev.  E.  J.  Peckover,  in  which  he  states 
that  it  is  not  true  that  the  Board  of 
which  he  is  chairman  rejected  Ada 
Thomas  as  pupil  teacher  solely  on  the 
ground  that  she  was  a  Nonconformist. 
There  were  other  reasons  why  Miss 
Thomas  was  not  appointed,  one  reason 
being  that  the  master  of  the  school  had 
deterred  other  candidates  from  coming 
forward  who  might  have  been  eligible. 
The  letter  also  showed  that  the  previous 
pupil  teacher  who  was  appointed  was  a 
Nonconformist.  Much  as  I  object  per- 
sonally to  any  exhibition  of  religious 
intolerance,  I  am  bound  to  say  that  I 
find  it  pretty  evenly  distributed,  and 
that  if  any  regulation  were  made  by  the 
Education  Department  interfering  with 
the  discretion  of  managers  and  dic- 
tating to  them  whom  they  might  or 
might  not  employ,  the  Education  Act  in 
this  country  would  be  very  difficult  to 
work. 

ARMY— ARTILLERY— THE  NORDEN- 
FELT  GUN.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  ARBUTHNOT  asked  the 
Surveyor  General  of  Ordnance,  Whether 
the  **  Nordenfelt "  gun,  stated  to  have 
been  adopted  by  this  Country,  is  the 
same  as  the  ''  Palmcrantz  "  mitrailleur ; 
and,  whether  any  and  how  many  of 


these  weapons  have  been  ordered,  and 
what  are  the  terms  of  the  contract  ? 

LoED  EUSTACE  CECIL,  in  reply,  • 
said,  that  the  "Nordenfelt"  gun  was 
very  much  the  same  as  the  "Palm- 
crantz" mitrailleur;  and,  as  the  pattern 
under  which  it  had  been  supplied  was 
that  of  Mr.  Nordenfelt,  it  was  known 
by  that  name.  It  was  understood  that 
Mr.  Nordenfelt  had  improved  upon  the 
"  Palmcrantz,"  and  100  guns  had  been 
ordered  for  the  sea  service.  It  was  un- 
usual to  make  the  terms  of  a  contract 
public,  but  he  should  be  glad  to  show 
them  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
privately. 

IRELAND-THE   DONEGAL  FISHERIES 
—CORRESPONDENCE.— QUESTION. 

Majoe  O'BEIRNE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  he  has  any  ob- 
jection to  place  upon  the  Table  of  the 
Rouse  the  Correspondence  that  has 
passed  between  Mr.  William  Sinclair, 
of  county  Donegal,  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  relative  to  the  manage- 
ment of  the  fisheries  in  the  county 
Donegal  by  Mr.  Brady,  inspector  of 
fisheries  r 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  I  have  no 
objection  to  placing  a  Copy  of  this  Cor- 
respondence on  the  Table  of  the  House  ; 
but,  perhaps,  as  the  Question  is  only  of 
local  interest,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  will  be  satisfied  if  a  Copy  is 
placed  on  the  Table  and  not  printed. 

CRIMINAL    LAW— RELEASE    OF    ANN 
BRADLEY.— QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is 
true  that  the  Government  have  released 
from  punishment  Ann  Bradley,  con- 
victed of  and  sentenced  to  fourteen 
years'  penal  servitude  for  an  attempt  to 
murder  an  aged  lady,  Miss  Emily 
Geoghagan,  at  Morehampton  Road, 
Dublin,  in  1875,  that  attempt  having 
been  made  with  more  than  usual  bar- 
barity ;  and,  whether  he  is  aware  that 
Miss  Geoghagan,  in  terror  of  the  re- 
leased convict,  is  now  compelled  to  live 
out  of  Ireland,  and  is  still  suffering  se- 
riously from  the  effects  of  the  murderous 
attempt  upon  her  life  ? 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  I  believe 
the  facts  of  this  case  are  substantially  as 
stated  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
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man.  Ab  a  general  principle,  I  am 
strongly  opposed  to  the  plan  of  releaa- 
.  ing  convicts  so  long  before  the  expira- 
tion of  their  sentences ;  but  in  this  in- 
stance it  appears  that  Bradley  was 
released  in  1B76  in  consequence  of  a 
medical  report  to  the  effect  that  she  was 
suffering  from  conBumption,  and  that 
further  incarceration  would  be  endan- 
gering her  life.  As  she  aeems  to  have 
been  discharged  without  a  ticket-of- 
leave,  the  Government  has  now  no 
power  to  do  more  than  assure  Miss 
Qeoghagan  of  the  fullest  protection, 
which  the  police  have  been  instructed 
to  afford  her,  in  the  event  of  her  retutn- 
ing  to  Ireland. 

Me.  SULLIVAN:  Sir,  would  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  allow  me  to  ask 
him  on  whose  responsibility  was  this 
woman  released  after  so  short  an  incar- 
ceration on  so  long  a  sentence  without  a 
ticket-of-leave  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEfi:  She  was  dis- 
charged in  consequence  of  the  medical 
report  I  have  alluded  to,  on  the  ground 
of  her  life  being  in  danger. 

COPTBIGHT  LEGISLATION. 

QUESnOIf. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  asked  the  Poet- 
master  General,  When  the  Government 
Copyright  Bill  will  be  printed  and  in  the 
hands  of  Members ;  and,  whether  any 
arrangement  has  been  come  to  with  the 
United  States  Government  for  the  ap- 
pointment of  a  joint  International  Com- 
mission on  Copyright,  as  proposed  by 
Messrs.  Harper  Brothers,  of  New  York, 
or  whether  any  such  Commission  is  in 
contemplation  ? 

LottD  JOHN  MANNERS :  Sir,  I  hope 
before  the  end  of  the  month  to  ask  leave 
to  introduce  a  Bill  on  the  subject  of 
Copyright.  As  to  the  second  part  of  the 
Question,  no  arrangement  has  been  come 
to  with  the  United  States  Government 
for  the  appointing  of  an  International 
Commission,  nor  am  I  aware  that  any 
such  arrangement  is  in  contemplation. 

EDUCATION  DEPARTMENT— SALARIES 
OP  SCHOOLMASTERS.-  QUESTION. 
SiE  GEOBGE  JENKINSON  asked 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Committee  of 
Council  on  Education,  Whether  his  at- 
tention has  been  directed  to  the  con- 
stantly increasing  expenditure  of  Schools 
under  the  Education  Act,  by  the  em- 
.^^Jle.  J.  Zewtlur 


m. — QwrfMii.       flSO 

ployment  of  masters  with  a  high  ait 
certificate  at  a  much  higher  salary  than 
a  man  without  such  an  extra  qualiflcalioa 
could  command  (namely,  an  oTdinaiy 
certificated  master)  with  the  avowed  ob- 
ject of  making  ^e  school  earn  mooh 
more,  such  extra  earning  and  extra 
learning  eventually  coming  out  of  ths 
pockets  of  the  ratepayers ;'  whether  it 
was  originally  contemplated  -  and  in* 
tended  by  the  Education  Act  of  1870 
that  such  a  result  should  ensue  at  sndi 
an  extra  cost  to  the  ratepayers,  espe- 
cially in  rural  districts ;  and,  whether 
the  Government  intend  taking  an^  steps 
to  discourage  such  extra  cost  being  in- 
curred by  placing  a  limit  to  the  salaries 
to  be  paid  to  sonoolmastere,  or,  at  sJl 
events,  by  making  those  who  desire  to 
receive  such  a  high  education  pay  tbs 
extra  expense  of  it  themselves  instead  of 
throwing  it  on  the  ratepayers  as  novn 
the  case  ? 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON:  Sir, 
no  doubt,  the  salaries  of  masters  hm 
considerably  risen  during  the  last  ttn 
years,   partly    owing    to    an  increued 
demand  and  partly  to  the  higher  qnsli- 
fications   of    the  teachers.     No  denbl, 
school  managers  do    sometimes  psy  > 
higher  salary  in  order  to  attraot  a  man     ] 
competent  master,  but  as  this  is  enliK^ 
optional  on  their  part,  I  can  hardly  k     ; 
interfere  with  their  discretion  as  extctlj     i 
to  prescribe  the  salaries  which  they  m^     ] 
or  may  not  pay  to  those  whom  thsf     j 
employ,  although,  I  think,  it  is  adviubb     | 
to  make  the  payment  of  school  feet  tt     \ 
a    great    extent    dependent    upon  thi      j 
character  of  the  education  given.  -^ 

ARMY  AND  NAVY  ESCHAK0E8.         | 


Mb.  BIDDULPH  asked  the  SecreUiJ 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  in  the  esM 
of  a  midshipman  who  has  passed  hil 
examination  for  his  sub-LieateuiXTi 
and  who  wishes  to  exchange  into  B* 
Army,  and  being  eligible  in  othst 
respects,  as  to  age  and  good  condnet,  bi 
sees  any  reason  why  he  should  not  be 
placed  in  as  favourable  a  position  >•■ 
Militia  Officer  who  has  served  his  tvo 
trainings  and  passed  the  examinstio 
required  of  him  for  a  commission  in  tbi 
Army;  and  whether,  he  willconsldsTtbi 
propriety  of  altering  the  regulstiiw* 
which  at  present  will  not  permit  his  * 
doso? 
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Ck>L0irKL  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said,  he 
bad  not  had  time  to  look  veiy  strictly 
into  the  matter,  but  he  was  informed 
the  oonditionB  of  the  service  were  en- 
tirely di£Eerent.  The  experience  re- 
quired in  a  sub-lieutenant  in  the  Navy 
▼Gold  scarcely  be  equivalent  to  that  of  a 
IGlitaa  oflicer  in  the  case  supposed.  But 
a  Bub-lieutenant  in  the  Navy,  if  not  dis- 
qualified by  age,  would  still  be  able 
to  enter  the  Army  through  the  Militia. 

POST  OFFICE  CONTRACTS— PENINSU- 
LAB  AND  ORIENTAL  STEAM  COM- 
PANY.— QXTESTION. 

Ma.  J.  HOLMS  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Coloniesi  If  he  has  ob- 
tained or  will  obtain  information  as  to 
whether  the  new  Postal  Contract  be- 
tween the  Government  of  Victoria  and 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam 
G(Hnpany  will  or  will  not  be  carried 
out,  should  the  new  Postal  Contract 
hetween  Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  Peninsular  and  Oriental  Steam  Com- 
pany not  receive  the  sanction  of  Par- 
lianient? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  I  have  not  obtained  any  informa- 
tion on  this  subject.  I  would  consider 
if  I  could  properly  ask  for  it,  if  the  hon. 
Member  could  suggest  to  me  any  reason 
<m  which  I  could  base  the  request.  But 
if  I  rightly  understand  the  Question,  it 
seems  to  me  that  I  should  hardly  be 
justified  in  asking  the  parties  to  this 
contract,  with  which  we  have  nothing 
to  do,  to  inform  me  what,  in  their  opi- 
nion, their  legal  position  might  be  with 
regard  to  it  in  a  contingency  which  I 
trust  may  not  arise. 

AFGHANISTAN— WAR  CORRESPON- 
DENTS.—QUESTIONS. 

ICajob  O'BEIBNE  asked  the  Secre- 
tuy  of  State  for  War,  K  any  reply  has 
heoi  received  from  General  Boberts,  ex- 
plaining his  reasons  for  dismissing  from 
his  head-quarters  Mr.  M'Pherson,  the 
QQRttponaent  of  one  of  the  London  daily 
Hevspapers,  and  for  the  appointment  by 
lum  of  one  of  his  own  staff  to  act  as  cor- 
>wpondent ;  and,  if  there  is  any  objec- 
^  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
the  Correspondence  relative  to  this 
•ttWect? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Sir,  in  accord- 
^Bcewith  the  promise  made  to  the  House, 
I  caused  a  letter  to  be  written  to  Qeneral 


Boberts  on  this  subject,  and  havo  re- 
ceived from  him  a  reply  which,  witli  tho 
permission  of  the  House,  I  will  road — 

"  Hcad-quarte»,  Kurram  Column,  Camp 
Eurram,  April  18,  1879. 

"  On  Mr.  M*Pherrton  rocoiving  his  di^misAil 
from  my  camp,  I  pavti  him  to  understand  thut» 
in  the  interests  of  The  Standard  newspaper,  I 
would  appoint  some  officer  in  this  f  urcc  to  caiTy 
on  the  duties  of  correspondent  until  such  time 
as  an  accredited  successor  should  arrive.  My 
selection  for  the  moment  fell  upon  Cai)tiiin 
Pretyman,  my  aide-de-c^mp,  for  tho  following 
reasons: — 1.  At  the  time  of  the  uswiult  on  the 
Poiwar  Kotal,  when  Mr.  3I*Phcr8on  was  on  tho 
sick  list  and  unable  to  witness  the  opemtions, 
ho  requested  Captain  Pretyman  to  write  a  telo 
gram  and  letters  to  T/tc  Standard  describing  the 
action  of  the  2nd  of  December  and  subsoquc^nt 
operations.  On  my  consenting  to  this  arrange- 
ment Captain  Pret}nnan  performed  this  service 
for  Mr.  SpPherson.  Tho  telegram  and  the  two 
letters  appeared  in  due  time  in  the  columns  of 
The  Standard^  and  under  the  head  of  '  From  our 
Special  Correspondent.'  On  more  than  one 
occasion  later  on  Mr.  M^Pherson  requested 
Captain  Pretyman  to  write  military  letters  de- 
scriptive of  the  operations  of  this  colunm.  AU 
of  these  were  written  and  signed  by  Captain 
Pretyman.  2.  Mr.  Boyle,  tho  special  corre- 
spondent of  The  Standard  with  the  ('andtihar 
column,  had  requested  Captain  Pretyman,  with 
whom  he  travelled  from  London  to  Bombay  in 
October  last,  to  write  any  military  letters  de- 
scriptive of  the  operations  of  the  Kurram  column 
which  he  might  feel  disposed  to  send  to  The 
Standard.  Bearing  in  mind  these  fact^,  I 
naturally  came  to  Uio  conclusion  that  Captaiu 
PretjTnan  was  the  offici-r  especiiUly  desigiiat(?d 
by  circumstances  to  fulfil  the  duties  of  corre- 
spondent to  The  Standard  during  tho  interim 
which  might  elapse  before  Mr.  M'Pherson's 
successor  should  arrive.  Witliin  24  houre  of 
my  making  the  oflurto  Captiiin  IVetynian,  IMr. 
M'Pherson,  on  leaving  the  camp,  signifi(;d  to  nie 
his  wish  that  another  oflicor — namely,  (^Jiptaiu 
Woodthorpo,  R.E. — should  take  up  the  duties  of 
correspondent.  I  immediately  sent  for  that 
officer  and  asked  him  to  act,  an  arrangement 
which  w^as  more  acceptable,  for  obvious  reasons, 
both  to  myself  and  to  my  aide-de-camp.  Captain 
Woodthorpe  then  sent  telegrams  and  letters  to 
The  Standard  until  relieved  of  this  duty,  very 
shortly  aflierwards,  by  order  of  his  Excellency 
the  Commander-in-Chief.  With  regard  to  the 
military  correspondents  of  other  London  papers, 
neither  of  the  officers  representing  The  Time* 
and  Daily  Telegraph  belonged  to  the  Head- 
quarter Staff  of  the  Kurram  Column. 

*'  Fked.  Hobeuts,  M.G.,  Commanding 
Kurram  Field  Force." 

Afterwards — 

Mr.  OTWAY  said:  Sir,  I  desire  to 
put  a  Question  on  this  subject  to  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
for  India  read  just  now  a  despatch  from 
the  general  officer  commanding  in  the 
Kurram  Valley.     In  that  despatch  tk«M 
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is  an  account  of  a  controversy  which 
occurred  between  the  general  officer  and 
the  correspondent  of  a  daily  London 
paper,  and  he  announced,  if  I  gathered 
the  words  of  the  despatch  correctly,  that 
he  had  appointed  as  a  correspondent  of 
that  paper  an  officer  on  full  pay  on  his 
own  staff.  He  further  announced  that 
an  officer  had  been  appointed  from  the 
CEindahar  column  to  correspond  for  a 
London  daily  newspaper,  and  also  that 
he  had  entertained  proposals  from  the 
correspondent  of  this  newspaper  that  a 
captain  of  Engineers  should  be  appointed 
in  his  place.  ["  Order,  order  !  "J  I  am 
strictly  in  Order,  as  I  am  only  quoting 
from  what  has  been  already  read,  and 
out  of  which  arises  the  Question  I  now 
wish  to  address  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War.  I  desire,  first  of  all,  to  ask  him, 
Whether  it  is  consistent  with  discipline 
— indeed,  whether  there  is  not  a  positive 
Order  prohibiting  officers  on  full  pay 
from  corresponding  for  the  Press;  se- 
condly, whether  it  is  true  that  the  com- 
mander of  the  Kurram  Valley  Force 
appointed  an  officer  as  correspondent ; 
and,  thirdly,  if  this  was  so,  whether  the 
officer  was  relieved  from  duty  for  that 
purpose,  whether  there  was  a  sufficiency 
or  redundancy  of  officers  in  order  to 
allow  of  one  on  full  pay  and  active  em- 
ployment being  designated  for  the  addi- 
tional duty  of  correspondent  for  a  Lon- 
don daily  newspaper  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY:  If  the  hon. 
Gentleman  will  be  kind  enough  to  give 
Notice  I  shall  be  happy  to  answer  that 
Question.  He  is  aware,  perhaps,  that 
the  officers  in  the  Army  are  for  some 
purposes  entirely  under  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment, and  I  should  hardly  like  to 
speak  of  a  matter  arising  out  of  the 
Queen's  Regulations  in  that  country 
without  having  the  opportunity  of  some 
reference  to  the  India  Office  to  see 
where  our  responsibility  begins  and 
where  it  ends. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— SIR  GARNET  WOLSE- 
LEY'S  INSTRUCTIONS.— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  If  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table,  as  promised,  the  instruc- 
tions issued  to  Sir  Garnet  Wolseloy  on 
his  appointment  to  command  in  South 
Africa,  especially  with  regard  to  accept- 
able terms  of  peace  ? 

Mr.  Oiway 


Colonel  STANLEY:  I  am  unable 
to  comply  with  the  request  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman,  for  the  simple 
reason  that  there  are  no  such  instroo- 
tions.  The  only  instructions  gi?en  by 
me  or  the  military  authorities  to  Sv 
Garnet  Wolseley  were  verbal,  and  thw 
were  simply  to  this  effect,  as  I  belieye  I 
have  stated  once  before — he  was  desired 
to  use  every  effort  to  bring  the  war  to  & 
successful  close  as  early  as  possible  and 
to  insure  an  honourable  peace. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  be 
has  any  objection  to  lay  on  the  Table 
the  instructions  to  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley, 
which  it  was  stated  at  the  time  would  be 
printed  as  soon  as  circumstances  would 
permit  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir.  there  was  a  letter  containing  gene- 
ral instructions  sent  to  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  with  his  commissions,  which 
will  be  laid  on  the  Table  before  the  Vote 
of  Credit  is  taken. 


CRIMINAL    LAW  — CONVICTION  OF 
AMBROSE  PEXTNEY.— QUESTIOK. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
If  his  attention  has  been  called  to  a 
paragraph  in  the  **  Daily  News  "  of  the 
14th  instant,  headed  *'  Singular  Conri^ 
tion,''  in  which  it  is  stated  that  on 
Monday  last  Ambrose  Pentney  wiS 
brought  before  the  bench  of  magistratei 
at  Mistley,  on  a  charge  of  neglecting 
his  work  for  an  hour  and  a-half,  ana 
ordered  to  pay  five  shillings  ;  thatitwai 
stated  the  man  was  attracted  to  a  houae 
near  where  he  was  employed  by  cries  of 
murder,  and  on  entering  it  found  that  a 
madman  was  struggling  with  his  keejjer, 
and  would  probably  have  murdered  him, 
and  that  was  the  time  he  was  off  from 
his  work ;  and,  whether  he  will  cause  the 
matter  to  be  inquired  into,  and,  if  poe* 
sible,  the  order  for  the  payment  of  tha 
money  and  costs  stayed  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  replji 
said,  that  according  to  a  letter  ha 
had  received  from  the  chairman  of  the 
magistrates,  this  was  not  a  conviction, 
but  a  civil  proceeding,  with  which,  of 
course,  he  could  not  interfere.  The  facta 
of  the  case  had  been  represented  to  him 
as  being  somewhat  different  from  thoaa 
set  forth  in  the  Question.  It  appeared 
that  the  man  was  absent  Jromiuaam* 
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ployment  for  two  days,  and  his  absence 
was  the  cause  of  some  loss  to  the  farmer 
who  employed  him,  in  consequence  of 
two  horses  being  kept  idle.  No  doubt, 
the  man  was  asked  by  the  relieving 
officer  to  assist  a  warder  in  taking  charge 
of  a  lunatic ;  but  the  relieving  oificer,  on 
the  second  day,  told  the  man  that  he 
should  have  obtained  the  permission  of 
the  farmer  who  employed  him.  The  re- 
lieving officer  paid  him  20*.  for  his  ser- 
vices for  the  two  days,  and  the  magis- 
trate thought  the  man  ought  to  recoup 
the  farmer  for  the  loss  he  had  sustained 
to  the  extent  of  5s.  out  of  the  20s. 
The  complainant  waived  all  demands 
for  costs,  which  were  not  paid.  At  the 
termination  of  the  case,  the  magistrate 
congratulated  the  parties  on  the  matter 
being  satisfactorily  settled  between  em- 
ployer and  employed  without  any  pain- 
ful feeling  being  left  on  either  side. 

TRAMWAYS  ACT,  1870— REPAIR  OF 
LINES.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  BERESFOED  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, By  whose  authority  the  Tramway 
Company  or  Companies  usingthe  Black- 
friars  Boad  and  the  Old  Kent  Eoad 
have,  as  regards  the  first-mentioned 
road,  broken  up  the  entire  surface  of  all 
the  roadway,  leaving  heavy  ground  for 
carriages  and  other  vehicles  to  pass 
over,  and,  in  the  latter  case,  have  only 
left  one  passage  for  vehicles,  causing 
great  delay  in  the  traffic ;  and,  by  what 
authority  the  Tramway  Company  in  the 
Old  Kent  Koad  is  allowed  to  alter  the 
level  of  the  road,  thereby  forcing  all 
carriages  and  vehicles  to  drive  over 
rabbish  nearly  eighteen  inches  high 
from  the  old  level  to  the  new  ? 

Viscount  SANDON  :  This  is  a  mat- 
ter which  rests  with  the  local  authorities, 
and  the  Board  of  Trade  has  no  business 
to  interfere  with  it,  for  it  has  no  power  ; 
but  I  may  inform  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  that  the  tramways  in  question 
were  authorized  by  the  Pimlico,  Peck- 
tarn,  and  Greenwich  Street  Tramways 
Act,  1870,  33  &  34  Fict.  cap.  174.  By 
Section  14  of  that  Act  and  by  the  pro- 
visions of  the  general  Tramways  Act  of 
1870,  the  Tramway  Company  were 
hound  to  make  arrangements  with  the 
local  authorities  before  they  commenced 
to  break  up  the  streets.  The  matter 
reets  entirely  with  the  local  authorities ; 


the  Board  of  Trade  has  no  information 
as  to  the  facts  to  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Oentleman  refers,  and  has  no 
power  of  interference. 

POOR    LAW  —  SPIBITUAL    MINISTRA- 
TIONS IN  WALSALL  WORKHOUSE. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  President 
of  the  Local  Government  Board,  If  ho 
has  any  objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table 
Copy  of  Correspondence  between  his 
Department  aild  the  Poor  Law  autho- 
rities and  Catholic  clergymen  in  Wal- 
sall as  to  recent  complaints  of  neglect 
or  hindrance  of  spiritual  ministrations 
to  sick  and  dying  paupers  in  Walsall 
Workhouse  ? 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  there  would  be  no  objection  to  the 
production  of  the  Papers,  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  move  for 
them. 

LAW   OF    SUCCESSION    IN    MAHOME- 
DAN  STATES.— QUESTIONS. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  the  Foreign  Office  is 
in  possession  of  information  which  can 
be  laid  before  the  House  respecting  the 
Law,  or  customs  regulating  the  succession 
in  the  Boyal  and  reigning  families  of 
Turkey,  Persia,  Morocco,  Zanzibar,  and 
Tunis  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE  :  Sir,  there  is  a  great 
deal  of  Correspondence  in  the  Foreign 
Office  on  the  subject;  but  I  am  not  pre- 
pared to  state  just  now  that  it  is  of  suffi- 
cient importance  to  justify  its  being  laid 
before  Parliament.  However,  my  hon. 
Friend  can  peruse  it  and  communicate 
with  me,  and  if  it  is  worth  while  to  make 
it  public,  there  is  no  objection  to  do 
so.  According  to  the  best  authorities  I 
can  consult,  there  is  no  written  law  of 
succession  in  Mahomedan  countries, 
but  the  matter  is  decided  in  different 
nations  according  to  custom.  With  re- 
gard to  the  countries  mentioned,  I  could 
not  .give  any  information  within  the 
limits  of  an  Answer  to  a  Question  ;  but, 
generaUy,  I  may  Bay  there  is  no  written 
law,  and  the  succession  is  determined 
by  dynastic  or  political  considerations. 

Sir  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  the  India  Office  is  in  possession 
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of  any  infonnatioii  wliioli  can  be  laid 
before  the  House  respecting  the  Laws  or 
customs  regulating  tne  succession  in  the 
Eojal  and  reigpung  families  of  Afghan- 
istan and  other  Mahomedan  States  in 
India? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Sir,  a  great 
deal  of  information  on  this  subject  has 
already  at  different  times  been  laid  be- 
fore Parliament ;  but  the  fact  is,  that  the 
laws  and  customs  regulating  the  succes- 
sion in  the  Koyal  and  goveminff  families 
in  the  Mahomedan  States  of  India  are 
so  various  that  it  is  impossible,  within 
reasonable  limits,  to  ffive  any  further 
information  which  womd  show  the  ex- 
istence of  any  fixed  rule  upon  the  sub- 
ject, further  than  was  pointed  out  in 
Lord  Canning's  adoption  despatch  in 
April,  1860. 

THE   RIVERS  CONSERVANCY  BILL— A 
ROYAL  COMMISSION.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  ARTHUR  PEEL  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether, 
seeing  that  the  Gbyemment  have  with- 
drawn their  Rivers  Conservancy  Bill, 
while  the  need  of  legislation  on  the  sub- 
ject is  becoming  daily  more  pressing, 
the  Oovemment  will  consent  to  the  issue 
of  a  Royal  Commission  to  examine  into 
the  condition  of  one  or  more  selected 
river  basin  areas,  and  to  report  upon  the 
best  means  of  constituting  a  conservancy 
authority,  and  upon  the  fairest  practical 
principles  of  rating  and  representa- 
tion ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  the  Government  have  con- 
sidered the  question,  and  they  are  not  of 
opinion  that  it  would  be  desirable,  at 
present,  to  appoint  a  Royal  Commis- 
sion. 


THE   RAILWAY  COMMISSION  CON- 
TINUANCE.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  BAXTER  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  K  the  Oovem- 
ment mean  without  fail  to  introduce  a 
measure,  before  the  dose  of  the  present 
Session,  providing  for  the  contmuance 
of  the  Railway  Commission  ? 

ViscouKT  SANDON:  Sir,  it  is  cer- 
tainly the  intention  of  the  Oovemment 
to  {>ropose  to  the  House  to  continue  the 
Railway  Commission,  and  we  should 
propose  to  continue  it  for  not  less  than 
three  years. 


Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 


POST  OFFICE  (TELEGBAPH  DSPAH- 
MENT).— FEMALE  CLERKS. 

QT7E8TIOK. 

Mb.  chamberlain  asked  tihi 
Postmaster  General,  Whether  it  ii  t 
fiEUJt  that  some  years  ago  the  salanei  of 
teleg^ph  clerks  were  fixed,  aocorduig 
to  a  classification  then  arranged,  at  tM 
following  rates :  Probationary  8«.  to  14i. 
a- week ;  Third  Class  14«.  to  17f. ;  Seeond 
Class  17«.  to  24«.  ;  Maximum  SOi. ; 
whether  it  is  true  that  during  the  hit 
three  to  four  years  no  female  derk  kii 
been  promoted  beyond  the  third  dsM, 
and  that  vacancies  in  the  superior 
classes  have  been  filled  up  in  aU  otiM 
by  the  promotion  of  male  clerks ;  and, 
whether  it  is  intended  by  the  d6iMui> 
ment  that  17«.  a- week  shall  be  tlit 
maximum  allowed  to  female  derio^ 
however  competent  and  whatever  ihi 
length  of  their  service ;  and,  if  not»  if 
he  would  state  why  no  promotion  of 
female  clerks  into  the  second  dass  hM 
been  recently  permitted  ? 

Load  JOHN  MANNERS  :  Sir,  ii 
1872  the  scale  was  fixed  as  followi:*- 
Probationers,  8«.  to  14«.  per  weak; 
third  class,  14«.  to  17«. ;  second  diM^ 
18«.  to  24«. ;  and  first  class,  25f.  to  Mi. 
With  a  slight  alteration  which  woiM 
beneficiallv,  that  scale  is  still  in  opcn- 
tion,  but  the  exigencies  of  the  Sotim 
have  recently  required  the  appointmMt 
of  more  male  clerks.  The  question  flf 
the  promotion  of  the  female  clerks  lib 
however,  now  under  consideration,  iii 
it  is  not  intended  that  17«.  per  walk 
should  be  the  maximum  allowed  Ii 
female  clerks. 

Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  pointel  orf 
that  the  noble  Lord  had  not  replied  Ii 
the  second  part  of  his  Question. 

Load  JOHN  MANNERS:  Ithooi^ 
I  had  explained  that  reoentlv,  owinf  Ii 
the  exigencies  of  the  Public  Sem0% 
male  clerks  have  been  more  lug4 
employed,  and  eepedaUy  for  night  Hfl 
newspaper  work,  and  consequenUyAvj 
has  been  a  delay  in  the  promotioa  * 
female  clerks. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— THE  OONVICt 
PERRYMAN.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  asked  the  SecreHQ 
of  State  for  the  Home  DepaitmM 
If  he  will  grant  permission  to  lb 
Elworthy,  parliamentary  agent  of  4t 
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Criminal  Law  Amendment  Association, 
to  take  with  him  to  the  gaol  where 
Penjman  is  incarcerated  a  Oommis- 
sioner  to  take  a  statutory  declaration  of 
the  prisoner,  and  for  him  to  sign  a  Peti- 
tion to  the  House  of  Commons  setting 
forth  his  innocence,  of  which  the  Society 
is  satisfied,  and  that  Mr.  Elworthy  and 
the  Council  of  the  Society  may  have 
access  to  the  handkerchief  with  which 
the  deceased  was  hanged  ? 

Mr.  A88HBTON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  he  could  not  understand  why 
this  application  was  not  made  to  him  in 
the  usual  form  at  the  Home  Office,  in- 
stead of  by  way  of  Question  in  the 
House.  He  was  not  prepared  to  deviate 
from  the  rules  and  the  usual  practice 
as  to  visits  to  convicts  under  penal  servi- 
tude. The  prisoner  was  at  liberty  to 
sign  any  statement  or  Petition  to  the 
Secretaxy  of  State  if  he  desired,  but  he 
could  not  be  allowed  to  be  visited  by  a 
legal  officer  with  a  Petition  prepared  by 
others  outside.  The  handkerchief  in 
question  was  produced  at  the  trial,  and 
was  handed  over  to  the  police,  who 
would  certainly  allow  it  to  be  inspected 
under  proper  restrictions ;  and  one  gen- 
tleman interested  in  the  prisoner's  case 
was  so  informed  some  time  ago. 

CHABTERED  BANES  (COLONIAL)  BILL. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  FRESHFIELD  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  When  he  pro- 
poses to  proceed  with  the  Bill  relating 
to  Colonial  Chartered  Banks  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  or  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  this  is  a  Bill  that  has  re- 
ceived a  good  deal  of  consideration,  and 
I  am  now  only  waiting  for  an  opportu- 
nity of  introducing  it.  I  have  hitherto 
rather  delayed  its  introduction,  with  the 
view  of  avoiding  any  confusion  between 
that  BOl  and  the  Banking  and  Joint 
Stock  Companies  Bill. 

THE  AFGHAN  WAR-VOTE  OP  THANKS 
TO  THE  ARMY.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  ONSLOW  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  it  is  the  in- 
tention of  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  move  a  Vote  of  Thanks  to  the  Officers, 
Non-Commissioned  Officers,  and  Men  of 
Her  Majesty's  European  and  Native 
fotoes  for  their  gaUant  conduct  during 
the  recent  Afghan  War  ? 


Thb  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEB :  Yes,  Sir,  it  is  the  intention  of 
the  Oovemment  to  propose  such  a  Vote 
of  Thanks,  but  I  am  not  at  the  present 
moment  able  to  say  on  what  day  it  will 
be  done. 

THE  AGRICULTURAL  COMMISSION— 
THE  COMMISSIONERS.— QUESTION. 

Me.  NEWDEGATB  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  When  the 
House  may  expect  that  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  will  inform  this  House  of  the 
names  of  the  persons  whom  Her  Ma- 
jesty will  appoint  as  Commissioners,  in 
aocordance  with  the  Address  voted  by 
this  House  on  the  5th  of  this  month,  re- 
commending that  inquiry  be  made  as 
to  the  depressed  condition  of  the  agri- 
cultural interest,  and  into  the  causes  to 
which  this  is  attributable ;  whether  these 
causes  are  of  a  temporary  or  of  a  per- 
manent character;  and  how  far  uey 
have  been  created  by  and  can  be  reme- 
died by  legislation  ?  

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEB :  Sir,  the  Government  have  been 
engaged  in  carefully  considerino^  the 
proper  composition  of  the  Commission. 
This  is  a  matter  of  considerable  import- 
ance, and  cannot  be  settled  in  a  hurry. 
I  can  safely  assure  the  House  and  my 
hon.  Friend  that  no  delay  will  take 
place  in  communicating  to  the  House 
the  names  of  the  Commissioners  as  soon 
as  they  have  been  decided  upon. 

UNIVERSITY  EDUCATION  (IRELAND)— 
ALLEGED  PROPOSAL  OP  THE  GO- 
VERNMENT.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  is  the 
case,  as  has  been  alleged,  that  a  propo- 
sal on  the  subject  of  Irish  University 
Education  was  made  not  long  since  on 
behalf  of  the  Irish  Executive,  and  that 
a  Petition  in  favour  of  this  proposal, 
very  iufluentially  signed  by  the  Boman 
Catholics  of  Ireland,  was  forwarded  to 
the  Prime  Minister;  and,  if  such  pro- 
posal was  made,  whether  he  will  iniorm 
the  House  of  its  nature ;  and,  whether 
it  is  the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
proceed  with  the  Irish  University  Bill 
this  Session ;  and,  if  so,  on  what  day 
the  Seoond  Beading  will  be  taken  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE :  No,  Sir,  it  is 
not  the  case  that  any  proposal  on  the 
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subject  of  University  Education  in  Ire- 
land has  ever  been  made  by  the  Irish 
Executive.  At  the  same  time,  I  need 
hardly  say  that  private  communications, 
unofficially  conducted,  have  from  time  to 
time  passed  upon  this,  as  upon  most 
other  subjects  of  public  interest  in  Ire- 
land, between  Members  of  the  Irish 
Government  and  persons  representing 
or  holding  various  religious  opinions,  a 
course  which  the  experience  of  succes- 
sive Governments  has  found  conducive 
to  the  interests  of  Public  Business.  The 
hon.  Gentleman  asks  whether  a  Petition, 
very  influentially  signed  by  the  Roman 
Catholics  of  Ireland,  was  forwarded  to 
the  Prime  Minister  ?  I  find  that  three 
Memorials,  or  Declarations,  as  they  ap- 
pear to  be  called,  have  been  received  by 
the  Prime  Minister.  Two  of  these  were 
from  the  Roman  Catholic  laity  of  Ire- 
land, and  are  already  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  as  Parliamentary  Papers. 
The  third,  which  emanates  from  the 
Catholic  Union  of  Ireland,  will  also  be 
laid  upon  the  Table.  I  find,  on  referring 
to  these  documents,  that  one  of  them  ex- 
presses itself  as  follows  : — 

"Wo,  tho  undersigned,  deem  it  to.be  our 
duty  to  reiterate  the  opinions  expressed  by  tho 
Roman  Catholic  laity  of  Ireland  in  the  year 
1869  on  University  Education  in  Ireland." 

It  then  goes  on  to  reiterate  the  opinions 
previously  expressed  at  the  date  referred 
to.  The  other  two  documents  urge  the 
adoption  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Roscommon  (the  O'Conor  Don).  In 
none  of  them,  however,  is  there  any  re- 
ference to  any  supposed  proposal  from 
anybody  else.  It  certainly  is  the  inten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  proceed  with 
the  Irish  University  Bill  this  Session, 
and  I  hope  the  second  reading  may  be 
taken  in  tho  course  of  next  week ;  but,  in 
tho  present  state  of  Business,  I  cannot 
name  any  particular  day. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN :  Is  it  not  the  fact, 
that  on  the  basis  of  those  semi-official 
understandings,  proposals,  or  negotia- 
tions, a  satisfactory  conclusion  was  ar- 
rived at  at  the  time,  and  that  the  pro- 
posal now  before  Parliament  is  almost 
u  complete  departure  from  that  under- 
standing ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  Sir,  I  have  al- 
ready frankly  stated  everything  I  know, 
and  pointed  out  that  there  were  no  pro- 
posals or  arrangements,  semi-official  or 
otherwise,  and  I  must  leave  the  House 
to  form  its  own  opinion  upon  the  matter. 

*"*./•  Lowther 


CRIMINAL  LAW— THE  STRIPPING  AND 
SEARCHING  OF  PRISONERS. 

QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHEEIDAN  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  will  cause  inquiry  to  be 
made  into  the  practice  of  stripping  and 
searching  all  persons  taken  to  police 
stations,  whether  male  orfemale,  or  whe- 
ther charged  with  criminal  offences  or  not; 
whether  the  indiscriminate  searching  of 
persons,  if  it  be  so,  not  charged  with  aiqf 
criminal  act  is  necessary  ;  and,  whether 
the  method  of  searching  is  properly  oon- 
ducted  and  not  of  a  sort,  as  has  been 
frequently  alleged,  to  outrage  decenoj 
and  propriety  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  was  nndo^ 
stood  to  reply  that  persons  charged  with 
felony  and  certain  misdemeanours,  and 
also  drunken  and  riotous  persons,  weie 
searched  on  being  received  at  the  polioe 
station,  in  order  to  secure  the  safe  coi- 
tody  of  their  property,  and  to  depriie 
them  of  any  dangerous  weapons  while 
in  custody.  The  search,  however,  wii 
always  conducted  in  the  cell,  and  at 
decently  as  possible.  In  the  case  of 
female  prisoners,  a  female  searcher  wii 
appointed  for  the  purpose.  No  complaint 
of  any  outrage  upon  decency  had  erer 
reached  the  Commissioner  of  Police,  aid 
if  any  case  of  that  kind  came  before  hia 
(Mr.Assheton  Cross),  he  would  take  caif 
that  the  offender  was  punished. 

Me.  SHERIDAN  asked  whether  4e 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not  beenia* 
formed  that  a  murderous  conflict  hid 
taken  place  at  Derby  owing  to  the 
searching  of  a  prisoner  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  replied  ia 
the  negative,  and  asked  the  hon.  Gentle* 
man  to  repeat  the  Question  on  Monday. 

SCOTCH  BILLS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  R.  W.  duff  asked  the  Lord  Adfo- 
cate,  Whether  it  is  his  intention  to  po- 
ceed  with  the  Poor  Law  (Scotland)  B* 
and  the  Valuation  of  Lands  and  Aesetf* 
ments  (Scotland)  Bill  during  the  piee«*' 
Session  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wi^ 
son)  :  Sir,  I  propose  to  ask  the  leave  rfi 
the  House  to  withdraw  the  Poor  1^] 
(Scotland)  Bill,  and  to  introduce  in  H*- 
of  it  a  short  measure  containing tho»] 
five  clauses  which  deal  with  medical  xt»: 
lief  uud  tho  superannuation  of  po<V* 
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house  officials.  I  propose,  also,  by 
leave  of  the  House,  to  withdraw  the 
Valuation  Bill. 


INDIA— THE  NORTH-WEST  FRONTIER. 

qitebtion. 

The  Mabqttess  of  HAETINGTON: 
In  reference  to  an  answer  given  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Elgin 
Burghs  a  short  time  ago,  I  should  like 
to  know.  Whether  the  Government  have 
departed  from  the  intention  which  they 
amiounced  at  the  beginning  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  afterwards  on  the  adjournment 
for  the  Easter  Holidays,  of  making  them- 
selves a  statement  on  the  position  of 
affairs  on  the  North- West  Frontier.  I 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that  he  intended  shortly  to  lay  a 
despatch  on  the  Table.  I  wish  to  know 
whether,  on  the  production  of  these 
Papers,  a  discussion  will  arise  ?  I  think 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  once  said  he 
intended  himself  to  call  attention  to  the 
position  of  these  affairs.  I  should  like 
to  know  whether  that  is  still  his  inten- 
tion? 

The  CHANCELLOE  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  Sir,  I  had  forgotten  the  precise 
circumstances  to  which  the  noble  Lord 
refers ;  but  there  will  be  no  indisposition 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  afford, 
or,  if  necessary,  to  make,  an  opportunity 
for  a  statement  in  regard  to  the  position 
of  affairs  on  the  North- West  Frontier  of 
India.  I  have  no  desire  to  evade  any 
arrangement  which  may  have  been 
made ;  but  I  had  forgotten  the  circum- 
stances to  which  the  noble  Lord  refers. 


PRIVATE  BILLS  (GROUP  A)  — TOWER 
HIGH  LEVEL  BRIDGE  (METROPOLLS) 
BILL— BREACH  OF  PRIVILEGE. 

MOTION. 

ThkCHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  A  few  days  ago,  the  House  ap- 
pointed a  Select  Committee  to  consider 
a  question  of  Privilege.  The  Report  of 
that  Committee  was  presented  yesterday 
afternoon  by  the  Chairman,  and  we  are 
promised  the  evidence  in  a  few  days, 
and  I  think  we  shall  get  it  probably  on 
Saturday.  I  think  it  will  be  convenient 
that  we  should  wait  until  we  have  the 
eyidenee  in  our  hands,  and  have  had 
time  to  read  and  consider  it,  and  I  will, 
therefore,  now  move  that  the  Report  of 


the  Select  Committee  on  Privilege, 
Tower  High  Level  Bridge  Metropolis 
Committee,  be  taken  into  consideration 
on  Tuesday  next  at  2  o'clock. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

BUSINESS  OF  THE  HOUSE. 
QX7ESTI0K. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Dillwyn, 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  with  regard  to  the 
Business  of  to-morrow,  he  could  do  no 
more  than  refer  to  the  position  of  the 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  Bill. 
He  did  not  know  whether  it  was  to  be 
anticipated  that  the  Report  would  bo 
agreed  to  to-day.  If  it  were  not,  it 
would  be  proceeded  with  at  a  Morning 
Sitting  to-morrow.  In  any  circumstances, 
he  hoped  they  would  be  able  to  close  the 
consideration  of  the  Report  to-morrow, 
and  be  allowed  to  read  the  Bill  a  third 
time,  to  avoid  the  inconvenience  of  a 
Saturday  Sitting,  which  would  otherwise 
be  necessary.  With  regard  to  Monday 
next,  it  would  be  necessary  to  tako 
Supply,  and  the  first  Votes  to  be  taken 
would  be  those  for  the  Queen's  Univer- 
sity and  Queen's  Colleges,  and  the  other 
Irish  Votes. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAT. 


ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 

BILL— [Bill  245.] 
{Mr,  Secretary  Stanley,  Mr,  Secretary  Croaa,  Mr. 

William  Henry  Smith,    The  Jxtdge  Advocate 

General.) 

CONSIDEBATION. 

Order  for  Consideration,  as  amended, 
read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 

taken    into    Consideration."  —  {Colonel 

Stanley), 

The  Mabqttess  of  HARTINGTON: 
In  rising.  Sir,  to  move  the  Amendment 
of  which  I  have  given  Notice,  namely — 

"  That  no  Bill  for  the  Discipline  and  Regula- 
tion of  the  Army  'will  be  satisfactory  to  this 
House  which  provides  for  the  permanent  re- 
tention of  corporal  punishment  for  militfirj' 
offences;" 

it  is  necessary  that  I  should  say  a  few 
words  in   explanation   of  the  reasons 
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which  have  induced  me  to  take  this  step 
— a  course  which  differs  somewhat  from 
that  which  was  discussed  on  Tuesday 
last.    The  House  will  recollect  very  weU 
the  general  character  of  that  discussion, 
and  I  think  it  unnecessary  that  I  should 
refer  to  it  at  any  length.    But  it  is  de- 
sirable that  I  should  remind  the  House 
that  on  that  day  I  stated  my  views  on 
the  position  of  the  question  of  corporal 
punishment  in  consequence  of  the  action 
of  the  Oovemmentonthe  Army  Discipline 
and  Eegulation  Bill,  and  I  made  a  sug- 
gestion to  the  Oovemment.     I  stated  my 
view  that  after  what  had  passed  it  would 
be  impossible  that  corporal  punishment 
could  oe  retained  permanently  in  the 
Army,  except  in  a  very  limited  class  of 
cases,  and  I  made  a  suggestion  which  I 
thought  would  be  acceptable  in  the  cir- 
cumstances.    Now,  Sir,  I  find  that  there 
has  been  some  misapprehension  as  to 
what  exactly  the  scope  of  the  suggestion 
I  made  was,  and,  perhaps,  it  is  desirable 
that  I  should  repeat  it.     I  stated  that  I, 
and  a  good  many  hon.  Members  on  this 
side— on  all  sides,  I  believe — appeared 
to  be  considerably  impressed  by  one  of 
the  arguments  put  forward  by  supporters 
of  corporal  punishment — that,  on  active 
service  and  in  a  certain  class  of  circum- 
stances, there  might  be  no  alternative  to 
the  commanding  officer   but  to  inflict 
the  punishment  of  death  ;  that  the  cases 
in  which  corporal  punishment  is  inflicted 
were  few  in  number  and  that,  as  I  have 
said,  there  might  be  no  alternative  but 
to  inflict  the  punishment  of  death  instead 
of  corporal  punishment.     Well,  Sir,  in 
order    to  meet  that  argument,  I  sug- 
gested to  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
adoption  of  a  clause  which  had  been  laid 
on  the   Table,   but  was    subsequently 
withdrawn,   by  my  hon.   and    learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Stockport  TMr. 
Hopwood) ;  and  in  order  that  there  might 
be  no  misconception  as  to  the  meaning 
of  Parliament  in  passing  the  clause,  in 
order  that  it  might  be  made  quite  clear 
that  it  was  not  proposed  that  the  sen- 
tence of  death  should  be  recorded  merely 
for  the  purpose  of  corporal  punishment 
being  inflicted,  but  that  the  intention 
was  to  confer  on  the  commanding  officer 
a  power  of  commutation  in  cases  where 
he  thought  the  recorded  punishment  of 
death  should  not  be  inflicted,  I  took  the 
sonewhat  unusual  course  of  suggesting 
that  there  should  be  prefixed  to  that 
clause  a  Preamble  by  which  that  inten- 
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tion  might  be  expressed.    Sir,  that  pro- 
posal was  very  definitely  rejected  by  tlM 
right  hon.  and  gallant  (Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War.    I  also  stated 
that,  in  my  opinion,  if  that  soggestioB 
could  not  be  accepted,  there  was  no 
alternative  for  me  and  those  who  agreed 
in  the  view  I  took,  as  the  matter  then 
stood,  but  to  vote  for  the  total  abolition 
of  corporal  punishment.    Well,  Sir,  t 
discussion  ensued,  and  turned  prindpally 
upon  the  mode  in  which  the  questioa 
could  be  most  conveniently  brought  be* 
fore  the  deliberation  of  the  House;  and 
the  course  which  was  finally  considered 
to  be    most  convenient,   certainly,  the 
course  which  I  should  myself  have  pre- 
ferred to  take,  was  to  wait  until  we  came 
to  the  clause  referring  to  corporal  ponish- 
ment,  and  then,  by  moving  the  omieeioD 
of  a  very  few  words,  the  question  of  the 
retention  of  corporal  punishment  might 
have  been  raised  in  the  simplest  poesibie 
form.     But  it  appeared,  upon  farther 
consideration  of  the  matter,  that  it  wai 
necessary  that  the  new  clauses  should  be 
moved  and  considered  first,  as  they  wodd 
take  precedence  of  the  Bill  itself  asd 
that  it  was  likely  there  would  be  a  tqij 
considerable  amoimt  of  discussion  iipoi 
the  earlier  clauses  of   the  Bill,  tluMt 
clauses  which  refer  to  the  cases  in  vhiA 
the  punishment  of  death  could  be  ii- 
flicted,  and  in  which,  according  to  the 
present  proposal  of   the    Govemmeo^ 
corporal  punishment  might  be  inflicted 
instead.    There  would,  therefore,  bait 
been  a  considerable  amount  of  diseuF 
sion  upon  details  as  to  the  limit  aid 
operation  of  this  punishment  before  va 
arrived  at  the  main  question  itself;  aad 
I  think  hon.  Members  on  both  sideeef 
the  House  will  be  agreed  that  by  &r  tha 
more  convenient  course  is  to  expren  ai 
opinion  in  the  flrst  instance  on  tJie  naii 
question — as  I  hope,  without  anyveiT 
long  delay — and  that,  having  eipiooeM 
this  opinion,  we  might  proceed  to  tha 
consideration  of  the  details.    I,  then* 
fore.  Sir,  thought  it  was  the  more  coa- 
venient  course  for  both  sides  that  tha 
question  should  be  raised  in  a  plain,  ete- 
ple  manner  by  this  Amendment,  vhiek 
will  enable  the  House  to  come  to  a  eoi^ 
elusion  on  that  question  of  pnneipi^ 
Now,  Sir,  I  have  very  little  to  add  ta* 
day  to  what  I  said  on  Tuesday  as  to  thi 
ground  which  had  induced  me  to  tali 
this  course.    I  am  not  in  the  least  is^ 
prised  to  find,  as  I  have  foundi  thatth 
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eoonel  haTe  taken  has  been  imputed  to 
Puty  motives  of  no  yqty  exalted  cha- 
nuster;  but  X  must  say  1  am  surprised 
that  the  first  charge  of  that  character 
shoold  have  come,  not  from  the  Mem- 
bers of  the  GDvermnent  who  have  seats 
in  this  House,  who  have  a  knowledge 
of  what  has  occurred  upon  this  Bill,  and 
who  heard  the  statement  I  made  on 
Tuesday  last,  but  that  it  should  have 
come  from  a  noble  Lord,  a  Member  of 
tiie  Government,  and  not  in  his  place  in 
Ftoliament,  but  at  a  Party  meeting  of 
}qa  own  supporters  held  last  night.  I 
find  that  Lora  Cranbrook  said — 

**  I  lee  that  only  last  night  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  in  the  Hooae  of  Commons,  having 
appirently  entirely  changed  his  vote,  if  he  has 
sot  changed  his  opinion,  attributed  it  to  somo- 
thior  the  €k>vemment  had  never  done  and 
vUoi  a  Conservative  Government  had  never 

The  noble  Lord  appears  to  have  for- 
gotten that  hisOolleaffues,  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  and  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  were  opposite  to  me  when 
on  Tuesday  last  I  made  a  statement 
lespecting  what  the  Government  had 
done  and  said  in  this  matter,  and  that 
fhit  statement  was  not  in  any  one  single 
Jirticalar  challenged  or  controverted. 
1  should  be  glad  to  know  this :  On  what 
authority  has  Lord  Cranbrook  said  that 
I  hsTe  changed  my  vote,  if  not  my 
Qpinions,  upon  something  which  the 
umserrative  GK>vemment  has  never 
done  and  never  said  ?  It  appears,  also, 
■omewhat  extraordinary  that  charges  of 
making  this  a  Party  question  should 
eome  from  a  Member  of  a  Government 
who,  in  my  opinion,  took  the  first  and 
aiQst  decisive  step  towards  making  this 
%  Party  question.  These  accusations 
eome  somewhat  strangely  from  the  Mem- 
bers of  a  Gk>vemment  who,  not  very 
long  ago,  convened  a  meeting  of  their 
Own  supporters  notoriously  in  connection 
with  tms  very  subject.  I  think  that 
How  these  chuges  have  been  made,  we 
tre  entitled  to  know  something  of  the 
objects  for  which  that  meeting  was 
Clued.  We  do  not  know  what  occurred 
St  the  meeting;  but  we  do  know,  if  the 
iSisons  for  calling  it  are  not  on  the 
^rhoe,  that  the  wvemment  had  up  to 
ftat  time  received  steady  and  consistent 
*Qppoit  in  connection  with  this  measure 
ftom  almost  the  whole  of  their  Party. 
'iMre  wasno  occasion,  therefore,  to  rally 
^Party  together  to  support  this  Bill, 


unless  for  the  purpose  of  obtaining  that 
party's  assent  to  some  change  in  their 
own  policy,  or  for  the  purpose  of  con- 
ciliating a  section  of  their  own  sup- 
porters who  were  dissatisfied  with  that 
policy.  I  am  told  that  the  conduct  of 
the  Government,  whatever  it  may  have 
been,  cannot  possibly  affect  the  merits 
of  the  question,  and  ought  not  in  the 
least  to  influence  the  course  which  is  to 
followed  by  the  Opposition.  Now,  this 
subject  is  one  whicn  we  must  look  at 
from  a  practical  point  of  view.  It  is  not 
a  mere  question  of  what  form  of  punish- 
ment the  military  authorities  would  most 
desire  to  see  enforced  and  maintained  in 
the  Army.  It  is  a  question  of  what  form 
of  punishment  it  is  possible  to  maintain, 
and  of  what,  in  the  general  interests  of 
the  Army,  it  is  most  desirable  to  maintain. 
It  is  a  question  which  it  has  always  been 
admitted  cannot  be  altogether  decided 
by  mere  argument  in  this  House.  It  is 
a  question  which  must  be  decided,  to  a 
g^eat  extent,  by  special  authority ;  and 
we  have  always  been  accustomed  to  at- 
tribute that  authority  to  the  opinion  of 
those  who  were  responsible  for  discipline 
in  the  Army,  and  then  to  that  of  their 
Representatives  in  this  House  who  are  re- 
sponsible to  us.  But  we  maintain  that  the 
authority  in  support  of  this  punishment 
has  been  very  considerably  weakened, 
if  not  altogether  destroyed,  by  the  pro- 
ceedings which  have  recently  taken  place. 
We  say,  that  when  the  Government 
departed  from  the  clear  profession 
which  up  to  that  time  they  maintained 
upon  this  question  —  when  they  no 
longer  took  their  stand  upon  the  firm 
ground  that  this  punishment  was  ab- 
solutely indispensable  to  the  maintenance 
of  discipline,  and  that  they  could  not 
hold  the  military  authorities  responsible 
for  the  maintenance  of  discipline  if  it 
were  done  away  with — that  when  they 
changed  their  ground,  and  admitted  that 
it  was  a  subject  which  was  open  as  a 
whole  to  re-consideration,  it  appeared  to 
us  that  they  so  weakened  their  case,  a8 
almost  entirely  to  destroy  the  authority 
upon  which  this  punishment  had  up  till 
then  been  supported  and  had  rested. 
Sir,  in  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  other  day  in  answer 
to  me,  I  observed  that  he  did  not  say 
a  single  word  to  the  effect  that  in  the 
opinion  of  the  military  authorities  this 
punishment  is  indispensable  if  the 
maintenance  of  discipline  in  the  Army 
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is  to  be  maintained.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  the  Oovemment 
were  responsible  for  the  proposals  that 
had  been  made.  Well,  we  all  know 
that  the  Government  must  necessarily 
be  responsible  for  any  proposal  which 
they  may  submit  to  the  House.  But 
what  the  House  has  a  right  to  expect 
is  the  clearest  and  most  unmistakable 
expression  of  opinion  that  the  military 
authorities  can  give  us,  through  their 
Bepresentatives  in  this  House,  as  to 
what  their  professional  opinion  upon 
this  point  is;  and  I  observed  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  the  whole  of 
his  argument,  had  not  one  word  to  say 
as  to  the  opinion  of  his  military  advisers 
upon  this  point.  In  these  circumstances, 
the  support  of  authority  having  almost 
entirely  disappeared,  the  House  has 
only  to  consider  what  are  the  arguments 
for  and  against  this  punishment.  They 
have  been  so  frequently  repeated  in  this 
House,  that  it  is  quite  unnecessary  that 
I  should  go  over  them  again.  I  will 
say  this,  however — that  they  seem,  by 
the  debates  which  have  occurred,  to  be 
reduced  in  reality  to  one  contention, 
which  may  be  shortly  and  concisely  ex- 
pressed by  the  words  "  the  bullet  or  the 
lash."  If  this  is  really  the  only  argu- 
ment raised  by  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite, 
if  they  really  think  that  the  alternative 
is  between  the  infliction  of  the  penalty 
of  death  and  that  of  the  lash,  then  I 
cannot  but  think  that  the  suggestion 
which  I  made  the  other  day  was  one 
which  would  have  gone  very  far  towards 
meeting  this  argument.  The  offer  which 
I  made  to  the  Government  was  that  they 
should  continue  the  use  of  the  lash,  but 
only  in  those  cases  in  which,  as  they  say, 
the  use  of  the  bullet  would  be  rendered 
indispensable  by  the.  discontinuance  of 
the  lash.  I,  at  the  same  time,  asked 
that  Parliament  should  receive  some 
security  that  the  lash  should  henceforth 
only  be  used  as  the  alternative  to  that 
punishment  which  the  Government  said 
would  have  to  be  inflicted  so  frequently 
if  the  lash  were  done  away  with.  But 
it  is  now  clear,  from  the  attitude  which 
has  been  assumed  by  the  Government, 
that  in  their  opinion,  and  in  the  opinion 
of  military  Members  of  this  House,  it 
is  necessary  to  retain  this  punishment 
in  a  very  large  number  of  cases,  in 
which  it  would  be  idle  to  say  that  the 
alternative  would  be  the  penalty  of 
death.    As  to  this,  I  have  reason  to  be- 
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lieve  that  there  is  a  Very  great  difference 
of  opinion  among  military  men  them- 
selves. Reference  was  made,  the  other 
day,  to  the  opinions  expressed  upon  this 
question  by  certain  military  journals. 
I  believe  some  of  them  express  the 
opinion  of  a  very  considerable  number 
of  military  men,  and  especially  of  the 
younger  officers  of  the  Army.  These 
latter,  it  is  true,  are  not  the  most  directl}- 
responsible  for  the  maintenance  of  dis- 
cipline, but  they  are  the  men  upon  whom 
will  devolve  the  maintenance  of  disci- 
pline in  our  Army  in  the  future,  and  I 
cannot  but  think  that  their  opinions  are 
entitled  to  a  considerable  quantity  of 
weight.  Well,  I  believe  that  it  is  the 
undoubted  opinion  of  a  great  many  dis- 
tinguished officers  that  the  retention  of 
this  punishment,  at  the  stage  which  is 
now  reached,  after  the  discussions  which 
have  been  held,  the  attention  which  has 
been  directed  to  the  question,  and  the 
adverse  expression  of  opinion  which  it 
has  received  from  the  countiy,  would, 
at  all  events,  for  a  very  large  number  of 
the  offences  named  in  the  Schedule,  bo 
more  injurious  than  beneflcial  to  the 
interests  of  the  Army.  I  now  wish  to 
refer  to  another  charge  which  has  been 
brought  against  me  in  reference  to  my 
conduct  in  connection  with  the  question 
before  the  House.  It  has  been  said — it 
was  insinuated  by  Lord  Cranbrook  in 
his  speech  last  night — that  the  course  of 
conduct  which  I  have  followed  has  beeu 
dictated  to  me  by  the  exigencies  of  the 
Party  with  which  I  am  connected.  I 
think,  however,  that  the  mere  statement 
of  dates  which  I  made  the  other  day 
ought  to  be  sufficient  to  refute  this 
charge.  I  stated  to  the  House  the  other 
day — and  I  trust  that  the  statement 
which  I  then  deliberately  made,  and 
which  I  now  as  deliberately  repeat,  will 
carry  conviction  to  the  House  without 
corroboration,  though,  if  necessary,  my 
statement  can  be  corroborated — I  stated 
that  the  decision  at  which  we  had 
arrived  was  one  which  was  como  to 
before  any  of  these  difficulties  of  Party 
arose  to  which  reference  has  been  made. 
I  hold  that,  in  the  circumstances  which 
then  existed,  it  was  necessary  that  I 
and  my  Friends  should  come  to  some 
decision  upon  this  question.  What  was 
our  position  ?  We  were  informed  that 
the  Government  were  re-considering  this 
question  as  a  whole,  and  were  in  con- 
sultation with  their  Friends  as  to  the 
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ooone  to  be  adopted.  We  did  not  know 
what  their  decision  might  be,  or  what 
was  the  nature  of  the  communication 
they  would  address  to  the  House  on 
Monday  afternoon;  but  we  did  know 
that  a  great  many  Gentlemen  on  both 
sides  of  the  House  anticipated  that  it 
would  take  the  form  of  an  announce- 
ment that  the  Gbvemment  had  reason 
to  abandon  the  lash  altogether.  If  that 
annoimcement  had  been  made,  no  one 
would  hawe  thought  that  it  was  the  duty 
of  the  Opposition  to  uphold  the  con- 
tinuation of  corporal  punishment  against 
the  decision  of  the  Government.  On 
the  other  hand,  the  decision  might  be, 
as  it  turned  out  to  be,  a  decision  to 
mtintain  corporal  punishment,  without 
any  wezy  considerable  limitations,  as 
compared  with  those  with  which  it  was 
oiigixially  introduced.  8urely,  then,  it 
was  the  duty  of  Members  of  the  Oppo- 
sition to  consider  what  their  course 
should  be  in  either  event,  without  being 
guided  by  Party  motives.  We,  there- 
fore, did  take  the  question  into  con- 
sideration, and  the  arguments  which 
had  induced  the  Government  to  re-con- 
sider it ;  and  we  determined  that,  what- 
ever the  decision  of  the  Government 
might  be,  we  could  not  support  the  con- 
tmnation  of  this  penalty  any  longer, 
except  in  the  drcnmstances  to  which  I 
have  referred.  In  these  circumstances, 
we  formed  the  opinion  which  I  an- 
noanced  the  other  day  ;  and  a  mere  state- 
ment of  the  facts  shows  that  that  de- 
cision was  arrived  at  calmly,  deliber- 
ately, and  sincerely,  and  entirely  without 
reference  to  any  of  those  Party  exi- 
gencies to  which  reference  has  been 
made.  The  course  which  I  now  propose 
vill,  I  think,  be  the  most  convenient 
m  every  respect  to  the  House ;  and  I, 
therefore,  beg  to  move  the  Amend- 
ment which  stands  in  my  name  upon 
the  Paper. 

Amendment  proposed, 

Tolearc  out  from  tho  -word  "  That"  to  the 
•■d  cf  the  (^estion,  in  order  to  add  tho  words 
*' BO  Bill  for  the  Discipline  and  Eegnlation  of 
tb  Army  will  be  satisfacton'  to  this  lloase 
'iich  provides  for  the  retention  of  corporal 
P'DMhinnit  for  Military'  offences," — {The  Mar- 
r*«  */  BartingUm,) 

^^nstead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
popo&ed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Qnition." 

TOL.  CCXLVni.     [tHIBD  8EBIE8.] 


Colonel  STANLEY  :  Sir,  the  noble 
Lord,  at  the  beginning  of  his  remarks, 
said  it  would  perhaps  be  as  well  that  he 
should  explain  the  reasons  for  the  course 
which  he  was  taking,  and  in  that  respect, 
I  think,  many  of  us  will  have  agreed 
with  the  noble  Lord.      But,  for  my  own 
part,  after  seeing  the  terms  of  his  Notice, 
and  after  naturally  enough  anticipating 
the  arguments  by  which  tho  noble  Lord 
would  advance  his  proposition,  I  must 
confess  I  was  somewhat  surprised  to  find 
that  the  remarks  of  tho  noble  Lord  should 
have  partaken  rather  of  the  character  of 
a  personal  explanation  than  of  a  speech 
with  regard  to  the  merits  of  the  question. 
The  noble  Lord  thought  it  was  incumbent 
upon  him  to  explain  the  course  which  he 
adopted  a  day  or  two  ago  in  recommend- 
ing the  clause  which  then  stood  in  the 
name  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Stockport  (Mr.   Hopwood),  and  to 
state  the  reasons  which  induced  him  to 
recommend  that  a  preamble  should  be  at- 
tached to  that  clause.  But  I  cannot  help 
feeling— although  I  do  not  say  he  wished 
to  evade  tho  question — that  the  noble 
Lord  spoke  with  a  certain  sense  of  relief 
when  he  departed  from  that  which  is  the 
actual  proposition  before  the  Committee 
and  turned  round  to  speeches  which  had 
been  delivered  in  other  places,  and  made 
remarks  on  the  tone  and  character  of 
those  speeches.     Tho  noble  Lord  com- 
plains of  words  which  have  been  used 
elsewhere  by  my  noble    Friend    Lord 
Craubrook.   Those  words  were,  I  believe, 
substantially  to  the  effect  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  come  down  and  had  changed 
his  vote,  and  had  possibly  also  changed 
his  opinion.      [The  Marquess  of  Har- 
TiKGTON :    If  not  his  opinions?]     Well, 
'*  if  not  his  opinions; ''  I  beg  the  noble 
Lord's  pardon.      If,  however,  my  noble 
Friend  had  said  that  the  noble  Lord  had 
changed    his    opinion,   I    should    have 
thought  it  was  not  an  unnatural  remark 
to  make,  inasmuch  as  my  noble  Friend 
Lord  Cranbrook  succeeded,  though  at 
some  interval,  the  noble  Lord  in  the  con- 
duct of  the  Office  of  which  I  have  the 
honour  to  fill ;  and  I  have  no  doubt  that 
my  noble  IViend  has  a  perfect  recollec- 
tion that  during  the  noble  Lord's  tenure 
of  that  Office  no  effort  was  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  in  the  direction  which  he  now 
advocates.    I  wish  especially  to  touch 
upon  a  point  which,  in  terms  which  could 
not  bo  mistaken,  the  noble  Lord  referred 
to  the  manner  in  which  we  are  acoui- 
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tomed,  in  these  matters  of  discipline  and 
in  teohnical  matters,  to  look  at  what  he 
was  pleaded  to  call  ''  authority, "  and  the 
remarks  he  made  were  such  as  to  lead 
the  House  to  suppose  that  the  military 
authorities,  with  whom  it  is  my  duty  to 
act,  were  either  indifferent  to  this  ques- 
tion, or  had  expressed  themselves  to  the 
effect  that  they  were  opposed  to  the  views 
which  I  myself  had  advocated.    I  have 
never  liked,  on  my  own  part,  in  any  way 
to  speak  except  upon  the  responsibility 
which  I  have  the  honour  to  fulfil  towards 
the  House  and  the  country ;  but  as  it  has 
been  my  duty  to  hear  reports  of  this  kind 
which  have  been  industriously  circulated, 
not  by  the  noble  Lord,  but  by  those  whom 
the  noble  Lord  calls — somewhat  rashly, 
I  think — his  Friends,  I  beg  leave  to  give 
a  distinct  and  categorical  denial  to  the 
assertion  that  any  language  ever  held 
by  me,  or  any  statement  made  by  me 
in  this  House  is,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
impugned  by  the  military  authorities  with 
whom  I  act.       Then   the  noble  Lord 
accounted    for    the    somewhat    sudden 
movement  which  had  occurred.    He  said 
that  as  long  as  the  question  was  not 
open  at  all  there  were  very  good  rea- 
sons for  not  opening  it;  but  that  the  mo- 
ment the  Government    departed    firom 
their  position  there  was  no  firm  ground 
on  which  this  question  could  rest.  Upon 
that  I  shall  have  a  word  to  say  by-and- 
bye ;  but  I  stated  to  the  Committee  the 
other  day,  and  I  repeat  it  now,  tliat  we 
do  consider  the  proposition  which  we 
have  placed  before  the  House  to  be  a  firm 
basis  on  which  the  question  is  to  be  based. 
The  noble  Ijord  commented  on  portions 
of  the  speech  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
near  me  who  spoke  of  re-opening  the 
question  as  a  whole.      That  is  a  matter 
which  I  thouglit  I  had  pretty  well  ex- 
plained on  a  previous  occasion,    and  I 
will  not  now  take  up  the  time  of  the 
House  by  referring  to  it ;  but  I  will  leave 
my  right  hon.  Friend  to  answer  for  him- 
self, as  I  ventured  to  answer  the  other 
day  for  him.     Let  us  pass  from  those 
matters,   which,    after  all,  are  only  of 
ephemeral  interest,  to  that  which  is  the 
real  point  of  the  matter  under  discussion. 
Now,  I  will  venture  to  say  that  in  no 
previous  set  of  discussions  have  so  many 
loose  statements  and  haphazard  argu- 
ments been  advanced  as  have  been  used 
with  regard  to  this  Bill;  and,  therefore,  it 
is  almost  with  a  feeling  of  comfort  that  I 
oaa  tum  to  a  speeoh  in  which  there  really 


seems  to  be  an  appreciation  of  the  dream- 
stances  in  which  the  country  is  placed,  and 
of  the  circumstances  which  have  induced 
the  Government  to  adopt  the  line  thejr 
now  recommend.     Contrasts  have  been 
drawn  all  through  with  foreign  Annief, 
and  I  thought  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  dis- 
tinguished himself  by  going  to  the  root 
of  the  matter  in  the  very  brief,  but 
pregnant,  remarks  which  he  addreeaed 
to  the  House  within  the  last  few  dayi. 
Constant  comparisons  have  been  made 
with  foreign  Armies;  and  it  has  been 
said  that  the  German  Army  and  the 
French  Army,  for  example,  get  on  with- 
out this  punishment.     I  speak  under 
every  sense  of  resjwnsibility ;  but  I  hare 
no  hesitation  in  saying,  without  fear  of 
challenge,  that  if  we  were  placed  in  the 
same  circumstances  and  under  the  same 
conditions  of    semce  as  the   Germin 
Army,   we    could,   without    hesitation, 
adopt  the  same  or  similar  means  of  dis- 
cipline which  they  find  it  necessary  to 
use.     The  conditions,  however,  are  not 
the  same.     In  recent  wars  the  Germin 
Army  have  never  operated  in  an  un- 
civilized country,  or  thousands  of  miles 
away  from  its  base.    The  German  Army 
has  operated,  even  when  within  a  foreign 
country,   in  one  in  which  there  were 
many  conditions  in  respect  of  the  reten- 
tion and  restraint  of  prisoners  that  do 
not  apply  to  the  countries  and  the  cli- 
mates in  which  we  operate.    I  do  not 
wish  to  press  the  argument  too  much; 
but  I  find  in  the  German  Staatsgetehiuek 
frequent  allusion  to  the  OrUffeJiingnitit 
or  local  prison ;  and,  if  I  read  the  con- 
text aright,  it  is  not  unusual  to  use  the 
means  of  restraint  in  prisons,  even  when 
the  Army  finds  itself   in  an  enemj*! 
country.     Of  course,  no  such  means  aie 
open  to  us.     I  will  pass,  however,  ta 
the  argument  adduced  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Berkshire,  that 
it  is  mainlv  the  character  of  the  men  to 
which  we  should  look — a  proposition  in    . 
which  1  entirely  agree  with  him.    Bnt   j 
let  us  understand  that  we  are  not  dealing  p 
with  a  state  of  things  such  as  we  couU   ^ 
wish  to  exist,  but  with  things  as  wefinl    j 
them.     Speaking  briefly,  there  appeir   I 
to  be  three  alternatives  in  the  arguments   -i 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Berkshire.    One 
is  the  argument  he  raises  as  to  the  de- 
sirability of  having  a  smaller  numbcf 
of  picked  men  with  better  pay.    Iquitt 
agree  that  if  you  are  to  get  abeolnta 
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Bommand — as  you  may  reqtdre  to  have 
it  times— of  the  labour  market,  you 
must  give  an  amount  of  pay  not  only 
eonal  to,  but  probably  in  excess  of,  that 
itdch  is  given  in  civil  Ufe.  Men,  when 
thej  come  forward  to  make  these  kind 
of  bargains,  are  sensible  enough  to  know 
the  nature  of  the  engagement  they  are 
making;  and  a  skilled  artizan,  or  any 
other  person  in  a  similar  position,  would 
dearly  understand  the  value  of  his  labour 
if  it  were  transferred  from  one  climate 
to  another,  and  he  would,  therefore, 
expect  not  only  a  fair  day's  pay,  but 
something  in  excess  of  it.  It  must  be 
borne  in  mind,  too,  that  however  much 
akill  makes  up  for  numbers  in  civil 
work,  yet  in  war  \hegro8  hataillons  must 
haTB  Uieir  effect,  and  the  mitrailleuses 
make  no  discrimination  of  persons. 
Then,  again,  there  comes  the  alterna- 
te, which  has  never  recommended 
itself  up  to  the  present  time,  though  I 
haye  heard  expressions  contrary  to  it 
used  in  this  debate — I  mean  the  alterna- 
tive  of  conscription  in  some  form  or 
other.  Assuming  that  you  have  a  con- 
Kription,  as  Germany  and  other  coun- 
ties have,  you  force  men  into  the  Army 
from  all  classes  of  society.  You  either 
npel  the  disorderly  element,  or  so  soften 
it  that  it  can  be  dealt  with  in  a  different 
manner  from  what  it  can  be  in  cases 
where  it  forms  a  larger  portion  of  the 
Force.  But  here,  again,  the  condition  of 
the  different  countries  are  not  the  same. 
Well,  if  we  do  not  choose  to  fall  back 
upon  either  of  these  alternatives — which, 
after  all.  are  a  mere  mattor  of  money — 
jou  have,  I  think,  little  or  nothing  to 
lill  back  upon  except  the  present  system 
«f  enlistment.  That  being  so,  as  long 
asToluntary  enlistment  lasts,  in  ordinary 
times,  at  least,  it  is  idle  to  think  you 
can  tap  many  classes  of  society.  There 
^  practically,  but  one  stratum  from 
^rtueh  your  recruits  are  drawn.  I  do 
xurt  say  that  there  are  not  honourable 
tad  noble  exceptions ;  but  I  believe  a 
■^wy  large  number  of  those  who  enlist, 
whatever  their  good  qualities  in  other 
ivpects,  are  men  who  have  left  their 
^ork  or  their  homes  either  from  wild 
wnts  or  love  of  adventure,  which  some- 
^BMt  is  a  weed  that  runs  to  excess,  and 
fte  need  of  restraint.  Therefore,  taking 
5*)  consideration  what  the  Force  you 
we  to  deal  with  is  now,  I  would  ask, 
•w  yoa  not  in  all  circumstances  to  be 
Glided  to  keep  that  Force  imder  control? 


Or  are  you  to  allow  an  armed  force  to 
degenerate  into  what  it  would,  without 
discipline,  inevitably  become,  an  armed 
and  oven  dangerous  mob  ?  If  not,  you 
must  have  discipline  of  some  kind. 
That  is  conceded.  I  find  no  two  opinions 
on  this  point,  whether  I  search  the  re- 
cords of  foreign  Armies,  or  ask  the 
opinions  of  ofhcers  of  long  experience — 
that  military  punishments  on  active  ser- 
vice must,  in  most  circumstances,  be 
summary,  sharp,  and  decisive.  Many 
minor  offences  are  practically  over- 
looked or  passed  by  on  foreign  service ; 
and,  therefore,  it  is  all  the  more 
necessary,  where  an  offence  becomes 
dangerous  to  the  discipline  of  the  Force 
or  to  the  country  in  which  you  are  acting, 
to  make  an  example  which  will  be  suffi- 
ciently sharp  to  deter  others  from  the 
same  crimes.  I  do  not  know  whether  it 
will  be  necessary  to  argue  the  point  to 
which  I  addressed  myself  the  other  day 
in  reference  to  the  military  punishments 
now  in  force  ;  but  we  have  heard  so 
much  on  this  subject  that  I  must  ask 
pardon  of  the  House  for  doing  what  I 
think  needful  to  maintain  my  position. 
I  believe  it  must  bo  admitted  that  cor- 
jwral  punishment  in  our  Army  has 
proved,  to  a  great  extent,  a  most  success- 
ful substitute  for  the  punishments  in  use 
in  foreign  Armies.  ['*No!"]  Hon. 
Gentlemen  say ''No,*' and  we  are  told 
we  do  not  rest  this  matter  upon  solid 
ground.  On  the  contrary,  I  say  we  do. 
We  have  placed  in  a  Schedule  of  this 
Bill  the  offences  which  are  liable  to  cor- 
poral punishment  on  active  service. 
These  are  offences  which  must  be  dealt 
with  seriously,  and  in  past  times  they 
were  considered  sufficiently  serious  to 
have  the  ])uni8hmont  of  death  awarded 
to  them.  I  have  never  said  that  in  all 
cases  where  corporal  punishment  is 
awarded  death  would  be  awarded.  That 
is  a  statement  I  have  never  made.  But 
this  I  have  said — that  if  you  abolish  cor- 
poral punishment  you  will  inevitably  in- 
crease both  the  death  sentences  and  the 
infliction  of  death.  [*'  No  !  "]  An  hon. 
Gentleman  says  **  No."  I  am  not 
anxious  to  throw  down  an  unnecessary 
challenge ;  but  I  do  not  think  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen will  over  be  successful  in  raising 
a  cry  againwt  corporal  punishment  as  a 
substitute  for  the  death  penalty.  I 
think,  with  the  exception  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Connor  Power) 
and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Den- 
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bigbahire  (Hr.  Osborne  Morgan),  there 
are  very  few  men  who,  if  under  Bentenee 
of  death,  and  asked  to  take  their  choice 
between  25  lashes  and  death  would 
choose  the  latter.  So  far  as  my  ex- 
perience goes,  I  should  be  inclined  to 
believe  that  men  would  prefer  that 
punishment  which  would  leave  them 
still  to  enjoy  some  portion  of  their  lives. 
It  is  no  use  whatever  simply  to  strike 
out  this  punishment  and  shut  your  eyes 
to  the  consequences.  I  fail  to  under- 
stand from  the  speech  of  the  noble  Lord, 
whether  as  an  ex-Minister  for  War  or  in 
any  other  capacity,  what  he  has  in  his 
mind  as  a  substitute  for  this  punish- 
ment— ^whether,  when  our  troops  are 
now  on  active  service,  he  is  going  to 
abolish  this  punishment  at  once  and 
trust  to  the  chapter  of  accidents  to  main- 
tain discipline.  One  word  with  regard 
to  the  clause  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hop  wood), 
to  which  I  stated  my  objections  on  Tues- 
day last  when  the  noble  Lord  spoke  on 
this  question.  I  stated  then  that  I 
thought  it  would  be,  first  of  all,  an  un- 
wise measure ;  and,  secondly,  distinctly 
useless  to  oblige  a  court  martial  to  pass 
a  sentence  of  death  when  they  had  not 
in  their  own  minds  any  idea  that  it 
should  be  executed  and  the  sentence  was 
only  recorded  that  some  other  punish- 
ment might  be  inflicted.  That  is  a 
state  of  things  analogous  to  a  condition 
of  the  civil  laws  which  it  was  found  ex- 
pedient to  get  rid  of.  But  suppose  the 
general  officer  did  not  know  that  when 
they  said  one  thing  they  meant  another. 
He  might  inflict  the  punishment  of 
death  when  the  court  martial  intended 
that  another  punishment  should  be  in- 
flicted. The  more  I  look  at  the  matter 
the  less  I  am  disposed  to  entertain  it. 
What  is  the  line  of  conduct  which  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  has  taken  to-day  ? 
I  am  not  here  in  any  respect  to  blame 
the  noble  Lord  or  to  dispute  his  right  to 
change  his  opinion.  But  one  thing  I 
wish  to  point  out,  because  there  appears 
to  be  a  great  misconception  about  it.  I 
object  to  its  being  said,  for  purposes  of 
argument,  that  any  question  of  humanity 
is  concerned  on  one  side  or  the  other. 
That,  I  think,  will  be  pretty  generally 
admitted.  [*'  No  !  "]  Does  the  hon. 
Gentleman  claim  a  monopoly  of  huma- 
nity for  his  side  of  the  House  with  re- 
gard to  the  infliction  of  the  death 
penalty?    It  has  been  truly  said  cor- 
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poral  punishment  may  be  barbaioUi 
All  punishments  may  be  held  to  bi 
barbarous ;  war  is  certainly  barbaitnn 
Accepting  that  as  a  general  propositiiQi, 
I  am  not  concerned  to  follow  any  olMe^ 
vations  which  have  been  made  on  whit 
I  should  consider  matters  of  sentiment 
The  real  question  is,  is  the  puniahmfliit 
complained  of  necessary?  Much  Im 
been  said  as  if  this  punishment  was  pn- 
valent  in  our  barracK-yards  and  qaarten 
But  that  is  not  the  case.  It  is  on^ 
actually  inflicted  in  active  service  or  on 
board  ship ;  and,  therefore,  let  it  not  go 
forth  that  it  is  a  frequent  incident  of  (£• 
barrack-yard  or  of  militaij  disdpUiML 
Let  that  be  understood.  I  come  nov, 
after  a  rather  long  preface,  tothe  sabjeot- 
matter  of  this  Amendment.  It  is  aa 
abstract  proposition.  The  noble  Lord 
proposes — 

«  That  no  Bill  for  the  Disciplme  and  Bm  ") 

lation  of  the  Army  will  he  satisfactory  to  ttii  1 

House  which  proyides  for  the  permanent  i^  ! 

tention  of  coiporal  punishment  for  MUitny  ^ 

offences."  • 

I  may  say,  for  the  comfort  of  the  sap- 
porters  of  the  noble  Lord,  that  there  ii 
a  vagueness  about  the  terms  which  to 
some  minds  may  be  satisfactory ;  bat  to 
those  who  have  to  deal  with  tins  mattsr 
the  proposition  of  the  noble  Lordisoilj 
intended  to  be,  and  would  have  the  eSsit 
of  being,  absolutely  fatal  to  this  B3L 
I  want  the  House  to  be  kind  enough  to 
look  at  what,  after  very  protracted  noi^. 
after  an  expenditure  of  time  which  si- 
ceeds  that  which  the  right  hon.  M<ap 
ber  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E.  Fontr) 
experienced  in  connection  with  tht 
Ballot  Bill,  is  now  proposed.  It  M 
proposed  to  us  that  this  BiU  shooli 
be  abandoned.  ["No!"]  W4 
that  undoubtedly  would  be  the  efisoL 
K  it  is  moved  and  carried  that  a  Bill. 
which  does  not  contain  a  certain  Frofia>b 
is  for  that  reason  not  satisfactory  to  tei 
House,  that,  in  a  Parliamentary  tenii 
undoubtedly  puts  the  extinguisher  a 
such  a  measure.  Now,  I  do  not  look^ 
at  this  Bill  in  a  personal  light  I 
wish  it,  as  far  as  possible,  to  be  Iht- 
Bill  of  the  House,  and  not  of  ttt~ 
Government,  or  of  any  individii 
In  it  you  have  passed  clauses  which  lA*^ 
troduce  a  system  of  free  enlistment,  Mi  | 
which  do  away  with  many  of  thoM/ 
snares  that  could  hardly  be  held  to  bi^ 
creditable  to  the  manner  in  which  i^ 
oruiting  has  been  carried  on.  YoamilDl 
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nlisfanent  to  be  really  in  the  nature  of 
.free contract,  under  which  those  who 
Bter  into  it  will  find  themselves  freer 
han  they  have  been  at  any  previous 
ime  to  abrogate  it,  if  they  do  not  like 
he  conditions.  You  have  taken  away, 
vhave  greatly  modified,  the  absolute 
xnrer  of  the  provost  marshal,  who  will 
inlv  exercise  his  power  under  the  con- 
m  of  the  statute,  and  will  carry  out 
Jiat  which  is  merely  the  record  of  a 
imnniary  court  martial.  You  have  in- 
lodnced  provisions  by  which  men  who, 
!br  an  offence  of  a  comparatively  minor 
koription,  committed  perhaps  not  with- 
wt  circumstances  of  extenuation,  have 
been  wasting  their  lives  in  prison  under- 
^g  their  sentence,  will  be  enabled, 
rhere  their  antecedent  conduct  justifies 
X  to  be  released,  instead  of  having  to 
fulfil  the  remainder  of  their  sentence, 
lod  will,  perhaps,  have  a  chance  of  re- 
ieeming  their  character  in  service 
ibioBd,  which  has  not  hitherto  been 
Dinted  them  under  our  military  law. 
m  have  placed  penal  servitude  in  a 
sondition  coincident  with  that  which 
pierails  in  the  United  Kingdom.  You 
bavB  materially  alleviated  the  incidents 
of  imprisonment  in  a  hot  climate  or  in 
India.  You  have  placed  the  billeting 
Itv,  which  pressed  unduly  upon  Ireland, 
m  an  entire  equality  with  that  which 
ibtains  in  this  country.  I  might  mention 
nany  other  minor  points  if  time  per- 
nitted ;  but  these  are  some  of  the  prin- 
npal  advantages  which  are  gained  by 
:iiu  Bill,  and  which  I  cannot  help  feei- 
ng will  be  thrown  away,  if  the  House 
looepts  this  Amendment  of  the  noble 
[^.  I  have  said  all  along  that  I 
loped  this  Bill  would  be  one  into  which 
10  Party  considerations  would  enter. 
b  far  as  I  am  concerned  nothing  has 
ifsrbeen  done,  I  trust,  except  in  the 

K'  't  in  which  the  measure  was  intro- 
d.  And,  therefore,  all  the  more  re- 
VKmaibiHty  must  rest  upon  those,  if  such 
toe  be,  who  wish  to  mix  up  Party 
inlings  with  a  matter  deeply  affecting 
I  great  Department  of  the  State.  We 
ttfe  admitted  Amendments — some  per- 
ODs  have  blamed  us  for  admitting  so 
Buy;  but  we  have  done  our  best  to 
W,  as  far  as  in  us  lay,  that  this  Bill 
ru  to  be  the  Bill  of  the  House  and  of 
be  oountzy.  We  wished  to  pass  it  with 
■  mach  consent  as  could  possibly  be 
qneted  f!rom  the  one  side  of  the  House 
Bd  the  other.     Well,  as  I  have  said,  in 


my  opinion — and  I  only  claim  to  speak 
for  myself,  although  I  believe  it  is  also 
the  opinion  of  my  Colleagues  —  this 
Amendment  would  be  absolutely  fatal  to 
the  Bill.  Now,  what  do  you  mean,  if 
this  course  is  successful,  to  put  in  the 
place  of  this  measure  ?  Do  you  think 
this  is  the  time  of  the  Session  when  you 
can  pass  a  new  law  of  Army  regulation  ? 
Do  you  mean  to  leave  the  present  law  as 
it  is,  or  to  take  an  alternative  course, 
which,  as  there  are  all  kinds  of  opinions, 
may  to  some  minds,  perhaps,  seem  not  to 
be  impossible  or  inconvenient  ?  Do  you 
intend  to  disband  the  Army  ?  I  do  not 
suppose  that  in  the  least.  I  do  not  sup- 
pose— although  there  are  exceptions  to 
every  rule — that  the  intentions  of  this 
House  ore  that  the  Army  should  be  dis- 
banded, or  that  it  should  ever  pass  in 
the  slightest  degree  from  the  control  of 
Parliament.  But  what  have  you  in  your 
mind  ?  Do  you  intend  to  continue  the 
existing  law,  or  do  you  intend,  as  soon  as 
possible,  to  put  some  such  measure  as 
this  in  operation?  The  noble  Lord 
gave  us,  as  I  have  said,  a  speech  which 
was  interesting,  but  which  I  could  not 
but  consider  as  rather  partaking  of  the 
nature  of  a  personal  explanation  than  of 
argument  against  going  on  with  the 
Beport  upon  this  Bill.  Ho  stated,  as  I 
understood  him,  that  the  opinion  he  has 
now  expressed  was  in  entire  consonance 
with  his  opinions  some  time  back  ;  and 
that  his  was  by  no  means  a  sudden 
change  of  opinion,  because  before  these 
protracted  discussions  arose  ho  had  the 
same  opinion  as  he  now  holds.  Now,  it 
is  curious,  but  there  are  records  which  I 
am  afraid  we  should  all  like  to  forget 
sometimes,  and  I  find  that  an  Amend- 
ment was  proposed  to  **  leave  out  cor- 
poral punishment  on  board  ships,"  and 
that  the  name  of  the  noble  Lord  appears 
among  those  who  opposed  that  Amend- 
ment. [The  Marquess  of  Hartingtgn  : 
What  is  the  date  ?]  That  was  on  the 
19th  of  June. 

The  AUrquess  of  HAETINGTON  : 
I  stated  frankly  that  I  re-considered  my 
position  on  this  Bill  exactly  at  the  same 
moment  as  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  was  re-considering  his. 

Colonel  STANLEY :  I  do  not  know 
how  far  the  noble  Lord  can  icuL  the  dates 
by  that  reference.  [An  hon.  Member  : 
Saturday  week.]  That  is  the  date  at 
which  the  noble  Lord's  opinion  changed. 
I  expressed  on  that  somewhat  memor- 
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able  Saturday  the  views  which  I  myself 
and  others  entertained ;  but  with  regard 
to  this  matter  I  beg  the  noble  Lord's 
pardon  if  I  in  any  way  mis-stated  his 
argument.  I  put  that,  however,  on  one 
side  altogether,  and  I  will  only  say  that 
no  one  who  has  seen  the  noble  Lord's 
conduct  in  this  House  could  doubt  that 
he  would,  at  this  earliest  opportunity, 
make  a  frank  explanation  of  what  his 
views  are.  Sir,  I  shall  be  the  judge  of 
no  one's  conscience.  I  am  bound  to  be- 
lieve, and  I  do  believe,  that  the  noble 
Lord  sincerely  entertains  the  opinions 
which  he  has  advocated.  I  am  bound 
also  to  believe  that  the  case  is  the 
same  with  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite. 
But  when  I  say  this,  let  me  say  at 
the  same  time  that,  were  it  otherwise,  I 
do  not  think  that  I  could  find  words 
which  would  express  my  feelings  in 
respect  to  those  who  could  prefer — I  do 
not  say  that  they  have  preferred — the 
interests  of  Party  to  the  interests  of  the 
country.  The  noble  Lord,  two  days  ago, 
made  a  statement  with  which  I  entirely 
agree — namely,  that  the  discipline  of 
the  Army  should  be  the  paramount  con- 
sideration. That  is  very  well ;  but  I 
hope  that  we  are  not  to  understand  that 
that  expression  is  in  any  way  confined 
to  the  part  of  the  House  in  which  the 
noble  Lord  sits.  I  venture  to  think  that 
the  Amendment  of  the  noble  Lord  will 
not  be  accepted  ;  and  this  Bill,  which  I 
frankly  say  I  believe  to  be  one  which, 
on  the  whole,  is  greatly  in  favour  of 
the  soldier — which  I  believe  establishes 
satisfactorily  that  position  in  relation  to 
military  law  that  Parliament  has  always 
claimed,  and,  in  my  opinion,  rightly 
claimed,  to  occupy — this  Bill,  which  has 
done  a  good  deal  to  clear  up  the  hidden 
mysteries  of  military  law,  will,  I  hope 
and  venture  to  predict,  survive  the 
noble  Lord's  Amendment.  In  respect 
to  these  matters,  as  I  have  said,  we  have 
been  willing  to  go  as  far  as  we  could 
with  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite.  There  may  have  been  minor 
points  on  which  we  have  even  surren- 
dered our  views  to  theirs.  But  the 
noble  Lord  must  excuse  me  if  I  cannot 
now  follow  him  in  his  present  course, 
and  if  I  adhere  distinctly  and  definitely 
to  the  opinions  I  expressed  when  he 
last  spoke  on  this  subject.  We  have 
considered  the  utmost  limits  to  which, 
in  our  opinion,  in  present  circumstances, 
and  in  the  present  state  of  recruiting. 
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we  are  able  to  go.  We  think  ourBelTei 
bound  to  adhere  to  those  propoflab 
which  we  have  made.  For  the  purpoM 
of  discipline  we  believe  that  these  pro- 
posals are  based  on  a  definite  principle. 
We  do  not  believe  that  the  recruit  or  the 
soldier  will  not  be  clear-headed  enoogli 
to  see  that  those  who  profess  to  be,  and 
who  may  think  that  they  are,  working 
legitimately  in  his  behalf,  may  really  M 
working  against  his  interesta^  And, 
above  all,  we  do  not  believe  that  the 
principles  which  we  have  advocated  ai 
those  of  the  present  Bill  are  such  as  the 
country  will  be  likely  to  discredit.  Bot 
even  if  it  were  so,  if  these  were  the  hut 
words  that  I  have  to  speak  in  this  Hoiiao 
— and  I  am  sure  the  feeling  is  the  saoM 
with  many  hon.  Gentlemen — I  say  thai) 
putting  aside  any  question  of  inclmatton 
on  the  one  hand,  or  fear  on  the  other; 
putting  aside  any  feeling  of  sentimefit, 
and  doing  that  which  we  believe  thoee 
who  are  most  experienced  in  militaiT 
matters  are  most  disposed  to  recommend 
while  our  Forces  remain  on  their  present 
footing,  we  have  done  that  which  ve 
conceived  it  to  be  our  duty  to  do;  and 
in  the  consciousness  of  having  done  our 
duty  we  shall,  at  all  events,  rest  content  | 
I  hope  it  is  not  by  any  outside  damoor,  j 
or  by  any  clamour  on  the  part  of  t  li*  a 
mited  section,  however  active  they  naif  J 
be,  that  this  House  is  to  receive  dictatioA 
as  to  its  proceedings.  We  hope  tiiaft  ^ 
this  House  may,  m  all  these  gme 
matters,  act  up  to  the  words  which  aif 
familiar  to  you,  Sir,  in  our  daily  pio- 
ceedings ;  and  that,  laying  asioe  al. 
Party  prejudices,  we  may  alike  wodk  fiv 
the  welfare  of  the  State. 

Me.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  am  surethafc 
no  one  can  complain  of  the  tone  of  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Qei- 
tloman,  or,  indeed,  of  the  tone  of  aaj 
speech  which  falls  from  him .  To  whatever 
subject  ho  has  occasion  to  refer,  he ii* 
vaiiably  treats  it  in  such  a  manner  aa  te 
extract  from  it  whatever  bittemeea  flC 
exasperation  it  might  possibly,  in  the 
hands  of  others,  seem  to  involve.  And 
I  will  answer  freely  and  at  once  to  the 
amicable  challenge  with  which  he  coi- 
eluded  his  speech,  that  we  should,  aa 
he  said,  in  words  familiar  to  our  dtt^ 
proceedings,  lay  aside  all  Party  pwj*" 
dices,  or,  if  I  may  rely  upon  my  <wni 
memory  rather  than  his,  I  believe  it  ii 
that  we  should  separate  ourselvea  £roA  \ 
private  interests  and  partial  affectiooii 
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shaU  endeaTour  to  follow  the  example 
f  the  rij^ht  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman, 
ecanse  I  have  had  no  share  in  any  of  the 
'arm debates  on  this  sabject.and,  indeed, 
are  only  considered  it  seriously  with  a 
iewto  a  practical  issue,  after  it  had 
een  so  far  opened,  in  part  by  proposals 
lade  from  this  side  of  the  House,  but 
kfll  more  by  the  proceedings  of  the  Go- 
emment  as  to  make  it  the  absolute  and 
nperative  duty  of  every  independent 
iember  of  the  House  to  consider  the 
inestion  at  large.  I  think  it  must  have 
rtrack  everyone  who  listened  to  the  inte- 
reiting  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lut  Gentleman  that  that  speech  was  sin- 
nlarly  sparing  in  direct  argument  upon 
m  merits,  either  of  the  question  of  cor- 
pmd  punishment,  or  on  the  merits  of  the 
Amendment  of  my  noble  Friend.  It  was 
h  collateral  matter  and  issues,  I  think, 
th&t  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
nan  strove  to  attain  the  object  in  which, 
from  former  experience,  I  believe  it  to  be 
Miparently  possible  and  even  probable 
that  he  may  succeed — namely,  in  in- 
dndng  the  majority  of  the  House  to 
npport  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
remment.  Whatwere  the  main  points  of 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Oentleman?  He  commented  upon  the 
peraonal  position  and  acts  of  my  noble 
Friend.  Into  that  portion  of  his  speech 
h  is  qoite  impossible  for  me  to  follow 
ten.  He  referred  to  the  great  rosponsi- 
Wity  of  those  who  say  any  word  or  do 
iBjact  to  establish  any  relation  between 
thu  BiU  and  the  interests  of  Party.  Un- 
doobtedly,  it  did  appear  to  me  that  the 
aatnral  construction  of  that  argument, 
ai  far  as  it  bears  a  natural  construction, 
was  not  a  construction  favourable  to  the 
Colleagues  and  Party  among  whom  he 
Knres.  Because  it  is,  at  any  rate, 
natter  of  chronology  that  before  any 
proceeding  connected  with  the  organiza- 
tion of  Party  had  been  taken  or  dreamt 
of  elsewhere,  an  appeal  was  made  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  Party 
l^vhom  they  were  supported,  as  dis- 
^  from  the  mass  and  body  of  the 
EoQse,  to  support  this  Bill  upon  grounds 
ttd  in  connection  with  considerations 
vliicfa  have  not  yet  been  made  known 
to  the  body  of  the  House.  So  much  for 
that  topic.  There  was  another  topic  of 
peat  importance — namely,  the  menace 
"-for  euch  it  was,  although  conveyed  in 
the  mildest  terms — that  this  Bill,  which 
i*  admitted,   I  believe,  on   all   hands 


apart  from  corporal  punishment,  to  be  a 
very  valuable  Bill,  must  be  abandoned 
in  case  the  Motion  of  my  noble  Friend 
should  be  carried,  and  that  my  noble 
Friend  must  be  regarded  as  the  assassin 
of  the  Bill.  As  to  the  abandonment  of 
the  Bill,  I  presume  we  are  nearly  all 
agreed  that  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
misfortune.  But  no  dictum,  even  pro- 
ceeding from  a  Secretary  of  State,  can 
of  itself  suffice  to  fasten  upon  particular 
persons  the  responsibility  of  that  aban- 
donment. What  is  proposed  by  my 
noble  Friend?  He  has  not  impugned 
the  general  character  of  the  BiQ.  He 
has  not  shown  either  to-night,  or  at  any 
other  period  during  the  discussion,  any 
indisposition  to  promote  it.  He  has 
assailed  in  the  form  which,  I  believe, 
is  acknowledged  on  all  hands  to  be  the 
most  direct  and  simple,  and,  therefore, 
the  most  convenient  for  us  all,  including 
the  Government,  a  particular  head  of 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  which  is  com- 
pletely separate  from  the  body  of  the  Bill. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  says 
— "  That  Motion,  if  carried,  will  be  fatal 
to  the  Bill,  and  you  will  be  responsible 
for  its  destruction."  In  other  language, 
he  announces  that  so  closely  is  the  Go- 
vernment wedded  to  the  proposition 
upon  the  subject  of  flogging  that,  with- 
out the  maintenance  of  the  provisions  as 
they  stand,  they  will  not  consent  to  con- 
fer upon  the  Army  and  upon  the  country 
tho  great  benefits  which  the  rest  of  the 
Bill  will  bring.  Tho  question  on  whom 
the  responsibility  of  so  serious  a  calamity 
would  rest — we  being  agreed  that  the 
abandonment  of  the  Bill  would  be  such 
a  calamity — is  a  question  not  to  be  settled 
by  any  Ministerial  declaration,  but  by  a 
calm  and  unprejudiced  view  of  the 
position  of  the  case  and  the  public 
motives  that  ought  to  guide  us  at 
this  moment.  It  is  from  that  point 
of  view  alone  that  I  wish  to  examine 
this  matter.  And  how  does  it  stand  ? 
I  am  not  ashamed  to  confess  that  upon 
this  question  I  have  at  all  times  been 
ruled  in  the  main  by  authority.  There 
may  be  Gentlemen  in  this  House 
who  have  such  a  range  and  capa- 
city of  mind  that  they  can  form  for 
themselves  independent  original  judg- 
ments upon  every  point  of  the  ten  thou- 
sand su ejects  that  are  incessantly  pre- 
sented for  our  consideration.  I  certainly 
am  not  one  of  these,  and  it  would  be 
mere  affectation  on  my  part  to  pretend 
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to  pronounce  an  original  opinion  on  the 
question  whether  corporal  punishment 
was  or  was  not  necessary  for  the  main- 
tenance of  discipline  in  the  Army.  I 
cannot  arrive  at  the  conclusion  except 
by  the  aid  of  authority.  But  in 
order  that  authority  may  sway  my  mind 
in  such  a  case,  it  is  necessary  that  that 
authority  should  be  weighty,  that  it 
should  be  clear,  that  it  should  deliver 
its  utterances  without  doubt  or  hesita- 
tion. But  how  does  this  matter  stand  ? 
We  know  that  the  officers  of  the  Army 
are  very  far  from  unanimous.  We  are 
given  to  understand  that  among  the 
younger  officers  those  who  have,  at  least, 
the  one  advantage  over  many  of  their 
seniors  of  better  and  more  careful  prepara- 
tion, a  belief  in  the  inexpediency  of  the 
punishment  is  more  widely  spread,  and  a 
larger  proportion  are  found  to  recommend 
its  aboUtion  than  if  the  officers  had  given 
their  opinion  20,  30,  or  40  years  ago. 
But,  apart  from  the  opinion  of  officers, 
which  must  necessarily  be  to  some  ex- 
tent vague  and  general,  what  we  have 
to  look  to  is  the  language  held,  and  the 
course  pursued,  by  the  Executive  in 
dealing  with  this  question.  I  must  ven- 
ture to  remind  the  House  of  the  chal- 
lenge given  by  my  noble  Friend  upon  a 
former  day,  and  the  total  absence  of 
any  disposition  on  the  part  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  take  up  that 
challenge,  which,  if  they  had  been  in  a 
condition  to  take  it  up,  would  have  been 
the  easiest  matter  in  the  world  to  deal 
with.  My  noble  Friend  mentioned  cer- 
tain vague  and  idle  rumours,  but  ru- 
mours which  were  apparently  supported 
by  no  small  show  of  credibUity,  to  the 
effect  that  Her  Majesty's  Government 
had  once  arrived — upon  or  near  that 
memorable  Saturday — at  the  determina- 
tion that,  on  the  whole,  they  would  best 
discharge  the  duty  to  the  country  by 
abandoning  corporal  punishment.  [  * '  No, 
no!"]  I  am  not  even  reiterating  the 
existence  of  these  rumours.  I  am  simply 
reciting,  as  well  as  I  can,  that  which 
was  pointedly  and  intelligibly  stated  by 
my  noble  Friend  two  days  ago,  when  he 
rose  in  his  place  and  was  followed  by 
the  Secretary  of  State.  My  noble  Friend 
first  referred  to  these  rumours,  and  to 
others  not  less  plausibly  supported,  to 
the  effect  that  it  was  in  consequence  of 
the  dissatisfaction  of  a  body  of  their 
supporters,  and  not  of  considerations  of 
muitaiy  dijBoipline,  that  the  Government 
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had  receded  from  their  determinatikMU 
And  my  noble  Friend  invited  Her  Jbr 
jesty's  Gt)vemment  to  meet  the  zepoiti 
to  which  he  referred,  if  they  were  in  i 
condition  to  do  so,  with  a  simple,  but 
intelligible  and  emphatic,  contradictioi. 
The  Secretary  of  State,  having  h6aid 
that  challenge,  and  having  risen  in  hii 
place  to  reply,  took  no  notice  of  it  whti- 
ever,  but  left  the  reports  in  gieotv 
darkness  than  before.  The  importaoM 
of  that  f  axit,  as  regards  the  queetion  of 
authority,  can  hardly  be  denied ;  but  it 
was  impossible  not  to  notioe  also  tbe 
language  used  by  the  Seoretaiyof  Stats. 
I  watched  it  carefully,  and,  although  I 
have  not  the  note  of  the  words  at  hand,  I 
refer  to  the  words  in  which  the  ri^ 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  annoimoBi 
the  intention  of  Her  Majest/s  Go- 
vernment. They  were  to  the  effect  that 
they  would  adhere  to  the  propositions  in 
the  Bill  as  it  now  stands.  They  felt  it 
their  duty  to  adhere  to  them ;  but  there 
was  not  a  single  syllable  in  the  statenuai 
of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  G^ntlemu, 
either  explicitly  or  indirectly,  showing 
their  belief  or  conviction  of  the  neoei^ 
sity  of  retaining  corporal  punishment  ii 
the  Army.  That,  I  believe,  is  and*- 
niably  the  state  of  the  case  as  far  as  tht 
question  of  authority  is  concerned.  Nov, 
let  me  turn,  for  a  few  moments,  to  tfas 
state  of  the  case  as  regards  argument 
There  is  great  utility,  sometimes,  in  thit 
epigrammatic  form  of  expression  1)J 
which,  by  means,  possibly,  of  one  mmuh 
syllable  the  leading  ideas  on  a  subjeflt 
are  put  forward.  £i  that  manner,  tliil 
has  been  said  to  be  a  question  betweM 
the  lash  and  the  buUet ;  but  that  aroeet 
of  the  case  has  been  fairly  denied  bf 
the  frank  speeches  of  sevend  hon.  6m- 
tlemen  opposite,  and  especially  in  tW 
of  my  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the 
Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  & 
Barttelot).  The  suggestion  of  my  noUa 
Friend  has  completely  destroyed  the  idea 
that  it  is  a  question  between  the  ladi 
and  the  bullet.  According  to  that  soiP- 
gestion,  a  flogging  may  be  administenit 
not  for  a  wide  range  of  offences,  in* 
finitely  various  in  their  character,  aid 
which  are  now,  in  sweeping  terms,  mak 
punishable  by  death ;  but  as  an  altena^ 
tivo  for  death  only  in  cases  where  a  coni 
martial,  but  for  flogging,  would  be  con* 
pellod  to  pronounce  a  sentence  of  deaths 
and  the  Judges  would  be  compelled  ta 
give  effect  to  that  sentence.  Here  is  the 
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d  question  at  iBsae  between  the 
ro  ades  of  the  House.  I  hope 
hsve  not  said  a  word  to  impugn  lor 
moment  the  humanity  of  hon.  Mem- 
vs  oppoflite,  or  or  to  draw  a  oompa- 
Km  whidh  must  always  be  inyidious 
stween  the  humanity  of  one  side  and 
f  the  other.  It  is  not  neoessary  for  me 
I  do  so,  and  I  confine  myself  to  the 
MSts  of  the  case.  If  a  more  severe  oode 
I  thought  neoessary  by  hon.  Gentlemen 
ppodte,  I  have  no  doubt  that  they  will 
like  a  sacrifice  of  their  private  views 
0  the  public  interest ;  but  it  would  not 
le  the  duty  of  anyone  not  sharing  their 
onviotion  of  the  necessity  of  corporal 
umiahment  to  disguise  the  real  point  at 
mie.  Let  it  be  imderstood  what  that 
Koe  is,  though  it  is  not  the  question 
tf  those  who  are  the  opponents  simplici- 
Sir  of  corporal  punishinent.  My  noble 
Pnrad  says — "If  you  desire  simply  to 
iToid  the  necessity  of  shooting,  and  if 
foa  have  an  alteniative  by  which  you 
Mi  escape  it,  you  should  distinctly  state 
kite  intention  of  Parliament  in  the  Pre- 
unUe."  In  the  early  part  of  my  Par- 
IJimentaiy  career  such  a  Preamble  was 
bjno  means  so  rare  as  now,  and  it  has 
unple  considerations  to  recommend  it  in 
xrtain  cases.  Why,  then,  have  the 
3ovsmment  rejected  that  proposal  ?  If 
ib  argument — ^the  only  one,  I  will  ven- 
ture to  say,  that  presses  on  this  side  of 
ihe  House,  and  the  one  that  seems  to 
ineet  with  most  favour  on  the  other  side 
-is  that  it  is  a  question  between  the 
lish  and  the  bullet,  I  answer  that  that 
xnuideration  will  be  completely  disposed 
if  if  Parliament  chooses  to  declare  that, 
nits  judgment,  the  lash  should  not  be 
ued  except  when  the  punishment  would 
ithenrise  be  death.  That  argument 
night  be  used  against  those  who  do  not 
sQDcnr  with  my  noble  Friend ;  but,  as 
b  as  he  is  concerned,  it  is  without  point 
ir  fbroe.  However,  that  offer  of  my 
nUe  Friend  has  been  made  and  de- 
fied, and  the  position  in  which  we  find 
^uselves,  stated  in  the  compass  of  a 
uigle  sentence,  is  this — ^the  Government 
nrtoally  say  to  us — ''Unless  you  will 
pre  OS  the  power  of  inflicting  corporal 
Mmishment  in  a  number  and  class  of 
lies  in  which,  provided  corporal  punish- 
Mnt  could  not  be  inflicted,  the  punish- 
Bmt  of  death  would  not  be  thought  of, 
re  threaten  to  abandon  the  fruit  and 
^bonr  of  the  Session."  I  am  now 
peaking  of  that  which  was  most  ex- 


plicitly stated  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  West  Sussex,  and  it  is  by  no 
means  the  narrow  question  of  a  few 
cases  in  which,  while  death  is  not  ex- 
cessive, flogging  may  be  the  preferable 
alternative,  but  it  is  a  question  ranging 
over  a  much  wider  field.  We  have  been 
for  many  months  engaged  in  a  g^eat 
national  policy ;  we  do  not  wish  to  rest 
under  the  reproach  that  our  Army, 
resting,  as  it  aoes,  on  the  basis  of  volun- 
tary service,  must  necessarily  be  inferior 
in  character  to  that  of  other  nations. 
We  are  not  prepared  to  admit  that  a 
punishment  which  in  itself  unquestion- 
ably tends  to  degrade  and  demoralize  a 
soldier,  and  wluch  is  not  needful  for 
other  nations,  is  needful  for  us.  We 
think,  on  the  contrary,  that  if  we  wish 
to  pursue  our  policy  of  raising  the  cha- 
racter of  the  Army  by  raising  the  condi- 
tions of  service,  we  must  endeavour  to 
get  rid  of  that  punishment  which,  un- 
less it  is  used  strictly  as  a  substitute  for 
death,  is  the  most  likely  of  all  the  condi- 
tions of  service  to  depress  the  nature 
and  the  class  of  the  recruits  in  our  bar- 
racks. Surely,  no  one  can  doubt  the 
great  mischief  attending  the  infliction  of 
this  punishment.  In  former  days  it  has 
been  used  with  comparative  indiffer- 
ence ;  and  I  do  not  suppose  that  most  of 
those  who  argued  the  question  30  or  40 
years  ago  had  any  adequate  sense  of  the 
real  and  substantial  objections  that  may 
be  urged  against  it.  There  is  the  effect 
upon  the  man  himself  who  suffers  it, 
and  I  think  that  hardly  the  most  san- 
guine of  its  advocates  will  contend  that 
it  is  a  punishment  of  a  reformatory  cha- 
racter. Then,  again,  there  is  the  effect 
on  those  who  inflict  it ;  and  I  can  scarcely 
conceive  any  form  of  duty  from  which 
the  good  men  of  an  Army  must  be  more 
averse,  even  in  cases  where  it  takes  the 
place  of  a  severer  punishment.  Then, 
too,  there  is  the  effect  it  has  on  the  other 
comrades  of  the  culprit.  There  was  a 
time,  not  so  very  long  ago,  when  the 
punishment  of  common  thieves  by  the 
lash,  if  they  were  soldiers,  was  delibe- 
rately advocated  by  men  of  high  cha- 
racter and  great  experience ;  I  cannot 
but  hope  and  believe  that  in  the  pre- 
sent day,  if  we  contemplate  the  effects 
likely  to  follow  our  endeavours  to  raise 
the  condition  of  our  soldiers,  we  shall 
not  be  too  sanguine  in  arriving  at  the 
conclusion  that  for  offences  for  which 
death  would  never  be  inflicted  we  may 
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safely  dispense  with  the  punishmeiit  of 
the  lash.  I  will  not  dwell  for  more  than 
a  moment  on  that  other  very  serious 
question,  what  is  the  actual  basis,  after 
all  that  has  been  said  on  the  subject  in 
this  House  during  the  present  year, 
upon  which  the  authority  now  rests  in 
the  Army  ?  What,  I  would  ask,  is  the 
time  for  which  it  can  prudently  be  main- 
tained as  a  punishment  in  the  Army  ? 
Do  you  believe  that,  after  all  that  has 
occurred,  it  can  be  long-liyed  ?  And  if 
not,  if  you  think  that  it  can  only  last  for 
a  short  term,  do  you  suppose  that  it 
will  be  efficient  for  the  purposes  for 
which  you  desire  that  it  should  be  con- 
tinued ?  I  will  not  dwell  at  length  upon 
this,  notwithstanding  that  I  feel  it  to  be 
a  most  pregnant  and  important  part  of 
the  subject,  because  I  feel  that  argu- 
ments like  this  might  'seem  to  have  the 
character  of  menace,  and  I  wish  to  keep 
the  tone  of  the  debate  clear  of  such  an 
imputation.  I  have  now,  and  I  hope 
without  prejudice,  endeavoured  to  lay 
before  the  House  what  I  conceive  to  be 
the  true  position  of  the  case.  If  ever 
there  was  a  question  which  ought  to  be 
considered  as  a  whole,  and  without  re- 
ference to  anything  except  the  real  in- 
terests at  stake,  this  is  that  question. 
It  is  regarding  it  from  that  point  of 
view,  and  that  point  of  view  alone,  en- 
tirely apart  from  the  prejudices  or  bitter- 
ness of  Party,  that  I,  for  one,  have  ar- 
rived at  the  conclusion  that  the  course 
which  my  noble  Friend  asks  us  to  take 
is  a  wise  course,  and  looking  at  the  posi- 
tion in  which  the  question  now  stands, 
owing  to  the  acts  of  the  Government, 
I  cheerfully  accept  the  alternative  which 
they  offer  to  us,  and  shall  record  my 
vote  in  support  of  the  Amendment. 

Viscount  SANDON:  We  must  now 
feel  thoroughly  re-assured,  after  the 
speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich,  that  no  question 
whatever  of  humanity  is  at  stake  between 
those  who  sit  on  the  two  sides  of  the 
House.  The  point  of  view  from  which 
the  Government  look  at  the  matter  is, 
honestly  and  truly,  that  of  humanity. 
From  that  point  of  view,  the  Govern- 
ment consider  it  to  be  a  most  serious 
question  ;  for  we  have  not  only  to  take 
into  account  the  suffering  which  may  be 
inflicted  on  an  individual  soldier,  but 
the  dangers  which  may  surround  our 
Army  in  the  field,  as  well  as  those  to 
which  the  unoffending  population  among 
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whom  it  may  have  to  moye  may  be  ex- 
posed, and  the  risk  to  the  policj  i& 
support  of  which  war  may  have  beoome 
necessary.  And  now  I  should  like  to 
know  how  the  noble  Lord  and  the  risfat 
hon.  Gentleman  can  explain  their  eadw 
conversion  in  this  matter.  The  change 
was  made  only  last  Saturday  week,  aal 
it  has  been  made,  the  right  hon.  Gen^ 
man  who  has  just  sat  down  says,  simply 
because  he  and  those  who  act  with  then 
found  they  were  supported  by  anthontj 
in  the  view  which  they  now  take.  BA 
what  was  the  authority  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  cited  ?  SaccesBtre 
Lioeral  Governments  have  been  in  favour 
of  maintaining  flogging  as  a  punishment 
in  the  Army.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Jolm 
Bright)  was  a  Member  of  a  (Government 
for  years,  during  whose  tenure  of  Offin 
flogging  in  the  Army  might  be  inflicted 
to  the  extent  of  50  lashes.  The  xiglit 
hon.  Gentleman  and  his  Colleagues  mut 
have  believed  that  it  was  a  puniahmeifc 
which  was  necessary  for  the  purpose  of 
maintaining  discipline  among  the  troopi 
in  the  fleld,  otherwise  they  would  not 
have  been  justified  in  permitting  it  to  be 
resorted  to.  But  what,  I  repeat,  is  the 
authority  on  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwkk 
relies  ?  The  first  authority  he  gave  oi 
was  that  of  younger  officers  of  the  Aimj; 
but  he  did  not  quote  the  name  of  ft 
single  officer  as  being  in  favour  of  the 
abolition  of  flogging.  This  reminds  ne 
of  a  somewhat  similar  assertion  whioh 
was  made  by  the  hon.  Member  ftr 
Sheffield  (Mr  Mundella),  who  saidthit 
only  one  or  two  soldiers  had  been  shot 
in  the  Gorman  Army  during  the  cili* 
paigns  against  Austria  and  Franee^ 
Now,  that,  I  cannot  help  thinkinff,  ii 
one  of  those  wanton  assertions  whiw  we 
occasionally  hear  made  in  this  House. 

Mb.  mundella  :  That  aseertion  M 
confirmed  by  a  letter  which  appean  ii 
the  newspapers  this  morning.  [**  Ori^i 
order!  "J 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  he  is  not  now  ii 
Order.  He  will  have  another  oppor- 
tunity of  explaining. 

Viscount  SANDON :  I  cannot  hdp 
thinking  that,  when  assertions  of  the 
kind  are  made,  the  authority  on  wtiA 
they  are  founded  should  also  be  gifeiii 
and  it  would,  it  seems  to  me,  reqviit 
some  very  good  authority  to  eetftpliih 


e  traOi  of  that  whicli  the  hon.  Gentle- 
in  has  stated.  But  to  go  back  to  the 
lihoriUeB  cited  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
man  the  Member  for  Greenwich.  Bo- 
les the  younger  officers  of  the  Army, 
'  whom  he  did  not  name  one— although 
ben  he  was  talking  about  officers  he 
iffht  have  referred  to  the  hon.  and 
lUant  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Een- 
ewshire  (Colonel  Mure),  who  honestly 
Id  the  House  that  if  flogging  were 
Mlished  he  did  not  know  how  dis- 
ipline  in  the  Army  was  to  be  main- 
imed — the  right  hon.  Gentleman's 
ther  great  authority  was  Her  Majesty's 
kyremment,  who,  it  had  been  rumoured, 
«  said,  intended  at  one  time  to  abolish 
logging  altogether.  I  am,  however,  in 
(position  to  say  that  that  rumour  is 
iMdately  and  entirely  untrue.  I  have 
nerer  heard  the  subject  once  mentioned, 
ud  the  Government  never  entertained 
u  idea  of  giving  up  flogging  in  the 
yd.  It  is  very  strange  that  these 
nmours  should  be  advanced  as  an 
authority  on  a  g^at  question.  60  far 
ai  I  comd  make  out,  those  two  were  the 
only  authorities  cited  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  what  is  the  argument  of 
iha  noble  Ix)rd  who  sits  beside  him  ? 
He  says  that  he  entirely  agreed  with 
those  who  thought  it  was  necessary  to 
Rtain  the  power  of  inflicting  the  punish- 
ment of  flo^^ng  in  the  fleld ;  but  that 
the  changes  which  had  been  made 
duing  the  progress  of  the  Bill  through 
GoDunittee  had  completely  upset  his  cal- 
Gsktions  on  the  subj ect.  But  what  were 
thoee  changes?  The  Government  con- 
noted to  the  reduction  of  the  number  of 
hihes  from  50  to  25,  when  they  found 
that  the  military  authorities  were  of 
<^on  that  the  maintenance  of  dis- 
cipline woidd  not,  in  consequence,  be  en- 
dangered, and  some  alteration  was  made 
▼ith  reference  to  the  powers  to  be  in- 
tnuted  to  the  provost  marshal.  It  would 
^pear,  however,  that  if  we  had  re- 
tamed  the  punishment  of  flogging  for  all 
thoee  triviiJ  offences  for  which  it  might 
have  been  inflicted  before  under  a 
Liberal  Government,  the  noble  Lord 
voold  have  continued  to  oppose  its 
abolition,  true  to  the  past  of  himself  and 
^Friends.  But  because  we  take  the 
Mble  step  of  doing  away  with  flogging, 
izoept  for  those  grave  offences  which  are 
loaishable  with  death,  the  noble  Lord 
iame  down  to  the  House  on  Saturday 
^,  prepared  to  reverse  the  position 
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which  he  maintained  this  year  and  which 
has  been  maintained  for  years  past  by 
successive  Governments.  I  do  not  know 
whether  this  change  may  properly  be 
described  as  a  Farty  manoeuvre  ;  but  it 
has  the  appearance  of  being  something 
of  the  kind.  I  would  point  out  to  the 
House  that  the  question  before  us  is  one 
on  which  it  is  not  only  military  men  who 
are  competent  to  decide.  It  is  a  ques- 
tion which  deeply  affects  the  interests  of 
our  country,  for  everything  which  re- 
lates to  the  honour  and  efficiency  of  the 
Army  touches  every  Englishman  to  the 
quick.  I  think  I  must  confess  that  we 
have  rather  muddled  up  the  subject. 
Owing  to  the  long  discussions  which  we 
have  had  upon  it,  I  should  not  be  sur- 
prised if,  in  many  quarters,  it  came  to  be 
thought  that  we  were  now,  when  we  are 
at  peace,  about  to  introduce  the  system 
of  flogging  into  the  Army  for  the  flrst 
time.  The  Amendment  of  the  noble 
Lord  has,  no  doubt,  been  carefully 
worded  ;  but  there  is  not  one  word  in  it 
which  would  load  one  to  suppose  that 
flogging  was  to  be  resorted  to  only  when 
the  troops  were  in  active  service.  As  I 
have  said,  an  impression  appears  to  pre- 
vail, in  some  quarters,  that  a  Conservative 
Government  are  estabUshing  flogging 
for  all  military  offences ;  whereas  the 
fact  is  that  we  are  continuing  a  Code 
which  has  been  adopted  by  previous 
Governments  for  many  years,  and  that 
in  the  course  of  our  proceedings  we  have 
been  able  considerably  to  modify  it. 
And  what,  let  me  ask,  does  active  ser- 
vice mean  ?  It  is,  after  all,  but  a  mere 
euphemism  for  the  horrible  realities  of 
war.  You  have  your  Army  here  in 
England  looking  as  mild  and  well-man- 
nered as  possible ;  but  various  circum- 
stances from  time  to  time  arise,  which 
compel  you  to  throw  it  upon  a  foreign 
and,  perhaps,  a  barbarous  shore.  Why 
have  you  to  do  so  ?  Because  of  the  ex- 
traordinary entorprize  of  your  commerce. 
You  establish  settlements  which,  at  last, 
draw  you  into  complications,  and  oblige 
you  to  send  out  your  troops  to  defend 
them.  Look  at  the  immense  importance 
of  maintaining  discipline  in  the  Army  in 
such  circumstances  for  the  sake  of  the 
men  themselves.  You  say  that  taking 
a  fowl  or  anything  of  that  kind  is  a 
small  matter  in  one  of  those  parts  ;  but 
do  you  not  think  that,  in  the  interest  of 
your  men  alone  who  fight  your  battles,  it 
is  of  enormous  importance  that  the  feel- 
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ing  of  the  population  should  not  be 
turned  against  them  —  that  guerilla 
warfare  should  not  be  occasioned  ?  And 
what  does  guerilla  warfare  moan,  but 
that  your  men  might  be  shot  down  as 
they  go  along  ?  One  of  the  great  ob- 
jects of  a  civilized  country  is  to  prevent 
the  feeling  of  a  whole  population  being 
turned  against  you.  Is  it  liot  your  in- 
terest that  when  your  Army  is  leaving 
a  country  which  it  has  entered  it  should 
leave  the  population  of  that  country  as 
friends  instead  of  foes  ?  Can  you 
imagine  that  after  terrible  conflicts, 
after  hand-to-hand  encounters,  after 
seeing  comrades  out  down  by  his  side, 
an  English  lad  from  the  plough,  from 
the  mine,  from  the  workshop,  or  the 
loom,  is  at  all  so  gentle  a  creature  as  he 
is  at  home  ?  Your  Army,  after  an  en- 
counter in  the  fleld,  might  become  some- 
thing like  demons,  unless  they  were 
under  control.  I  venture  to  say  that, 
on  the  ground  of  humanity,  it  is  neces- 
sary that  there  should  be  a  power  of  in- 
flicting a  sharp  and  severe  punishment. 
The  only  way  in  which  we  can  prevent 
troops  being  embarrassed  by  guerillas, 
and  the  population  being  subject  to  the 
most  fearful  outrages,  is  by  having  a 
system  of  short,  but  sharp  punishment 
where  the  troops  are  actually  engaged 
in  war.  That  being  the  case,  what  is 
the  punishment  to  be  inflicted  ?  All  ex- 
perience shows  that  you  cannot  imprison 
in  the  fleld  ;  I  do  not  believe  in  tortur- 
ing a  man  by  tying  him  to  a  tree ;  I  do 
not  believe  that  Englishmen  would  tole- 
rate the  French  system.  What  re- 
source, then,  have  you  ?  You  have  the 
resource  of  shooting,  or  of  inflicting 
corporal  punishment,  such  as  it  is  now 
proposed  to  maintain.  If  I  look  at  the 
question  from  a  humanitarian  point  of 
view,  or  have  regard  to  the  authority  of 
military  men  of  the  past,  I  have  no 
choice  in  this  matter.  I,  for  one,  would 
be  no  party  to  the  change  that  is  sug- 
gested, of  giving  power  to  our  officers  to 
order  our  soldiers  to  be  shot  for  breaches 
of  discipline  in  the  fleld.  I  decline  en- 
tirely to  take  upon  my  head  the  blood  of 
the  English  soldiers  who  will  be  shot  if 
this  milder  form  of  punishment  is  done 
away  with.  I  believe  that  if,  in  a 
moment  of  Farty  excitement,  you  took 
away  the  existing  power  of  inflicting  cor- 
poral punishment,  you  would  be  sowing 
the  seeds  of  one  of  the  most  terrible  of 
all  calamities — an  undisciplined  Army 
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in  the  fleld ;  for  the  military  oommaB- 
ders,  though  they  found  they  could  not 
use  the  lash,  would,  for  a  time,  not  dan 
to  use  the  bullet.  Holding  these  viewi, 
I  decline  to  take  the  responsibilitT  of 
increasing  the  number  oi  our  soldien 
who  will  be  shot  in  the  field  by  tlie 
hands  of  their  brethren.  I  beg  to  ex- 
press my  own  personal  feeling  in  oppo> 
sition  to  the  Motion  of  the  noble  Liofi 
I  do  so  on  the  ground  of  humanity,  £ff 
the  sake  of  the  inhabitants  of  thoN 
countries  in  which  our  soldiers  mar 
hereafter  unfortunately  be  eng^aged;! 
do  so  for  the  sake  of  our  soldiers,  aiad 
for  the  sake  of  the  military  honour  of 
this  great  country. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  the  noUe 
Lord  who  had  just  spoken  characteriied 
a  statement  which  he  made  the  other 
night  as  a  wanton  statement.  [An  hon. 
Member  :  Wandering.]  He  understood 
the  word  used  was  wanton.  He  ao- 
cepted  it  either  way.  The  noble  Loid 
was  always  put  up  by  the  Oovenunent 
when  there  was  a  question  of  humanity 
under  discussion ;  but  there  was  no 
Member  in  that  House  who  was  sovihi- 
perative  to  the  extent  of  his  limited 
capacity  as  the  noble  Lord.  He  had 
once  before  to  apply  to  the  noble  Lord 
the  lines  of  Byron — 

**Tho  mildest-mannered  man 
That  over  scuttled  ship,  or  cut  a  throat** 

The  noble  Lord  got  up  with  an  appea^ 
ance  of  fairness ;  but  he  managed  to 
insert  as  much  venom,  to  convey  ai 
many  innuendoes,  and  to  impute  ai 
many  bad  motives  in  his  speecn  as  anj 
man  who  got  up  in  that  Mouse.  Ba 
(Mr.  Mundella)  begged  to  say  that  tha 
statement  which  the  noble  Lord  decLand 
to  be  absolutely  untrue  was  made  upoi 
the  authority  of  a  British  officer  of  great 
distinction.  To  day  there  appeared  in 
Th^  Times  a  letter  signed  by  a  solditf 
—  Captain  Hozier — who  said  he  w«i 
attached  to  the  German  Army  duxiflf 
the  Austrian  and  French  campaign^ 
and  that  while  no  corporal  puniahiMl 
was  inflicted  upon  the  men  of  that  Aimjr 
not  a  single  soldier  was  shot  in  either 
of  those  campaigns  for  breach  of  dis- 
cipline. Captain  Hozier  further  stated 
that  during  the  last  25  years  not  a  maa 
had  been  shot  in  the  Austrian  Army* 
Why  did  not  the  Secretary  of  State  fer 
War  contradict  these  statements  if  thef 
were  not  true?    His  (Mr.  Mundella'a) 
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statement  was  made  on  Tuesday.  The 
Secietazy  of  State  for  War  had  access 
to  official  information,  and  he  knew 
whether  that  statement  was  true  or  not. 
If  it  was  not  true,  why  did  not  he  say 
BO?  Because  he  knew  better.  The 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  liverpool 
said  that  as  our  troops  went  to  barba- 
rous countries  it  was  necessary  for  the 
maintenanoe  of  discipline  to  retain  the 
power  of  inflicting  corporal  punishment 
on  our  soldiers.  Were  there  no  prisons 
in  South  Africa  ?  Were  there  no  prisons 
in  India?  What  did  it  come  to  ?  That 
flogging  was  to  be  maintained  for  the 
sake  of  Afghanistan  and  Zululand.  Was 
there  eyer  such  a  hypocritical  pretence 
as  that?    P' Order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  :  The  expression 
which  the  hon.  (^enUeman  has  just  used 
is  not  Parliamentary. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  said,  he  at  once 
withdrew  any  term  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  was  un-Parliamentary. 
But  he  maintained  that  the  statement 
would  not  bear  examination  for  a  mo- 
ment, that  it  was  necessary  to  maintain 
flogging  in  order  that  the  Natives  of 
the  country  which  we  invaded  might 
not  suflfer  at  the  hands  of  our  soldiers. 
Two  distiuguished  officers,  yesterday, 
said  to  him  that  it  was  a  mistake  to 
maintain  flogging ;  and  they  hoped  he 
would  use  his  influence,  if  he  had  any, 
to  get  flogging  abolished.  He  would 
not  betray  their  confidence  by  giving 
their  names.  He  was  satisfied,  if  flowing 
were  abolished — and  it  was  very  nearly 
abolished  —  we  should  have  a  better 
Army,  and  those  who  now  fought  for 
the  maintenance  of  the  lash  would  look 
back  on  their  action  with  regret,  if  not 
with  shame. 

Mb.  BENETT-STANFOED  said, 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just  sat 
down  complained  of  the  vituperation  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  Liver- 
pool (Viscount  Sandon) ;  but  the  noble 
Lord  had  the  advantage,  inasmuch  as  he 
had  not,  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
Sheffield,  been  called  to  Order  by  the 
Chair.  If  he  had  had  any  doubt  as  to 
this  question  of  flog^ng  having  been 
taken  up  by  the  Leaders  of  the  Opposi- 
tion as  a  Party  question,  that  doubt 
had  been  removed  by  the  speeches  of 
the  right  hon.  Member  for  Green- 
wich and  the  noble  Lord  the  Member 
for  the  Badnor  Boroughs.  The  supporters 
of  the   Qovemment    were   placed   in 


this  matter  at  a  disadvantage,  because 
the  unreflecting  portion — ^which  he  re- 
gretted to  say  comprised  a  very  large 
portion — of  the  public  would  arrive  at 
the  conclusion  that  Members  who  sat  on 
this  side  of  the  House  were  the  pro- 
moters of  flogging  in  the  Army,  while 
those  who  sat  on  the  Opposition  side 
were  the  mild,  gentie,  humanitarian 
Liberals  who  wished  to  abolish  the  lash. 
He  did  not  think  that  was  a  fair  view, 
and  he  trusted  the  public,  after  the  de- 
bate, would  see  that  there  was  just  as 
much  humane  feeling  and  g^od  wishes 
for  the  welfare  of  the  Army  on  the  one 
side  of  the  House  as  on  the  other.  What 
were  the  facts  as  to  flogging  ?  The  lash 
was  only  maintained  when  this  country 
was  in  a  state  of  war  with  another  coun- 
try, and  on  board  ship  under  the  flag. 
The  public  scarcely  contemplated  tlus 
fact  ?  Why  was  flogg^g  kept  up  at 
all  in  the  Army  ?  Because  officers  com- 
manding regiments  declared  that,  unless 
this  punishment  was  maintained,  it  was 
impossible  to  keep  up  discipline  before 
the  enemy.  No  substitute  for  the  lash 
had  been  suggested  imless,  indeed,  it  was 
the  bullet.  With  regard  to  the  severity 
of  the  pimishment  itself,  he  was  bound 
to  say,  having  served  abroad  in  the  old 
days,  when  flogging  was  much  more 
common  than  in  recent  years,  he  had 
seen  the  most  harrowing  and  painful 
sights  in  India.  The  scene  was  to  many 
persons  more  painful,  mentally,  than  it 
was  to  the  men  who  physically  received 
the  punishment.  He  was  of  opinion 
that  25  lashes  given  by  a  boy  was,  imder 
allthecircumstances,  not  excessive.  Asto 
the  infliction  of  the  lashes  by  the  drum- 
mer boy,  in  his  eyes,  this  was  one  of 
the  most  degrading  parts  of  the  busi- 
ness ;  to  see  a  boy  of  12  years  flogging 
a  man  old  enough  to  be  lus  father.  He 
should  be  glad  to  see  an  alteration  in 
the  law  in  that  respect.  As  to  the  com- 
parison made  between  the  English  Army 
and  the  French  and  German  Armies,  he 
held  that  it  was  absurd.  Our  Army  was 
recruited  from  the  lowest  ranks  of  the 
population,  including  men  direct  from 
prison,  who  were  admitted  by  some 
recruiting  sergeants;  but  the  French 
and  German  Armies  included  gentle- 
men's sons  and  tradesmen  and  artizans, 
and  they,  by  their  superior  feeling  and 
better  education,  kept  in  order  the  un- 
ruly members.  Again,  on  the  Continent, 
no  great  difficulty  was  experienced  in 
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sending  an  offender  to  a  military  prison 
from  the  front ;  but  how  was  that  to  be 
done  in  Zululand  or  in  Burmah,  China, 
or  India,  where  most  of  our  wars  were 
carried  on?  How  could  they,  for  in- 
stance, send  men  back  from  Blood  Eiver 
to  a  Natal  prison  ?  An  officer  had  told 
him  that  he  disapproved  of  flogging,  and 
that  when  his  men  did  wrong  he  tied 
them  together  and  made  them  drag  a 
gun  all  day ;  but  it  seemed  to  him  (Mr. 
Benett-Stanford)  that  that  was  not  so 
humane  a  punishment  as  flogging.  He 
hoped  the  Government  would  abide  by 
their  Bill  and  by  their  determination  ; 
but  he  suggested  that  the  Boyal  Com- 
mission about  to  sit  on  the  affairs  of  the 
Army  should  take  the  question  of 
flogging  into  its  consideration,  and  when 
the  question  arose  again  the  Govern- 
ment could  act  on  the  decision  come  to 
by  the  Commission.  What  he  might 
call  the  sudden  conversion  of  the  Leaders 
of  the  Liberal  Party  in  regard  to  this 
question  certainly  struck  him  as  being 
somewhat  strange.  During  the  time 
they  were  in  Office,  those  Gentlemen 
asked  Parliament,  year  after  year,  to 
pass  the  Mutiny  Bill,  instead  of  doing 
which  they  could  have  proposed  the 
abolition  of  flogging,  wmch  they  did 
not  do,  but  for  which  they  now  seemed 
to  be  so  particularly  desirous.  He 
could  not  help  thinking  that  the  Liberal 
Leaders  were  now  disregarding  their 
public  duties,  in  order  to  get  up  a  senti- 
mental cry  in  view  of  the  coming 
General  Election. 

Sir  HENEY  HAVELOCK  said,  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  days  of 
flogging  as  a  means  of  punishment  in 
the  Army  were  drawing  to  a  close.  The 
abolition  might  not  come  this  year  or 
next ;  but  it  must  come  in  the  end.  He 
should,  therefore,  support  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
Badnor  Boroughs,  but  upon  grounds 
different  from  those  whicn  the  noble 
Lord  had  stated.  He  (Sir  Henry  Have- 
lock)  acknowledged  that  he  had  been  a 
supporter  of  corporal  punishment  in 
certain  circumstances  in  the  Army ;  but 
he  had  come  to  the  conclusion  that  it 
must  be  done  away  with  in  consequence 
of  the  course  taken  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War.  By  that  course  some  of 
the  offences  for  which,  in  former  days,  the 
lash  was  the  punishment  had  been  re- 
moved from  the  Schedule.  He  alluded 
principally  to  offences  which  were  the 
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result  of  drinking,  a  habit  to  whidi 
English  soldiers  were,  perhaps,  man 
prone  than  the  soldiers  of  any  otlwr 
European  country.  He  was,  therefbns 
of  opinion  that  flogging  was  the  readiest, 
and  perhaps  the  most  appropriate, 
punishment  that  could  be  inflicted  fat 
drunkenness  and  the  crimes  which  re- 
sulted from  this  inherent  vice  of  the 
British  Army ;  but  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  by  the  chanees  he  lud 
made  in  thisBill,  had  deprived  him  of  this 
plea  for  its  maintenance,  and  he  should 
support  the  proposition  of  the  noble 
Lord.  What,  he  would  ask,  would  be 
the  effect  of  the  alteration  made  by  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman? 
They  were  now  engaged  in  a  war  m 
Zululand,  and  he  understood  there  was 
considerable  disorganization  in  the  Amy 
there ;  but  he  had  no  hesitation  ia 
saying  that  when  this  new  law  reached 
the  Cape  its  contents  would  speedih 
be  known  throughout  the  length  and 
breadth  of  the  Army,  and  that  one  of  the 
consequences  would  be  that  the  present 
disorganization  would  be  increased  by  a 
corresponding  increase  in  the  casee  ef 
drunkenness  and  the  offences  whidi 
arose  out  of  it.  It  was  said  that  oo^ 
poral  punishment  was  brutalizing ;  but 
this  he  denied.  He  admitted  that 
flogging  was  deliberate,  systematic,  git> 
duated  torture.  It  was  brutal,  but  not 
brutalizing.  Those  of  them  who  had 
been  flogged  at  school,  and  soundly 
flogged,  did  not  feel  that  the  pnni^ 
mentwas  either  brutalizing  or  degrading.  ,j 
In  the  Army  it  had  been  an  effidenl 
punishment  for  the  maintenance  of  a 
very  high  degree  of  discipline ;  but  hi 
believed  those  who  had  suffered  tht 
punishment  had  not  felt  degraded.  It' 
had  acted  as  a  sound,  wholesome  de- 
terrent on  those  who  had  witnessed  iti  'j 
infliction ;  but  the  soldier  who  had  beet 
punished  often  felt  it  as  an  additional 
spur  and  incitement  to  distinguish  liiB* 
self.  He  belonged,  in  fact,  to  a  olaaaof 
men  who  were  strong,  fierce,  iiregnlarf 
and  adventurous  in  their  nature,  aid 
that  was  the  class  which  had  done  aa 
much  to  make  an  Army  realiae  tte 
saying  that  they  never  knew  when  flMf ' 
were  beaten.  He  should  be  very  sony  til] 
see  this  class  eliminated  from  the  AxnTi' 
and  its  place  supplied  by  the  sehod* 
board-bred  milksop.  In  the  TreaA- 
Army  the  system  of  discipline  w* 
neither  superior  nor  more  humane  ihai 
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onn.  It  had  two  altematiye  phases — 
great  laxity,  and  a  sharp  re-action  to 
extreme  and  horrible  cruelty.  In  time 
of  peace,  men  were  shot  in  garrison  for 
breaches  of  discipline ;  and  in  the  field 
laxity,  which  would  not  be  tolerated  for 
a  moment  in  this  country,  was  met  by 
the  frequent — ^he  might  say  constant — 
infliction  of  death.  The  Bussian  peasant 
or  soldier,  when  drunk,  would  lie  down 
and  go  to  sleep;  if  demonstrative,  he 
would  slabber  his  friend  or  comrade; 
but  he  had  not  the  element  of  violence 
within,  and,  therefore,  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  check  violence  by  punishment  in 
the  BuBsian  Army.  The  German  Army 
was  composed,  in  the  main,  of  highly- 
educated  men,  and,  therefore,  main- 
tained a  superior  social  tone ;  and  if  we 
had  an  equal  proportion  of  good  men  in 
our  Army,  we  should  have  no  necessity 
for  the  lash  or  for  death.  Indeed,  they 
would  not  be  necessary  if  our  Volunteers 
were  called  out,  because  the  moral  sense 
and  respectability  of  the  great  majority 
would  overpower  any  inclination  on  the 
part  of  the  ill-conditioned  to  commit  any 
offences  calling  for  severe  punishment. 
But  in  the  German  Army  deliberate 
torture  was  not  unknown.  It  was  not 
an  unfrequent  thing  for  a  man  to  be 
tied,  for  12  or  14  hours,  in  a  cramped 
position,  to  the  wheel  of  a  gun-carriage. 
In  time  of  peace  it  had  been  the  practice 
to  subject  men  to  torture  for  minor 
ofiPences.  A  man  would  be  put  alone 
into  a  cell,  without  table  or  chair,  and 
with  a  floor  of  blunt-edged  laths,  which 
caused  some  pain  to  the  feet ;  and  the 
torture  thus  inflicted  was  worse  than 
a  small  modicum  of  corporal  punish- 
ment. Torture  was  habitual  in  the 
Volunteer  Army  of  the  United  States, 
particularly  out  in  the  far  West,  where 
public  opinion  was  weak.  The  progress 
of  public  opinion  in  this  country  was 
now  due  mainly  to  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood) 
—a  sentimental  humanitarian,  whose 
motives  he  respected  more  than  his 
knowledge.  Personal  experience  had 
oonvinced  him  that  our  Code  of  military 
punishments,  though  in  some  senses 
brutal,  (was,  at  all  events,  more  just, 
more  equal,  and  more  humane  than  the 
practices  resorted  to  in  foreign  Armies. 
Prom  28  years'  service  he  claimed  to 
know  the  feeling  of  the  British  soldier. 
He  recollected  13  instances  in  which 
ooiporal  punishment  had  been  inflicted, 


and  there  was  not  one  in  which  it  was 
not  necessary,  and  in  which  the  sufferer 
would  not  have  admitted  that  it  was 
deserved.  He  was  stung  to  the  quick 
by  one  remark  of  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  John  Bright), 
who  said  that  he  spoke  strongly,  and 
that  if  he  had  been  a  soldier  he  would 
have  spoken  still  stronger.  That  simply 
meant  that  the  soldiers  in  the  House 
were  brutalized  by  familiarity  with  a 
degrading  punishment,  and  that  they 
could  not  see  the  matter  from  his  exalted 
standpoint.  This  was  an  unnecessary 
sneer  against  men  as  humane  as  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  himself.  The 
only  instance  he  had  seen  of  a  man 
being  humiliated  and  degraded  after  the 
punishment  was  that  of  a  man  who 
proved  himself  a  coward.  He  said  in 
bravado,  and  in  the  hearing  of  his  com- 
rades, that  the  punishment  had  not 
caused  him  any  inconvenience,  and  that 
he  could  take  another  standing  on  his 
head  ;  but  when  the  officer  commanded 
silence  on  pain  of  a  drumhead  court 
martial  and  a  repetition  of  the  flogging 
he  was  cowed,  and  went  away  a  de- 
graded man,  lowered  in  the  opinion  of 
his  comrades,  who  saw  that  he  was  really 
afraid  of  another  floeging.  But,  gene- 
rally, there  was  no  feeling  of  degrada- 
tion in  the  individual  sufferer,  who 
often  re-established  himself  in  the  good 
opinion  of  his  comrades  and  officers  by 
exemplary  and  sometimes  heroic  conduct. 
He  supported  the  Amendment ;  but  he 
did  so  on  an  entirely  different  ground 
from  that  taken  up  by  the  noble  Lord. 
While  the  number  of  lashes  was  main- 
tained at  50,  and  flogging  was  applied 
to  a  large  number  of  intermediate  of- 
fences against  discipline — offences  neither 
very  grave  nor  very  trivial — the  punish- 
ment was  an  effective  one;  but  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  by  his  concessions,  had 
entirely  cut  the  ground  from  under  his 
own  feet.  Flogging  as  limited  by  the 
Bin  could  not,  in  his  opinion,  be  de- 
fended. The  only  excuse  for  it — namely, 
that  it  could  be  resorted  to  when  im- 
prisonment was  impossible  and  death 
too  severe — was  gone.  If  he  was  not 
mistaken,  some  other  form  of  punish- 
ment would  have  to  be  devised  to  re- 
place it,  and  that  speedily. 

Mr.  J.  E.  YOEKE  said,  they  had 
listened  that  evening  to  several  personal 
explanations,  particularly  to  one  from 
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the  Leader  of  the  Opposition — an  expla- 
nation which  was  properly  characterized 
by  the  Secretary  for  War ;  but  no  ex- 
planation they  had  heard  was  more  re- 
markable than  that  which  was  offered  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  who  pre- 
ceded him.  It  seemed  as  if  he  were 
about  to  be  the  isolated  instance  of  an 
hon.  Member  sitting  on  the  other  side  of 
the  House  who  was  prepared  to  vote 
with  Her  Majesty's  Government.  But 
as  the  discourse  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  proceeded,  it  became  a  most 
bewildering  one.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  traversed  the  greater  portion  of 
the  earth's  surface.  He  took  the  House 
through  Franco,  Eussia,  Germany,  and 
America,  and  appeared  to  regret  ti[ie  ab- 
sence in  all  those  countries  of  flogging 
as  it  was  administered  in  the  British 
Army.  In  fact,  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  seemed  to  have  risen  lur  the 
purpose  of  delivering  the  funeral  oration 
of  corporal  punishment,  and  in  accord- 
ance with  the  usual  practice  on  such  oc- 
casions— de  mortnis  nil  nisi  honum — ^he 
pronounced  a  warm  panegyric  on  the 
practice  of  flogging  in  the  Army.  In 
fact,  tlie  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
seemed  to  say — **  Take  it  for  all  in  all, 
we  ne'er  shall  look  upon  its  like  again ;  " 
and  appeared  to  come  to  the  conclusion 
that,  after  all,  he  ought  to  support  the 
system  of  flogging.  Finally,  however, 
the  hou.  and  gallant  Member  concluded 
by  saying  that,  owing  to  the  peculiar 
conduct  pursued  by  the  Government, 
and  in  spite  of  all  the  acknowledged 
merits  of  flogging  as  a  system,  in  spite, 
too,  of  its  superiority  to  tlie  systems  of 
punishment  which  prevailed  in  all  other 
Armies,  ho'felt  compelled  to  vote  against 
Her  Majesty's  Government.  And  what 
reason  was  advanced  by  the  hou.  and 
gallant  Member  for  that  extraordinary 
conclusion  ?  So  far  as  he  could  under- 
stand from  the  bewildering  oration  of 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member,  there  ap- 
peared to  be  two  reasons.  The  first  was 
that  the  Government  had  abandoned 
flogging  as  a  punishment  for  drunken- 
ness. If  flogging  were  worth  retaining 
at  all,  it  ought  to  be  retained  in  respect 
of  that  crime.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  appeared  to  tliink  that  in  time 
of  war,  and  especially  in  Zululand,  there 
was  scarcely  any  temptation  likely  to 
fall  in  the  way  of  the  soldier  save  that 
of  indulging  in  too  muck  drink,  the  in- 
ference being  that  if  flogging  for  drunk- 
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enness  were  retained  the  hon.  and  ffallaat 
Member  would  vote  for  the  Bm  as  it 
stood.  The  punishment,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  said,  was  not  a  bra- 
taJizing  one,  it  rather  incited  to  deeds  of 
valour,  as  men  who  had  undergone  it 
would  show  their  fellows  the  way,  if  tke 
chance  of  doing  so  should  occur,  of  gain- 
ing special  distinction.  But  the  other 
reason  assigned  by  the  hon.  and  gallint 
Member  for  voting  against  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was  a  still  more  re- 
markable one — it  was  this,  that  so  kme 
as  the  number  of  50  lashes  was  retained 
he  would  never  hear  of  flogging  being 
dispensed  with.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  did  not  say  whether  the  exa(i 
number  of  50  ought  to  have  been  re- 
tained, or  whether  50  stripes  save  one,  or 
40  stripes  save  one,  would  suit  his  views ; 
but  because  50  had  been  reduced  to  25 
the  Government  had  forfeited  aJl  daim 
to  his  support.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  confessed  his  inability  to  in- 
dicate any  kind  of  substitute  for  co^ 
poral  punishment.  The  French  system, 
which  appeared  to  consist  of  shooting 
those  who  under  British  rule  would  be 
flogged,  was  not,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member,  a  desirable 
one.  The  Eussians  when  they  got 
drunk  embraced  their  comrades,  and  did 
not,  like  the  British  soldier,  engage  in 
assaults  of  a  violent  nature;  wliilethe 
Germans  were  of  too  elevated  a  charaeter 
to  be  flogged.  The  one  being  too  high 
and  the  other  too  low  to  be  flogged,  then 
was,  therefore,  no  occasion  to  resort  to 
the  punishment  of  flogging  in  their  case. 
It  was  only  in  the  British  Army,  and  that 
only  in  the  case  of  50  lashes  being  in- 
flicted on  the  sufferer,  that  flogging  ini 
to  be  retained.  Now,  for  his  own  put, 
he  had  always  held  that  in  a  case  of  tUs 
kind  the  only  possible  course  for  a 
civilian  to  adopt  was  to  take  hisopiniaai 
at  second-hand.  If  he  wanted  a  medioal 
opinion,  he  would  go  to  his  doctor ;  if 
he  wanted  a  theological  opinion,  he 
would  go  to  a  theologian  ;  and  in  soflii 
a  matter  as  the  present,  in  the  abaaaee 
of  special  knowledge,  he  was  compellad 
to  fall  back  on  the  opinion  of  expefta^ 
Good  sometimes  came  out  of  evil,  aid 
the  charge  against  the  Gt)vemmettt  of 
whittling  away  thopunishment  of  flogg^ 
till  it  was  no  longer  worth  retaxnim 
might,  perhaps,  be  a  lesson  to  them  tM 
it  was  unwise  to  attempt  government  If 
concession.  He  regretted  that  they 
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ihttre  a  Party  fight  upon  the  question 
«fbie  the  House.  The  question  was 
oe  which  ought  to  he  settled  hy  a  few 

r'enced  heads  and  which  ought  not 
dedded  on  humanitarian,  but  on 
mzely   rational  grounds.    The    Party 
0  wluch  he  helonged  had  always  been 
onsistent  in  this  matter,  and  had  voted 
hrongh  long   periods   of  Liberal  Oo- 
'enunent  for  the  retention  of  flogging, 
iven  when  the  punishment  was  more 
lerere  than  at  the  present  time.    The 
Party  on  the  other  side  of  the  House 
opported  the  Motion  of  the  Leader  of 
he  Opposition  for    different    reasons, 
[he  Irish  Members  of  the  Opposition 
upported  it  because  they  had  reason  to 
)elieve  that  the  course  of  conduct  in 
vhich  they  had  recently  indulged  was 
becoming    increasingly  odious  to    the 
people  of  this  country,  and  they  hoped 
that  their  opposition  to  the  Army  Dis- 
cipline Bill  might  be  thought  better  of 
if  sQiTOunded  with  a  halo  of  humani- 
tiriuiism.  The  peace-at-any-prieo  Party 
opposed  flogging  as  humanitarians,  and 
Waiue  it  was  a  part  of  their  political 
ened  that  Armies  were    unnecesscuy. 
Hub  Party  saw  that  the  best  way  to  put 
in  end  to  an  Army  would  be  to  reduce 
iti  discipline  as  far  as  possible,  and  so 
coQTert  it  into    a  military  mob  which 
tk  country  would  wish  to  rid  itself  of 
ai  quickly  as  possible.    The  real  diffi- 
culty of  such  subjects  as  that  which  was 
ogling  the  attention  of  the  House 
WIS  due  to  the  fact  that  the  nature  of 
war  was  in  itself  exceptional.    It  was 
^te  idle  to  suppose  that  one  could 
iigae  from  analogies  drawn  from  pri- 
late  or  social  life  as  to  the  necessity  or 
police  of  the  kind  of  punishment  which 
ihoald  be  introduced  into  the  Army.    A 
military  punishment    must    be    short, 
■harp,  ana  deterrent.    An  hon.  Member 
uked — '*  Why  not  take  a  soldier  who 
ihoald  misbehave  himself  in  the  front 
in  Zululand  back  to  a  prison  in  Natal?" 
Well,  if  he,  being  a  military  prisoner, 
vere  g^vcn  the  option  of  receiving  50 
hshes,  or  of  being  taken  across   800 
iBilfis  of  territory  where  there  were  per- 
loiis  whose  kraals  had  recently  been 
bant,  and  who  would  not  be  inclined 
to  treat  Europeans  in  a  very  friendly 
Banner,  he  snould  not  hesitate  about 
taking  his  60  lashes,  and  so  ending  the 
natter.    The  real  difficulty  with  regard 
to  all  aeoondary  punishments  lay  in  the 
qaeation,  "  What  kind  of  punishment 
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is  it  best  to  adopt?  "  For  very  severe 
offences  the  penalty  of  death  must  be 
inflicted.  Then  came  those  offences 
which  were  not  so  serious  as  to  neces- 
sitate capital  punishment,  but  which 
still  required  a  serious  punishment. 
The  practice  of  flogging  prisoners  had 
existed  for  a  g^reat  number  of  years,  and 
the  punishment  had  been  gradually  re- 
duced from  formidable  to  reasonable 
proportions;  so  that,  while  sufficiently 
deterrent,  it  could  not  be  so  severe  as  to 
necessitate  the  placing  of  a  sufferer  from 
it  in  a  hospital.  Should  they  give  up 
this  punishment  with  a  light  heart  in 
obedience  to  humanitarian  motives  ? 
They  were  assured  by  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  soldiers  would  not  in  future 
be  shot;  and,  therefore,  if  flogging  were 
abolished,  the  ingenuity  of  commanding 
officers  would  have  to  be  exercised  in 
order  to  devise  some  mode  of  torture 
which  should  not  involve  the  infliction 
of  stripes,  but  which  should  be  equally 
deterrent.  Although  he  was  sure  that 
the  noble  Ix»rd  the  Leader  of  the  Oppo- 
sition had  spoken  with  perfect  candour 
when  he  said  he  did  not  propose  this 
Amendment  in  consequence  of  the 
family  difference  which  occurred  a  few 
nights  ago  between  him  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain), and  that  the  date  of  his  change 
of  opinion  was  antecedent  to  that  little 
episode,  still,  it  was  difficult  to  believe 
that  the  Liberal  Party  would,  as  a  whole, 
have  arrived  exactly  at  the  present 
moment  at  the  conclusion  that  tne  time 
had  come  when  corporal  punishment 
ought  to  be  abolished,  unless  it  was 
found  necessary  that  something  of  that 
kind  should  be  done  to  supply  a  '*cry  " 
for  the  next  Election.  For  himself,  he 
did  not  believe  that  cry  would  be  suc- 
cessful. It  had  been  tried  before,  and 
had  failed.  If  it  had  not  answered 
the  purpose  of  the  Liberal  Party  when 
flogging  was  more  severe,  it  would  hardly 
serve  their  turn  when  this  punishment 
had  been  reduced  to  such  very  Hmited 
proportions.  There  were  some  humani- 
tarians in  this  country  who  scarcely 
cared  what  happened  to  the  soldier  as 
long  as  he  was  not  flogged ;  but  he  be- 
lieved that  the  vast  majority  of  the 
electors  would  hold  that  the  Oovemment 
were  right  in  sticking  to  their  colours, 
and  that  if  an^  charge  could  properly 
be  brought  against  them,  it  was  not  that 
they  ha^  in  this  matter  conceded  too 
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little,  but  that  they  had  been  too  long 
in  making  a  resolute  stand. 

Mk.  HOPWOOD  remarked,  that  this 
was  a  question  on  which  public  opinion 
had  grown,  and  it  had  grown  to  such  an 
extent  that  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
was  now  found  to  advocate  the  abolition 
of  flogging.  It  was  most  unjust  as  well 
as  ungenerous  towards  the  noble  Lord 
(the  Marquess  of  Hartington)  for  hon. 
Gentlemen  opposite,  whom  he  had  so 
often  helped  in  their  difficulties  from  a 
remarkable  spirit  of  fairness,  now  to 
assert  or  insinuate  that  he  had  changed 
his  opinion  in  order  to  obtain  a  Farty 
cry.  Those  who  imputed  that  unworthy 
motive  to  the  noble  Lord  strangely  enough 
told  them  that  that  cry  had  been  taken  up 
by  the  Liberals  before  and  had  utterly 
failed.  He  had  reason  to  believe  that 
the  noble  Lord  had  resolved  on  his 
change  of  attitude  as  regards  flogging, 
even  at  the  time  when  ho  (Mr.  Hopwood) 
had  had  tlie  misfortune  to  incur  his  dis- 
pleasure. He  maintained  that  the  Go- 
vernment themselves — or  rather  the  four 
most  prominent  of  its  Members  in  the 
House  —  had  had  it  in  contemplation 
to  do  away  entirely  with  the  lash — a 
kind  of  punishment  which  did  not 
©xist  in  any  Continental  or  American 
Army,  and  which  was  now  exclusively  re- 
served for  the  back  of  the  British  soldier 
only.  Mucli  had  been  said  against  the 
**  sentimentalism  "  of  those  who  opposed 
the  use  of  the  "cat ; "  but  did  those 
who  talked  tims  understand  the  power, 
the  nature  of  sentiment  ?  Wliat  was  the 
sense  of  honour  itself — one  of  the  most 
potent  feelings  in  the  human  breast^— 
but  a  sentiment  peculiarly  to  be  en- 
couraged in  the  soldier,  but  most  likely 
to  make  liim  regard  flogging  as  painfully 
degrading?  This  punishment  affected 
the  good  and  the  bad  alike,  for  in  ar- 
bitrary and  cruel  hands  it  menaced  both, 
and  must  prevent  men  of  character  from 
enlisting.  Every  man  who  entered  tlie 
Army  was  aware  tliat,  in  certain  circum- 
stances, he  would  be  liable  to  flogging. 
The  argument  upon  which  floggiiip:  was 
maintained  as  a  punishment,  that  it  was 
indispensable  for  discipline,  was  one,  in 
his  view,  after  the  experience  of  other 
Armies,  altogether  untenable.  If  they 
said  that  so  bad  a  class  of  men  entered 
the  Army  that  discipline  could  not  be 
maintained  without  it,  they  were  bound 
to  show  how  it  was  that  Armies  based 
on    conscription,    which    brought    all 
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classes  of  men  into  them,  did  not  nflort 
to  such  punishment.  The  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretuj 
of  State  for  War  had  not  alluded  to 
the  American  Army,  in  which  flogging 
was  abolished  in  1861.  America  was 
thronged  with  roughs  sent  to  them  from 
Europe,  and  her  Army  was  formed  like 
ours  —  by  voluntary  enlistment— and 
yet  the  abolition  of  flogging  was  at- 
tended with  complete  success.  This 
question  of  punishment  to  repress  of- 
fences was  not  new  to  those  who  studied 
the  law  of  civil  life  and  its  administrip 
tion.  If  you  abolished  a  cruel  or  too 
severe  law  you  always  had  the  satisfac- 
tion of  finding  that  the  punishments  left 
subsisting  immediately  acquired  a  new, 
an  increased  repressive  value,  and  might 
each  be  reduced  from  highest  to  loweat 
without  diminution  of  their  moral  effect 
If  this  punishment  were  removed,  there 
would  be  an  immense  and  immediate 
improvement  in  the  moral  tone  of  the 
Army,  and  every  other  punishment 
would  become  more  potent.  Discipline, 
rightly  understood,  of  course,  must  he 
maintained  ;  but  he  believed  if  they  re- 
lied less  on  force  they  would  work  great 
improvement.  They  were  told  it  would 
be  necessary  to  have  recourse  to  the  ballet 
if  the  lash  were  done  away  with ;  but  ii 
the  Peninsular  War  the  bullet  had  fre- 
quently to  be  resorted  to  though  the  laih 
was  in  full  force.  The  proposal  of  the 
noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the  Oppositioi 
was  fair  and  reasonable,  and  would,  ii 
all  probability,  be  carried  into  effect  he- 
fore  long. 

CoLONKL  AEBUTHNOT  said,  he  wis 
not  in  the  habit  of  usiTig  strong  lan- 
guage ;  but  he  did  not  hesitate  to  de- 
nounce the  noble  Lord's  Resolution  «■ 
unjust,  and,  if  it  was  a  Parliamentiiy 
expression,  as  disiugenuous,  also.  It 
was  calculated  and  intended  to  fix  upot 
the  Government  the  odium  of  maintain- 
ing the  punishment  of  flogging  in  aS 
circumstances  and  to  all  time.  They 
wished,  however,  to  do  nothing  of  thi 
kind,  and  considered  corporal  punisfc- 
mcnt  most  undesirable,  but  indispei^ 
able.  Unhappily,  it  seemed  to  be  mow 
than  ever  necessary  in  tlio  present  day; 
and  hon.  Members  opposite  would  bear 
in  mind  that  the  condition  to  which  tha 
Army  was  reduced  was  the  result— Hi* 
intentional,  no  doubt,  and  unforeseen— 
of  their  own  policy.  He  would  be  teflT 
glad  when  the  Ajmy  recovered  its  oH 
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efficiency ;  but,  in  any  case,  it  would  be 
impossible  to  relinquish,  the  punishment 
of  flogging  altogether.    It   was  most 
important  to  retain  the  power  to  inflict 
it,  though  the  necessity  of  doing  so  was 
much  to  be  regretted.     Our  Army  served 
in  all  parts  of  the  Globe,  and  in  circum- 
stances that  fully  justified  the  retention 
of  corporal  punishment ;  while  the  mili- 
tary systems  of  other  Powers  were  so 
essentially  different  from  our  own  that 
no  valid  argument  could  be  drawn  from 
them.     He  considered  that  the  present 
state  of  our  Army  strongly  supported 
his  views.     In  our  campaigns  of  some 
years  ago  corporal  punishment  had  not 
been  lavishly  inflicted.     If  he  remem- 
bered rightly,  resort  had  been  had  to  it 
very  seldom  during  the  Indian  Mutiny, 
and  not  at  all  during  the  Abyssinian 
campaign.     The  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
ber for  Renfrewshire  (Colonel  Mure), 
however,  had  told  them  of  the  numerous 
occasions  on  which  men  had  been  flogged 
in  Zululand;    he  could  only  say  that 
such  a  statement  furnished  the  strongest 
possible  argument  against  the  Besolution, 
and  amounted  almost  to  positive  evidence 
of  the  deterioration  within  recent  years  of 
military  discipline.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Stockport  (Mr.  Hopwood) 
had  expressed  himself  in  forcible  terms 
as  to  the  degradation  caused  by  corporal 
punishment ;  but  he  had,   apparently, 
ignored  the  degradation  necessarily  pro- 
duced by  the  commission  of  crime.     The 
hon.  and  learned  Member  and  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Sunderland  (Sir 
Henry  Havelock)  might  settle  their  dif- 
ferences by  themselves ;  whOe  the  one 
desired  the  total  abolition  of  corporal 
punishment  the  other  might  have  been 
expected  to  move  an  Amendment  involv- 
ing its  extension.     Heference  had  been 
made  to  the  eflect  which  the  existence 
of  flogging  in  the  Army  had  upon  re- 
cruiting;  but  it  would,  he  contended, 
have  the  effect  of  keeping  out  of  the 
Army  only  those  whom  it  was  desirable 
to  keep  out  of  it.    He  would  like  to  know 
from  the  noble  Marquess,  who  had  been 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,   how  he 
would  deal  with  the  men  in  the  Army 
who  were  queer  characters?  He  (Colonel 
Arbuthnot)  could  not  see  how,  in  the 
face  of  the  opinions  of  the  Commander- 
in-Chief,  of  the  great  mass  of  the  non- 
commissioned o&cers,   and  of  all  the 
good  men,  bearing  in  mind,  also,  the  pecu- 
liarities of  our  Service,  the  Oovernment 


could  consent  to  do  away  with  that 
punishment  altogether.  As  to  the  aboli- 
tion of  flogging  being  turned  into  an 
electioneering  cry,  as  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  had  stated,  he  could 
only  say  that  he  had  no  fear  that  he 
should  be  able  to  dispose  of  such  a  cry 
when  he  appeared  before  his  constitu- 
ents, as  he  had  of  others  which  were 
equally  absurd. 

Mr.  WALT£B  said,  he  could  assure 
the  House  that  he  did  not  rise  for  the 
purpose  of  supplying  any  fuel  whatever 
to  those  flames  of  Party  feeling  which 
flickered  about  from  one  side   of  the 
House  to  the  other,  and  which  he  did 
not  think  were  calculated  to  create  that 
tone  of  seriousness  with  which  the  dis- 
cussion of  a  question  so  solemn  and  im- 
portant as  that  under  the  consideration 
of  the  House  ought  to  be  conducted. 
He  would,   he  hoped,  be  excused  for 
endeavouring  to  impress  upon  the  House 
that'  it  was  not  a  question  of  Parlia- 
mentary, or  of  Party,  but  one  of  mili- 
tary   discipline,     and    that   expression 
meant  nothing  more  nor  less  than  the 
existence  of  that  noble  Service  on  which, 
up  to  the  present  time,  the  welfare  and 
safety  of  this  country  depended.     That 
circumstance  alone,  he  thought,  ought 
to  carry  it  far  beyond  the  reach  of  any- 
thing like  Party  triumph,   or  even  an 
electioneering     cry.      The     hon.     and 
learned    Member    for    Stockport   (Mr. 
Hopwood),  who  was  so  well  known  as  a 
supporter  of  the  abolition  of  flogging, 
had  spoken  on  the  subject  with  peculiar 
authority,  but,  at  the  same  time,  with  a 
very  strong  bias.     He  had  the  pleasure 
this  Session  of  sitting  on  a  Committee 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  on 
the  question  of  summary  jurisdiction, 
and  he  knew  the  opinions  which  he — 
and  he  alone,  he  believed,  of  the  Mem- 
bers   of    that    Committee — entertained 
with  regard  to  the  infliction  of  corporal 
punishment,  even  in  the  mild  and  harm- 
less form  of  the  application  of  the  birch 
to    a   naughty  boy.      Being  aware  of 
those  opinions,   he  must  say  that    ho 
could  not  help  feeling  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman's  views  as  to  flogging 
in  the  Army  ought  to  be  received  with 
a  good  many  grains  of  salt ;  and,  with 
all    respect  for  the   hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman,  he  could  not  look  upon  him 
as  a  competent  authority  to  influence  the 
decision  of  the  House  on  the  subject. 
He  might  be  allowed  to  make  one  re- 
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mark  by  way  of  illustrating  what  he 
meant.  The  hon.  and  learned  (Gentle- 
man seemed  to  recognize  the  great  neoea- 
fiity  of  maintaining  military  discipline ; 
but  he  scarcely  appeared  to  comprehend 
what  a  serious  and  important  thmg  mili- 
tary discipline  was,  wnen  he  referred  to 
that  noble  Force  tiie  Volunteers  as 
showing  in  what  it  might  be  made  to 
consist.  Now,  no  one  had  more  admira- 
tion for  the  Volunteer  Force  than  he 
had,  or  valued  more  highly  its  services. 
As  every  hon.  Member  whom  he  ad- 
dressed was  aware,  it  had  turned  out  a 
great  number  of  splendid  shots,  and 
every  year  it  went  through  certain  mili- 
tarv  evolutions  and  a  certain  course  of 
drill.  But  no  one  would  contend  that 
the  Volunteer  Force,  important  as  it 
was,  and  capable  as  it  was  of  being 
made  a  most  efficient  instrument  of 
military  power,  was  the  model  to  which 
the  country  ought  to  look  for  military 
discipline;  indeed,  it  was  impossible 
that  the  Force,  as  at  present  constituted, 
could  understand  what  that  discipline 
really  was.  He  would  quote  from 
memory  from  a  French,  not  an  English, 
source — The  History  of  a  Conseripty  a 
work  with  which  many  hon.  Members 
were  no  doubt  acquainted — a  short  de- 
scription of  what  was  meant  on  the 
Continent  by  military  discipline.  The 
interesting  person  who  was  the  hero  of 
the  work  stated  that  on  his  arrival  in  a 
certain  town  in  Germany,  where  his  re- 
giment was  to  stay  some  months,  they 
beg^  to  learn  discipline.  *^  Now  you 
are  not,"  he  went  on  to  say,  '^  to  under- 
stand by  that  that  we  are  learning  how 
to  shoot,  or  to  do  the  goose  step,  or  to 
perform  certain  other  military  evolu- 
tions, but  discipline — that  is  to  say, 
when  the  corporal  speaks  to  the  soldier 
the  corporal  is  always  right,  and  when 
the  sergeant  speaks  to  the  corporal  the 
sergeant  is  right,  and  when  the  captain 
speaks  to  the  sergeant  the  captain  is 
right,  and  the  colonel  is  right  when  he 
speaks  to  the  captain,  and  so  on  up  to 
the  Field  Marshal,  even  though  he  should 
say  two  and  two  make  five,  or  that  the 
moon  shines  at  mid-day.  That  is  a  very 
difficult  thing  for  the  conscript  to  learn ; 
but  it  greatly  aids  my  memory  to  see  in 
the  room  written  up  the  'Articles  of 
War,'  with  a  notification  at  the  end  of 
them  that  any  infraction  of  them  is 
punishable  bv  death  or  tiie  hoitUt,  a  kind 
of  shot-drill/'    Now,  a  soldier  had  to  be 
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taught  all  that  sort  of  thing,  and,  look- 
ing at  the  class  of  men  with  whidi  we 
had  to  deal  in  our  Army,  seeing  that 
they  were  men  who  had  not  the  advaii- 
tage  of  much  schooling  or  a  good  earl^ 
training,  very  severe  meana  must  fre- 
quently be  resorted  to  to  teaoh  them  dis- 
cipline, and  to  impress  the  neceaaify  of 
it  upon  their  minds.    The  British  Army 
was  composed  of  a  collection  of  units; 
but  each  unit  was  a  portion  of  a  giett 
machine,  the  failure  of  any  one  of  the 
parts  of  which  would  jeopazdice  the 
safety  of  the  whole  machine.    There- 
fore, the  crime  of  one  man  was  multi- 
plied 800  times,   because  his  oondoct 
affected  his  whole  battalion.   Anoffenee 
such  as  the  plunder  of  a  henroost,  or  the 
robbery  of  a  shop,  which  in  civil  lift 
would  be  simple  larceny,  was  a  Mxmj, 
a  crime  of  the  worst  description,  in  i 
soldier,  and  it  was  on  that  ground  thst 
these  offences  were  of  so  formidable  a 
character.    But  the  condition  of  thiap 
at  which  they  had  now  arrived  was,  m 
his  opinion,  an  imfortunate  one,  and  he 
would  tell  them  why.    They  were  within 
a  very  small  distance  of  coming  to  an 
agreement  as  to  the   proper  mode  of 
treating  this  question.    Ue  never  under- 
stood his  right  hon.  Friend  the  Ghai- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  promiae  aa 
abolition  of  corporal  punishment,  or  to 
hold  out  to  the  House  or  the  Committee 
any  ideaof  that  nature.  But  his  righthoa. 
Friend,  undoubtedly,  offered  this  oonqiio- 
mise — that  a  certain   class  of  offeaflei 
which  were  atpresent  punishable  bydealh 
shouldhereafter  be  the  subject  of  coipoial 
punishment.    How  was  it  that,  withthil 
offer  from  the  Qt)vemment,  the  two  Froat 
Benches  did  not  come  to  terms?  Heooold 
not  help  thinking  that  if  the  Secaretm 
of  State  for  War  and  the  noble  Loii 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  had  bett 
closeted  for  10  minutes  they  would  haia 
settled  this  question.     That  settlsBMBt 
might  not  have  been  altogether  W<^ 
able  to  his  hon.  Friends  behind  hiiii 
but  he  believed  it  would  have  beenaatie> 
factory  to  men  of  business.    And  oaa 
thing  he  complained  of  as  tending  te 
prevent  a  proper  understanding  on  lUl 
question  was  this — that  the  Paper,  caM 
a    Memorandum,    ezplanatonr  of  A* 
Schedule  relating  to  oorporai  puuihr 
ment  had  not  been  circulated  with  tti 
Votes.    It  was  with  some  diffiool^thii 
he  got  a  second  copy  in  the  Vote  Oilev 
He  found  the  Memorandum  had  ■> 
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been  disfcribnted  daily  with  the  Amend- 
ments to  ike  Bill,  and  he  came  to  the 
oondoflion  that  ▼ery  few  Members  knew 
lajthinff  about  it.   He  could  not  believe 
that  if  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader  of  the 
Opposition  and  his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  the 
Aonber  for  Greenwich  had  had  that 
Paper  continuallj  before  their  eyes,  and 
baa  known  how  yery  different  an  inter- 
pretation it  bore  from  that  which  was 
popularly  put  upon  it,  they  and  the  Gk)- 
Temment  could  have  failed  to  come  to 
an  agreement.  There  was  a  notion  abroad 
that  the  difference  between  the  two  Front 
Benches  was  this — ^that  the  Government 
had  proposed  that  corporal  punishment 
ihonld  be  used  as  a  substitute  only  for 
ctptal  offences.    Well,  the  Opposition 
lud  —  "  Very  good  ;  but  your  list  of 
ctpital  offences  includes  many  offences 
&r  which,  not  capital  punishment,  but 
^7    flogging     ^    inflicted."      Here 
vere  26  beads  of  offences  named    in 
tida  Memorandum.     He  had  read  them 
Toy  carefully,    and    he    ventured    to 
aj  t2iat  not  more  than  six  or  seven  of 
me  were  offences  which  a  commanding 
officer  in  time  of  war  would  regard  as 
Mt  deservinff  of  death.    No.  1,  a  man 
vlko'' shamefully  abandons  or  delivers 
up  any  garrison,  place,  post,  or  guard, 
or  0869  any  means  to  compel  or  induce 
•ay  governor,  commanding  officer,  or 
other  person  shamefully  to  abandon  or 
deliver  up  any  garrison,  place,  post,  or 
pud,  which  it  was  the  duty  of  such 
goremor,  officer,  or  person  to  defend  " 
—death;  No.  8,  a  man  who  **  treacher- 
oialy  holds  correspondence  with  or  gives 
iBieUigence  to  the  enemy,  or  treaoher- 
oody  or  through  cowardice  sends  a  flag 
of  truce  to  the  enemy  " — death ;  No.  4, 
a  man  who   "assists   the  enemy  with 
IRBS,  ammunition,  or  supplies,  or  know- 
ii^y  harbours  or  protects  an  enemy  not 
Hag  a  prisoner    — death ;    No.   5,   a 
BUtt    who,    "  having    been   made    a 
priioner  of  war,  voluntarily  serves  with 
or  Tolontarily  aids  the  enemy  " — death ; 
No.  6,  a  man  who  '*  knowingly  does 
ito  on  active  service  any  act  calculated 
to  imperil  the  success  of  Her  Majesty's 
Forces  or  any   part  thereof" — death. 
Be  next  three  appeared  to  him  to  ad- 
■it  of  lenient  treatment.    A  man  who 
"  misbehaves  or  induces  others  to  mis- 
bflhave  before  the  enemy ; "  a  man  who 
"leaves  his  commanding  officer  to  go  in 
ioaidi  of  plunder ; "  a  man  who,  "  with- 
tnt  orders  &om    his  superior  officer, 


leaves  his  guard,  picquet,  patrol,  or 
post."  The  next  offences  might  be  dealt 
with  leniently,  though  they  were  very 
formidable.  No.  10,  ''forces  a  safe- 
guard;" No.  11,  ''forces  or  strikes  a 
sentrv ; "  No.  12,  "  impedes  the  provost 
marshal  or  any  officer  legally  exercising 
authority  under  or  on  behalf  of  the  pro- 
vost marshal,  or,  when  called  on,  refuses 
to  assist  in  the  execution  of  his  duty  the 
provost  marshal  or  any  such  officer ; " 
No.  13,  "does  violence  to  any  person 
bringing  provisions  or  supplies  to  the 
Forces,  or  commits  any  offence  against 
the  property  or  person  of  any  inhabitant 
of  or  resident  in  the  country  in  which  he 
is  serving;"  No.  14,  "breaks  into  any 
house  or  other  place  in  search  of  plun- 
der;" No.  15,  "by  discharging  fire- 
arms, drawing  swords,  beating  drums, 
making  signals,  using  words,  or  by  any 
means  whatever  intentionally  occasions 
false  alarms  in  actions,  on  the  march, 
in  the  field,  or  elsewhere;"  No.  16, 
"  treacherously  makes  known  the  parole 
or  watchword  to  any  person  not  entitled 
to  receive  it ;  or,  without  g^od  and  suffi- 
cient cause,  gives  a  parole  or  watchword 
different  from  what  he  received."  That 
brought  him  down  to  the  16th  offence. 
All  these  were  matters  of  death.  No.  17, 
a  man  who  "irregularly  detains  or  ap- 
propriates to  his  own  corps  or  detach- 
ment any  provisions  or  supplies  proceed- 
ing to  the  Forces,  contrary  to  any  orders 
issued  in  that  respect."  That  might  be 
matter  for  a  lenient  punishment.  Then 
came  a  long  list  of  very  bad  offences — 
No.  18,  "  being  a  sentinel,  commits  any 
of  the  following  offences — that  is  to  say, 
(a)  sleeps  or  is  drunk  on  his  post,  or  (b), 
leaves  his  post  before  he  is  regularly  re- 
lieved;" No.  19,  "causes  or  conspires 
with  any  other  persons  to  cause  any 
mutiny  or  sedition  in  any  Forces  belong- 
ing to  Her  Majesty's  Regular,  Reserve, 
or  Auxiliary  Forces,  or  Navy ; "  No.  20, 
"endeavours  to  seduce  any  person  in  Her 
M^esty's  Regular,  Reserve,  or  Auxiliary 
Forces,  or  Navy,  from  allegiance  to  Her 
Majesty,  or  to  persuade  any  person  in 
Her  Majesty's  Regular,  Reserve,  or 
Auxiliary  Forces,  or  Navy,  to  join  in  any 
mutiny  or  sedition ;  "  No.  21,  "  joins  in, 
or  being  present  does  not  use  his  ut- 
most endeavours  to  suppress,  any  mutiny 
or  sedition  in  any  Forces  belonging  to  Her 
Majesty's  Regular,  Reserve,  or  Auxiliary 
Forces,  or  Navy;"  No.  22,  "  coming 
I  to  the  knowledge  of  any  actual  or  in- 
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tended  mutiny  or  sedition  in  any  Forces 
belonging  to  Her  Majesty's  Begular, 
Reserve,  or  Auxiliary  Forces,  or  Navy, 
does  not  without  delay  inform  his  com- 
manding officer  of  the  same;"  No.  23, 
"  strikes  or  uses  or  offers  any  violence 
to  his  superior  officer,  being  in  the  exe- 
cution of  his  office."  These  offences 
were  punished,  and  he  maintained  they 
ought  to  be  punished,  with  death.  No.  24, 
a  man  who  ^  disobeys  any  lawful  com- 
mand given  by  his  superior  officer  in  the 
execution  of  his  office;"  No.  25,  *' de- 
serts or  attempts  to  desert  Her  Majesty's 
Service;"  No.  26,  *' persuades,  endea- 
vours to  persuade,  procures,  or  attempts 
to  procure  any  person  subject  to  military 
law  to  desert  from  Her  Majesty's  Ser- 
vice." Of  these,  the  25th  and  26th 
ought  unquestionably  to  be  punished 
with  death.  Of  these  26  offences,  all 
but  six  or  seven  might  be  punished  with 
flogging,  instead  of  with  death.  Was 
that  a  proper  thing  to  imperil  the  disci- 
pline of  the  Army  upon  ?  These  crimes 
must  be  prevented.  He  should  like  to 
see  a  request  made  that  every  Member 
of  the  House  would  write  on  a  piece  of 
paper  the  name  of  the  punishment  he 
would  substitute  for  flogging,  and  place 
it  in  a  box.  He  thought  the  House 
itself  would  be  surprised  at  the  mar- 
vellous want  of  unanimity  in  regard  to 
the  matter.  Now,  what  was  the  proper 
thing  to  do  ?  He  would  put  himself  in 
the  position  of  a  commanding  officer. 
He  would  imagine  a  poor  fellow  brought 
before  him  and  convicted  of  one  of  these 
minor  offences.  He  would  have  to  say 
to  him — **  My  good  fellow,  you  have 
been  legally  convicted  by  a  court  mar- 
tial of  an  offence  the  punishment  of 
which  is  death.  You  know  perfectly 
well  the  serious  nature  of  the  offence 
you  have  committed.  I  am  very  sorry 
for  your  case.  If  I  had  the  power  of 
remitting  the  sentence,  your  offence 
should  be  punished  with  flogging  ;  but 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  the  Op- 
position would  not  agree,  and  I  have  no 
choice  but  to  have  you  shot."  [  Cheers.'] 
He  did  not  like  the  Amendment  of  the 
noble  Lord,  and  could  not  vote  for  it. 
It  must  mean  one  of  two  things — either 
that  the  noble  Lord  objected  to  corporal 
punishment  being  made  permanent,  or 
that  he  objected  to  corporal  punishment 
altogether.  If  the  noble  Lord  meant 
either  the  one  or  the  other,  why  did  he 
not  speak  out  plainly  ?  Had  the  Amend- 

Mr.  Walter 


ment  pointed,  or  been  so  amended  as  to 
point,  to  the  temporary  retention  of 
flogging,  say  for  a  couple  of  yean,  in 
order  that  the  officers  might  turn  round 
and  see  what  was  to  be  substituted,  he 
should  have  been  disposed  to  support  it. 
As  the  matter  stood,  however,  he  shonld 
not  take  any  part  in  the  Division ;  bnthe 
should  endeavour  to  confine  himself  to 
a  careful  examination  of  the  detaOs  of 
the  Schedule,  and  to  do  the  best  he 
could  to  bring  them  into  such  a  shape  ai 
would  command  the  confidence  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  OTWAY  said,  both  the  Amend- 
ment  and  the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend 
were  perfectly  plain,  and  raised  anieeae 
of  a  very  simple  character.  He  wonU 
only  retain  corporal  punishment  as  an 
alternative  to  death.  This  question  of 
flogging  had  been  so  long  and  so  mndi 
discussed  that  they  might  afford  to  di§- 
miss  a  great  many  of  the  arguments  on 
this  occasion.  Every  day,  however,  that 
it  was  discussed  it  seemed  to  him  the 
issue  was  being  made  more  and  more 
narrow  and  the  result  more  and  more 
certain.  They  had  been  asked  not  to 
address  themselves  to  this  question  in  a 
Party  spirit.  His  conscience  was  en- 
tirely free  on  that  point.  Never  firon 
the  earliest  moment  that  he  had  inte- 
rested himself  in  this  question  had  he 
taken  a  Party  view  of  it ;  but  while  on 
that  side  they  had  always  addressed 
themselves  to  this  question  in  a  ftir 
spirit  they  had  some  very  severe  impa- 
tations  cast  upon  them.  They  weretoU 
that  they  were  **  the  advocates  of  ruffian- 
ism in  the  Army"  because  they  wished 
to  abolish  this  punishment  which  it  wai 
said  was  applied  to  the  *^  ruffians"  aal 
the  *' blackguards  "  of  the  Army.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  say  that  these  wen 
proper  terms  for  hon.  Members  on  th* 
Conservative  Benches  to  use  with  regard 
to  our  Army — that  it  was  composed 
of  **  ruffians "  and  '*  bUckguMda." 
p*No!"]  Those  were  the  terms  used 
by  hon.  Members  opposite.  He  thought 
the  soldiers  who  fought  at  Horke'a  Ow 
and  in  other  parts  of  Zululand  and  il 
Afghanistan  would  repel  those  ten* 
with  indignation,  more  especially  wlM 
the  terms  **  ruffians"  and  "blai* 
guards"  were  applied  by  those  irf* 
called  themselves  the  soldier's  firiendii 
The  burden  of  proof  lay  with  those  wfc» 
desired  the  retention  of  the  puniahiiMi^ 
of  flogging  to  show  that  discipline  ooak 
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not  be  maintained  without  it.     This  he 
maintained  oould  not  be  done.     It  had 
been  said  that  corporal  punishment  was 
inflicted  in  the  German  Army ;  but  this 
was  quite  incorrect.     Nothing  of  the 
kind  existed  in  the  German  Army;  it 
had  long  been  done  away  with  in  Ger- 
many.   The  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
had  stated  that  there  was  a  difference 
between  our  Army  and  those  of  the 
Continent,   inasmuch  as  we    generally 
operated  in  barbarous  countries.    Well, 
the  English  Army  had  to  operate,  as  it 
was  caUedy  in  barbarous  countries — in 
many  where  it  had  no  business  to  be 
called  upon  to  operate  at  all.    But  he 
contended  the  argument  about  barbar- 
ous countries  told  the  other  way.     The 
temptations  of   the   German  Army  in 
possession  of  the  large  and  flourishing 
cities  of  France  were  far  greater  than 
any  temptations  to  which  the  English 
Army  operating  in  barbarous  countries 
could  be  subjected.    To  the  temptations 
of  the  German  Army  were  added  the 
recollections  of  the  wrongs  of  many  in- 
vasions ;  but  it  was  a  notorious  fact  that 
during  the  whole  of  the  Franco-Prussian 
War  only  three  men  of  the  German 
Army  were  put  to  death  for  misbehaviour 
during  the  campaign.     Then  as  to  the 
Austrian  occupation  of  Herzegovina  and 
Bosnia,  carried  out  amid  a  hostile  popu- 
lation  and  against  the  ill-will  of  the 
Ottoman  Forces,   discipline    had   been 
maintained    without    corporal    punish- 
ment.    The  American  Army  was  strictly 
analogous  to  the  British  Army — in  fact, 
there   were   many  Englishmen  in  the 
American  Army ;    but    discipline   was 
strictly  maintained  there  without   the 
lash.     He  remembered  the  time  when  it 
was  said  it  was  impossible  to  maintain 
discipline  in  the  Navy  without  flogging, 
but  now  flogging  was  exceedingly  rare 
in  the  Navy ;  and  a  few  nights  ago,  at 
a  large  public  meeting,  a  most  distin- 
g^hed  officer,  Admiral  Glyn,  who  was 
selected  to  convey  the  Prince  of  Wales 
to  India  and  bring  him  back,  in  reply 
to  a  question,  said  he  was  convinced 
flogging  in  the  -Navy  should  be  abo- 
lished.    He  did  not  see  why  an  English 
soldier  should  be  treated  with  greater 
severity  than  the  soldiers  of  every  other 
civilized  Army  in  the  world.    He  sug- 
gested that  camp  duty  of  a  very  dis- 
agreeable and  almost  painful  character 
might  be  given  to  men  guilty  of  disor- 
derly character  instead  of  resorting  to 


flogging,  which  had  utterly  failed  as  a 
deterrent.  He  did  not  share  the  opinion 
of  hon.  Members  opposite  —  that  the 
death  punishment  would  be  inflicted  for 
minor  offences  if  flogging  were  abo- 
lished. It  was  an  injustice  to  require  a 
soldier  to  inflict  corporal  punishment 
upon  a  comrade,  simply  because  an  ill- 
conditioned  provost  marshal  called  him 
to  do  so.  Hon.  Members  opposite  had 
repeatedly  spoken  of  high  military 
authorities  supporting  their  views  on 
this  question ;  but  they  had  never  once 
ventured  to  name  any  of  those  authori- 
ties, and  he  defied  them  to  name  them. 
His  own  belief  was,  that  high  military 
authorities  had  long  been  averse  to  this 
degrading  punishment,  and  were  of  opi- 
nion that  the  discipline  of  the  Army 
would  suffer  far  more  from  the  know- 
ledge which  soldiers  would  obtain  of 
these  discussions  than  it  would  gain 
from  the  retention  of  flogging.  He  had 
little  doubt  that'  on  the  ground  of  this 
being  made  a  Party  question  the  Motion 
of  the  noble  Lord  would  be  defeated,  and 
that  the  Ministers,  who  not  long  ago  were 
loud  in  their  denunciation  of  flogging, 
would  carry  forward  to  a  triumph  the 
degradation  which  had  been  iiiflicted 
upon  the  British  Army. 

Sir  OHAELES  EUSSELL  said, 
some  credit  was  due  to  the  hon.  Member 
who  had  just  addressed  the  House,  be- 
cause he  had  been  a  consistent  opponent 
of  flogging  in  the  Army.  He  had  no 
difficulty  with  that  hon.  Gentleman ;  but 
he  had  a  difficulty  to  contend  with  in 
regard  to  the  position  taken  up  by  the 
noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the  Badnor 
Boroughs  and  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  ;  be- 
cause, while  they  both  told  the  House 
that  they  had  no  electioneering  dodges 
or  Party  purposes  in  view,  they  entirely 
omitted  to  inform  the  House  as  to  what 
had  induced  them  so  suddenly  to  change 
their  opinions.  He  confessed  he  comd 
not  account  for  the  sudden,  if  not  sus- 
picious, change  ;  and  he  was  at  such  a 
loss  to  describe  it  that  he  must,  there- 
fore, coin  an  expression  for  the  occasion. 
When  a  catastrophe  occurred  in  a  mine 
from  some  unknown  cause,  it  was  gene- 
rally attributed  to  what  was  called 
"  spontaneous  combustion  "  —  a  term 
which  he  was  totally  unable  to  compre- 
hend. He  must,  however,  congratulate 
the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Ohamberlain)   on   his    gpreat   triumph. 
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He  said  this  question  was  an  admirable 
eleotioneerinff  cry,  and  a  very  good  one 
too.  Then  tne  hon.  and  gidlant  Mem- 
ber for  Ben£rewBhire  ((x>lonel  Mure) 
gaye  a  most  able  and  convincing  speeoli 
m  favour  of  corporal  punishmenti  and 
that  hon.  and  gallant  Member  belonged 
to  the  spontaneous  combustion  Party. 
Therefore,  they  had  on  one  side  of  the 
Gtmg^ay  the  electioneering  cry  Party, 
and  on  the  other  the  spontaneous  com- 
bustion Party.  He  should  certainly 
like  to  hear  the  explanation  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ghreen- 
wich ;  because  he,  of  all  other  men,  was 
in  the  best  possible  position,  at  a  time 
when  the  Army  was  being  tinkered 
from  end  to  end,  to  terminate  that  which 
he  now  characterized  as  an  evil.  In- 
stead, however,  of  doing  this,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  year  i^r  year  came 
down  to  the  House  and  advocated  the 
retention  of  flogging,  and  at  the  pre- 
sent moment — a  most  imfortunate  one, 
as  he  ventured  to  think,  for  a  question 
of  the  kind  to  be  raised — ^he  was  en- 
s^ged  with  the  Leader  of  the  Opposition 
in  supporting  a  proposal  which  he  might 
have  made  years  ago  in  his  position  as 
First  Minister  of  the  Grown.  Iteferences 
had  been  made  in  the  course  of  the  de- 
bate to  the  military  authority ;  and  he 
was  in  a  position  to  say,  from  personal 
conversations  with  the  highest  military 
authorities,  that  they  were  of  opinion 
that  it  was  necessary  for  the  best  inte- 
rests of  the  Army  that  the  punishment 
should  be  retained.  What  had  the  so- 
called  humanitarianism  done  for  the 
Army  ?  Last  year,  1,81 1  men  were  dis- 
charged from  the  Army  for  disgraceful 
conduct,  and  he  had  it  from  the  best 
military  authority  that  the  bulk,  if  not 
the  whole,  of  those  men  were  still  serv- 
ing in  the  ranks ;  and  why  ?  Because, 
whilst  formerly  soldiers  discharged  with 
ignominy  were  marked  with  **  £.0,"  and 
could  not,  therefore,  re-enter  the  Army, 
now  there  was  no  mark  upon  them  by 
which  they  could  be  detected  as  bad 
characters  on  attempting  to  re-enlist. 
This  fact  was  the  more  important,  be- 
cause under  the  short-service  system 
there  had  been  brought  into  the  Army 
a  parcel  of  boys,  and  they  were  con- 
taminated and  vitiated  by  being  brought 
into  close  contact  with  habitual  crimi- 
nals of  the  deepest  dye.  With  regard 
to  desertions,  formerly  a  deserter  was 
marked  with  the  letter  <'  D ; "  the  result  I 
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of  the  abolition  of  that  practice  was  thit 
last  year  there  were  5,416  desertiom 
from  the  Army.  To  bring  those  bid 
characters  to  tiie  ranks  was  to  inffiot 
upon  the  well-intentioned  soldier  a  i^ 
gradation  which,  compared  with  til* 
lash,  was  perfectly  absurd.  Wiflin 
the  last  few  minutes  there  had  been  pot 
into  his  hands  a  letter  which  stated  tui 
''  the  bearer  of  this  is  Simpson,  of  jour 
old  battalion."  In  1856  he  threatoied 
to  shoot  his  sergeant,  and,  having  ben 
tried  and  convicted  of  the  offence,  wii 
flogged.  He  not  only  completed  hii 
then  term  of  enlistment,  but  at  its  eoB- 
dusion  re-enlisted,  and  on  his  finil  dii- 
charge  had  gained  five  g^ood  conduct 
badges.  He  stated  that  £rom  the  dtf 
on  which  he  was  flogged  he  became  i 
new  man ;  and  he  was  at  that  very  mo- 
ment in  the  Lobby,  where  any  hoa. 
Member  might  see  him.  He  was  ean- 
ing  an  admirable  livelihood  as  a  dvilin, 
and  would  tell  hon.  Members  that  lit 
felt  as  little  degraded  as  any  hon.  Mem^ 
ber  by  the  punishment  he  had  mlde^ 
gone.  Evidence  could  be  produced  to 
show  that  in  many  cases  men  in  dN 
Army  had  been  completely  reformed  by 
the  infliction  of  corporal  punishmeati 
and  that  since  the  adoption  of  the  hu- 
manitarian principle  to  which  he  had 
referred  crime  in  the  Army  had  in- 
creased by  50  per  cent.  Notwithstand- 
ing this  fact,  it  was  said  that  if  flogging 
was  abolished  the  country  would  teooit 
the  services  of  a  much  superior  dasirf 
soldier;  but  he  did  not  thmk  thiswoaU 
be  the  case,  because  men  of  the  daa 
could  not  be  induced  to  enlist  Ha 
should  like  to  know  on  what  miHtaif 
authority  and  advice  the  noble  Lord  aal 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  HemlMr 
for  Greenwich  had  determined  to  adva* 
cate  the  abolition  of  the  lash.  Oiirioii4f 
enough,  both  of  them  referred  to  joaaff 
officers.  Now,  as  it  had  been  feoni 
that  young  soldiers  were  a  failure,  mail 
it  not  be  supposed  that  the  advioa  d 
yoimg  officers  was  a  failure  too  f  Fv 
his  own  part,  he  would  sooner  seek  ad- 
vice from  officers  who  had  aerved  widk 
distinction,  who  had  led  their  troopaia 
circumstances  of  difficulty,  and  who  had 
endeared  themselves  to  their  men.  WW 
was  it  that  made  the  life  of  an  Eng^ 
officer  safe  when  he  was  in  a  barbtftaa 
couDtFjr  ^mong  his  men?  It  waa  Ihi 
fact  that  the  men  loved  him  and  XK^ 
tected  him,  knowing  that  he  waa  w 
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Toal  friend.    We  never  heard  of  our 
offioere  being  shot  from  behind  by  their 
own  men,  as  was  sometimes  the  case  in 
foreign   Armies.     An    English    officer 
tried  really  to  benefit  the  soldiers,  and 
did  not  thmk  he  was  servine  them  by 
taking  np  any  claptrap  cry  that  might 
be  raised.    With  regard  to  some  hon. 
Members  opposite  who  made  such  a  fass 
in  this  matter,  he  would  ask  whether 
their  names  could  be  found  among  the 
lists  of  the  supporters  of  those  measures 
which  had  really  benefited  the  Army 
and  helped  the  soldier?    It  was  only 
when  a  good  Election  cry  was  required 
that  we  round  this  immense  enthusiasm. 
He  did  not  know  the  source  from  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  taken  his  inspira- 
tion ;  but  it  savoured  a  great  deal  more 
of  the  Old  Bailey  than  of*  the  barrack- 
room.    Just  now  he  had  mentioned  an 
instance  in  which  corporal  punishment 
was  proved  to  be  a  cure.    On  this  point 
he   would    narrate   an  anecdote.     An 
American  found  it  was  very  cheap  talk 
to  condenm  flogging,  and  he  told  his 
audience    he    would  prove   it.      ''My 
father,"  he    said,   "once   flogged    me 
very  severely  when  I  was  teilmg  the 
truth."    "  Wall,  now,"  observed  another 
American,  at  the  end  of  the  table,  "I 
have  knowed  you  since  you've  growed 
up,   and    it  appears  to  me  that  your 
faUier  has  cured  you."     He  was  himself 
flogged  when  at  Eton,   and  he  knew 
that  it  did  him,  as  an  Irishman  would 
say,  "  a  power  of  good."      Did  hon. 
Gentlemen  think  that  a  soldier  consi- 
dered himself  degraded  because  he  was 
floggod  ?    The  degradation  was  not  in 
the  punishment,  but  in  the  crime.    It 
'was  very  hard  that  officers,  who  were 
as  high-minded  and  as  high-principled 
as  hon.  Oentlemen  opposite,  should  be 
disarmed  of  a  weapon  which  they  used 
as  rarely  as  they  could.    Officers  took 
the  greatest  pride  in  their  regiments, 
and  were  lauded  by  the  Horse  Ghiards 
if  they  could  get  on  without  corporal 
ponishment.    There  was  not  only  the 
natural  instinct  of  humanity,  but  the 
desire  to  stand  well  before  the  autho- 
rities in  the  Army  and  the  public  opinion 
at  lai^,  which  constituted  a  proper  and 
raffldent  g^narantee  that  this  pumshment 
would  not  be  abused.    He  maintained 
that   hon.    Ghentlemen    opposite    were 
taking  a  grave  and  serious  responsibility 
at  the  very  time  when  we  were  told  that 
offioers  at  the  Oape  had  great  difficulty 


in  controlling  their  men,  and  when  crime 
had  been  more  rampant  than  usual. 
Those  who  had  the  power  should  re- 
member that  they  had  also  the  responsi- 
bility ;  and  he  trusted  they  would  calmly 
consider  before,  either  by  way  of  spon- 
taneous combustion,  or  for  an  electioneer- 
ing cry,  they  took  away  that  which  the 
best  authorities  in  the  Army  and  the 
most  experienced  military  men  said  was 
a  power  which  they  wished  rarely  to  use, 
which  was  distastefol  to  them  to  use, 
but  which  they  must  use  on  occasions  of 
rare  necessitv. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  with  reference 
to  the  case  of  Simpson,  which  was  quoted 
by  the  last  speaker,  that  a  general 
officer  once  told  him  a  similar  story  of  a 
man  who  accosted  him  in  the  ParK,  re- 
marking, ''  I  was  with  you  at  (Gibraltar ; 
you  flogged  me  four  times  and  dismissed 
me  with  ignominy  from  the  Army,  but 
I  have  always  had  a  great  respect  for 
you."  In  this  instance  the  ex-gonner 
got  half-a-crown,  and  was,  no  doubt, 
well  pleased  with  the  transaction;  but 
he  did  not  think  cases  of  this  kind 
afforded  a  good  reason  for  flogging  the 
men.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Westminster  (Sir  Charles  Bussell) 
made  a  reference  to  some  observations 
made  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  the  other  night, 
and  stated  that  the  hon.  Oentieman  had 
adopted  the  course  of  opposing  the  con- 
tinuance of  flogging  simply  for  elec- 
tioneering purposes.  He  ^Major  Nolan} 
listened  to  the  speedi  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham,  and  understood 
him  to  declare  that  he  had  not  used 
this  matter  as  an  electioneering  cry, 
because  he  had  always  been  in  favour 
of  the  abolition  of  corporal  punishment; 
but  that  by  the  action  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment  it  would  be  made  an  electioneering 
cry.  But  the  greater  part  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for 
Westminster  was  devoted  to  the  whole 
general  administration  of  our  Army. 
He  did  not  deal  in  any  way  satisfac- 
torily with  the  question  of  flo^ng.  No 
doubt,  there  were  evils  in  enlisting  men 
at  too  early  an  age,  as  he  had  before 
pointed  out.  That  was  a  very  important 
point  for  consideration;  but  it  did  not 
touch  the  question  they  had  now  pro- 
minentiy  before  them.  There  were  also 
many  evils  in  the  Army,  such  as  had 
already  been  referred  to ;  but  he  asserted 
that  those  evils  would  not  be  remedied 
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by  the  use  of  the  lash.    How  did  the 
question  stand  at  the  present  stage  ?   In 
going  through  Committee  the  Bill  had 
been  changed  in  many  respects,  and  in 
none    more    than    in    this    matter    of 
flogging.     Nine-tenths  of  the  bad  cases 
would  be  abolished.     He  acknowledged 
that.    As  the  Bill  was  drawn,  and  with 
the  Amendments   of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  a  man  could  be  flogged 
only  for  the  most  serious  crimes.     But, 
having  done  so  much,  what  was  the  use 
of  retaining  the  punishment  for  a  few 
isolated  cases  ?    In  fact,  there  were  only 
two  cases  in   the  Schedule  for  which 
flogging  would   be   useful.     One  was 
sleeping  on  one' s  post.   They  would  have 
to  shoot  a  man  for  that  if  they  abolished 
flogging.     The  only  other  case  was  that 
of  gross  and  wilful  insubordination.   On 
the  other  hand,  what  did  they  lose  by  re- 
taining flogging  ?    They  put  the  soldiers 
of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland  in  a  lower 
position  than  the  soldiers  of  any  Euro- 
pean country  or  the  United  States ;  and 
they  could  not  put  a  soldier  in  a  lower 
position  without  injuring  his  morale  in 
the  field.      Hon.  G-entlemen  said  that 
the  punishment  was  not  felt  as  a  de- 
gradation.    But  it  was  brought  home  to 
a  man  as  a  degradation  in  every  way, 
through  debates  in  Parliament,  through 
the  newspapers,  in  the  theatres  of  gar- 
rison towns,  where  references  to  flogging 
used  to  be  very  common — much  more 
so  than  they  were  now.     It  would  be 
brought  home  to  a  man  in  his  native 
village,  where  he  would  be  told  that  he 
should  be  flogged.     In  that  way  it  in- 
jured recruiting.     It  was  asked,  **  How 
will  you  remedy  many  petty  acts  of  in- 
discipline without  flogging  ?  "     But  this 
Bill  did  not  profess  to  deal  with  such  acts, 
but  only  with  the  graver  oflences.    As 
far  as  he  had  seen,  flogging  was  resorted 
to  very  much  to  correct  our  own  faults  of 
administration.      They  flogged  a  dog, 
and  as  long  as  they  flogged  soldiers  the 
latter  would  think  they  were  treated  as 
dogs.     In   foreign  Armies  it  was  the 
custom  to  brigade  not  merely  battalions, 
but  brigades  and  divisions  in  time  of 
peace ;  and,  consequently,  when  a  man 
went  into  the  field   he   found  himself 
exactly  in  the  same  circumstances  in 
time  of  war  as  he  had  been  in  time  of 
peace.     As  a   general  rule  men  were 
flogged,  not  for  disobedience  to  their 
own  officers,    but  for  disobedience  to 
other  officers  into  contact  with  whom 
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they  were  occasionally  thrown.     Now 
that  men  were  getting  more  civilized 
they  resented  being  flogged,  which  they 
looked  upon  as  a  class  distinction.     And 
they  were  right.     On  previous  occasions 
there    was   a   question   whether   other 
Armies  flogged  or  not.     He  drew  the 
attention  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  to  the  matter,  and  reminded  him 
that  he  had  got  means  of  information 
which  were  not  open  to  private  Members; 
he  could  apply  to  the  Military  Attaches 
abroad,  and  let  the  House  know  what 
were  the  facts.    But  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  did  not  accept  the 
challenge.    The  time  had  gone  by  for 
flogging,   and    its    continuance    would 
weaken  instead  of  strengthen  the  Army. 
Mb.  CHAPLIN  trusted  it  would  not 
be  considered  unduly  intrusive  on  his 
part  if  he  ventured  to  offer  a  few  ob- 
servations on  this  occasion.     The  ques- 
tion which  was  raised  by  the  Amend- 
ment of  his  noble  Friend  was  exceedingly 
simple ;    it  was  this.     Was  flogg^ing  a 
necessity  or  not  for  the  maintenance  of 
discipline  in  the  Army  4n  the  field  ?    The 
noble  Lord  told  them  that  was  a  matter 
on  which  they  must  be  guided  by  the 
highest  authorities.      The    right    hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
also  expressed  the  opinion  that  these 
authorises  were  of  the  widest  character. 
What  were  those  authorities,  and  what 
had  they  said  on  the  subject?    First, 
they  had  the  opinion  of  his  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War,  who  spoke  not  only  from  his 
own  practical  military  experience,   and 
with  the  full  responsibility  of  the  posi- 
tion he  occupied,  but  with  all  the  ad- 
vantages he  derived  from  intimate  and ' 
frequent  communication  with  men  of  the 
highest  military  experience,  and  a  fuU 
knowledge  of  their  views  on  the  subject. 
What  had  he  told  them  only  two  nights 
ago  ?    He  expressed  it  as  his  deliberate 
opinion  that  tiie  Gt)vemment  were  abso- 
lutely compelled  to  retain  corporal  punish- 
ment for  the  Army  in  the  field.    That 
was  the  opinion  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War — it  was  also  the  opinion  of  the 
present  Administration.     What  was  the 
opinion  of  their  Predecessors  in  Office  ? 
He  had  referred  to  some  previous  dis- 
cussions on  the  question  of  flogeing, 
while  his  noble  Friend  the  noble  Mar- 
quess was  in  charge  of  the  same  De- 
partment.     He    found  in   1864  a  dis- 
cussion in  which  his  noble  Friend  spoke 
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and  voted  on  the  queBtion  of  flogging. 
On  that  occasion,   he  both  spoke  and 
Toted  f^ainst  the  abolition  of  flogging, 
and  was  followed  into  the  Lobby  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Membei  for 
Greenwich.    In  1865,  again,  the  noble 
Marquess  voted  against  the  abolition  of 
flog^ng.     Again,  in  1866,  the  question 
of  flogging  in  the  Army  was  discussed, 
when  he  found  his  noble  Friend  voted 
against  its  abolition,  and  was  followed 
into  the  Lobby  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman   the    Member   for    Greenwich. 
Again,  in  1867,  the  abolition  of  flogging 
in  time  of  peace  was  proposed,  ana  on 
that  occasion  his  noble  Friend  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich,  being  no  longer  in  Office, 
did  not  find  it  convenient  to  attend  in 
their  place.     From  that  day  to  this  they 
had  not  been  called  on  to  express  any 
opinion  on  the  question.     He  came  next 
to  the  opinion  of  the  military  autho- 
rities.    They  were  told  to-night  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  that  all  the  younger  officers 
in  the  Army  were  opposed  to  flogging. 
That  was  not  his  experience.     So  far  as 
he  was  able  to  gather  the  opinions  of 
officers,  either  young  or  old,  they  ap- 
peared almost  unanimous  that  flogging 
was  necessary  for  the  maintenance  of 
discipline.    But  even  supposing  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  rignt,  he  placed  the 
opinions  of  the  young  and  inexperienced 
officers  of  the  Army  against  those  of  the 
old  and  experienced.     He  had  stated  the 
riews  entertained  oh  this  subject  by  the 
late  Administration,  by  the  present  Ad- 
ministration,   and    the    great    military 
authorities  of  the  country;  but  that  was 
not  all.     They  had  the  advantage  of 
knowing  what  were  the  opinions  oi^  this 
subject  of  those  who  sat  on  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench.     The  whole  principle 
of  flogging  was  raised  on  the  20th  of 
May  on  an  Amendment  moved  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.   Hopwood),   when  239    Members 
voted  for  retaining  flogging,   and  56 
against  it.     On  that  occasion  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Oxford  (Sir 
William  Harcourt)  voted  in  the  majo- 
rity.   That  was  not  aU,  for  he  found 
that  on  June  17,   1879,  the  hon.   and 
learned  Member  for  Oxford  expressed  an 
opinion   on  the    question,  and  said  — 
''For  his  own  part,  he  had  come  to 
the  conclusion  that  flogging  could  not 
be  dispensed  with  on  active  service." 


Here,  then,  was  a  mass  of  concurrent  opi- 
nion on  the  part  of  all  the  military  autho- 
rities of  the  country,  on  the  part  of  the 
late  Administration,  and  on  the  part  of 
the  existing  Administration,  and  on  the 
part  of  the  Leaders  on  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  in  favour  of  the  retention 
of  flogging ;  and  he  had  heard  nothing 
during  this  discussion  to  account  in  the 
slightest  degree  for  the  extraordinary 
change  of  opinion  which  had  taken  place. 
What  were  the  arguments  which  had 
been  used,  and  who  were  the  real  Leaders 
of  this  opposition  ?  The  real  Leader  of 
the  whole  movement  now  had  been  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Stockport, 
and  the  time  had  come  for  him  to  take  a 
more  prominent  position  than  he  occu- 
pied in  his  modest  retirement  below  the 
Gangway.  He  had  been  followed  by 
tlie  junior  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr. 
Chamberlain),  and  both  were  respect- 
able Members  of  that  Assembly.  He 
was  not,  however,  aware  that  either 
possessed  any  special  knowledge  or  ex- 
perience on  the  question  which  would 
entitle  their  views  to  peculiar  weight. 
Arguments  they  had  never  condescended 
to  address  to  the  House.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Stockport  had  said 
he  objected  to  flogging  because  it  was 
brutal  and  beastly ;  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  was  scarcely  less 
happy,  for  he  described  it  as  barbarous, 
disgraceful,  and  degrading  to  those 
who  were  flogged.  fCheera,']  As  hon. 
Gentlemen  cheered,  ne  supposed  their 
civilization  was  a  good  deal  more 
advanced  than  his  own.  Had  these 
hon.  Gentlemen  ever  heard  of  Eton 
and  Harrow  and  of  the  birch-rod  ? 
When  they  talked  of  flogging  as  dis- 
graceful td  those  who  received  it,  they 
forgot  that  their  remarks  applied  to  pro- 
bably three-fourths  of  the  Members  on 
both  sides  of  the  House.  These  were 
the  views  of  the  reed  Leaders  of  the  op- 
position on  this  subject ;  and  what  were 
those  of  the  nominal  Leaders  on  the 
front  Opposition  Bench?  He  heard 
with  surprise  and  the  deepest  regret  the 
speech  of  the  noble  Marquess  on  Tues- 
day night.  The  sole  reason  he  was  able 
to  advance  in  support  of  the  extra- 
ordinary change  of  opinion  on  his  part 
was  that  he  had  doubts  in  his  own  mind 
as  to  the  views  or  convictions  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  about  the  means 
of  maintaining  discipline  in  the  Army 
without  corporal  punishment.    That  was 
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the  sole  reason  whioh  was  adyanoed  by 
the  noble  Lord;  and  now  that  ground 
was  oom^etely  out  from  under  hun,  be- 
cause the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had 
stated  two  or  three  times  in  the  most  dear 
and  explicit  manner  that  the  opinion  of 
Her  Majesty's  Gk>Yeinment  was  that  the 
retention  of  corporal  punishment  was  ab- 
solutely necessary.  That  was  his  noble 
Friend's  position  on  Tuesday  night  last ; 
he  was  prepared  to  propose  a  Preamble 
by  whi<m  he  declared  nogging  must  be 
abolished,  and,  at  the  same  time,  he  was 
ready  to  accept  a  Schedule  and  clause 
by  which,  wiuiout  the  least  alteration, 
flogging  was  nererthelees  to  be  main- 
tained. That  was  the  position  of  the 
noble  Lord  up  to  Tuesday  night  last, 
and  they  were  entitled  to  ask  that  night 
for  some  more  distinct  explanation  than 
an;f  they  had  had  of  thisnirther  and  ad- 
ditional change  on  his  part,  by  which 
he  proposed  to  abolish  flogging  in  the 
Army  altogether.  He  desu^  to  refrain 
from  making  any  charge  against  one  on 
the  other  side  of  the  House.  All  he 
asked  was  that  right  hon.  Members 
should  giye  some  distinct  explanation  of 
the  chimge  in  opinion  on  their  parts.  If 
they  did  so,  they  would  be  acquitted  en- 
tirdy  of  any  eyil  intention  whateyer ;  if 
they  did  not,  in  the  absence  of  the 
slightest  explanation,  the  only  possible 
conclusion,  so  far  as  they  were  con- 
cerned, would  be  that  the  disoipline  and 
efficiency  of  the  Army  and  the  welfare 
of  the  nation  might  go  to  the  dogs  so 
long  as  they  were  able  to  manufacture  a 
cry  which  they  thought  would  be  a 
fitting  and  a  suitable  cry  for  the  hust- 
ings. The  position  taken  up  on  this 
question  was  inconsLstent  and  illogical. 
They  had  before  them  a  Schedule  con- 
taining a  long  list  of  offences  to  which 
the  penalty  of  death  had  been  already 
attached,  with  the  consent,  certainly 
with  the  silence  and  implied  approyal, 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite.  [*'  No ! "] 
But  now  the  Goyemment  had  come  for- 
ward with  a  proposal  that  the  penalty 
of  flogging  was  also  to  be  attached  to 
that  Est  of  offences,  not,  as  he  un- 
derstood, as  an  addition,  but,  generally 
speaking,  as  a  substitute  and  an  alter- 
natiye  for  the  extreme  penalty  of  death. 
That  seemed  to  him  to  oe amost  natural 
and  a  most  humane  proposition;  but 
hon.  a*entiemen  opposite  said — "No, 
nothing  of  the  kind ; "  and  they  spoke 
only  in  the  name  of  humanity.  Flogging, 
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they  said,  must  be  abolished,  but  the 
penalty  of  death  should  be  retained. 
Mimianity  was  one  of  the  highest  and 
noblest  qualities  of  human  nature ;  hu- 
manity, when  it  was  true,  when  it  was 
not  used  as  a  doak  for  a  purpose  which 
must  not  be  admitted,  was  a  yirtue  be- 
yond all  price.  But  what  did  they  hear 
that  night  ?  That  we  must  haye  disci- 
pline by  death  for  our  gallant  soldiers, 
for  our  fellow-countrymen  serying  their 
country.  Discipline  by  death  was  the 
measure  of  the  mock  humanity  of  the 
hon.  Members  for  Birmingham  and 
Stockport  He  could  not  he^  thinking 
there  must  be  reasons  other  than  those 
which  had  been  ayowed  for  this  extra- 
ordinary change  in  the  opinions  of  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentieman  opposite.  Oould 
it  DC  found  in  the  differences  which  were 
exhibited  a  few  nights  ago  in  the  happy 
fsmily  on  the  other  side  of  the  House  ? 
The  Leadership  of  the  noble  Lord  was 
openly  repudiated,  and  on  a  point  of 
Order  only ;  but  what  might  he  haye  ex- 
pected if  he  had  asserted  his  opinion  on 
a  question  of  principle  in  which  flog^ging 
was  inyolyed?  Flogging,  eyidently,  was 
intended  to  tell  upon  the  Elections ;  the 
hon.  Member  who  had  rebuffed  his 
Leader  went  down  to  Birmingham — the 
home  of  the  Caucus — ^for  the  natural 
purpose  of  looking  after  it ;  and  now  it 
turned  oat  that  he  had  set  to  work  all 
his  wires  and  all  the  resources  of  this 
American  organisation  to  agitate  this 
question.  It  could  not  be  said  that  he 
had  been  happy  in  the  selection  of  a 
cry  with  whicn  to  g^  to  the  country,  for 
what  he  said  in  effect  was — '*  I  will  take 
care  of  our  soldiers;  I  will  not  haye 
them  flogged,  but  I  will  haye  them 
shot."  '<  The  bullet  for  the  Army !  " 
was  the  cry  with  which  the  junior  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  had  decided  to  go 
to  the  country.  ''The  bullet  for  the 
Army  and  the  caucus  for  the  country  " 
was  a  cry  which  had  indeed  an  Ameri- 
can flayour  about  it  with  a  yengeance, 
and  he  heartily  wished  the  hon.  Member 
joy  of  its  reception  at  the  hands  of  the 
le.  He  noble  Friend  had  gained  a 
and  well-eamed  reputation,  for  his 
t — ^the  Leadership  of  the  present  Op- 
position— ^was  indeed  a  dehcate  and  a 
difficult  one ;  but  he  trusted  his  noble 
Friend  would  forgiVe  him  if  he  told  him 
the  opinion  which  was  widely  preyalent 
that  day,  that  in  all  his  life  he  neyer 
played  so  bad  a  card  as  that  which  he 
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bd  thrown  npon  the  Table  of  the  House 
ihit  night,  and  that  this  maooBuvre,  so 
tmuparent  and  bo  olomsj — ^which  had 
Bot  even  the  merit  of  being  dever,  al- 
llkoiigh,  in  the  opinion  of  some  people, 
poanbly  it  mi^t  be  unsorapmous — 
vould  zeooil,  he  might  be  certain,  with 
Dodiingbut  ridicule  upon  its  authors; 
eren  iz,  indeed,  for  himself  and  for  his 
Psrtj,  it  did  not  end  in  disaster  and 
diwnce. 

SmWILIilAM  HAIMX)URT:   Sir, 
[  shall  not  offer  the  same  apology  for 
intruding  upon    the    attention  of   the 
Souse  as  that  with  which    the    hon. 
Ifember    for    Mid  -  Lincolnshire    (Mr. 
jhaplin)  prefaced  his  speech,  when  he 
nid  he  haid  taken  no  part  in  the  discus- 
non  npon  this  Bill.     1  am  afraid  I  can- 
not say  the  same;   but,  perhaps,   not 
because  I  have  taken  part  m  the  discus- 
non  npon  the  Bill,  I  should  wish  to  say 
I  few  words  upon  the  subject  of  the 
rote  which  I  am  about  to  give  .    I  con- 
fess that  the  denunciations  I  have  just 
leard  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
[inoolnahire,  as  to  the  Party  motives 
by  which  I  and  others  who  sit  around 
ne  are  actuated,  fall  very  lightly  upon 
ne.    Hon.  GenUemen,  no  doubt,  are 
of  opinion  that  throughout  the  whole  of 
the  discussion  upon  tnis  Bill  the  course 
which  I  and  others  have  taken  has  been 
Boremed  by  a  desire  to  embarrass  Her 
Majesty's   Government.      I  should  be 
perfectly  prepared  for  those  who  hold 
that  language ;  because  I  have  frequently 
Ut  during  the  last  week,  whilst  my 
Boble  Friend  was  doing  all  he  could  to 
Kpport  them,   and  fight  their  battle, 
tut  the  leading  Members  of  the  Cabinet 
vers  denouncing  him-out-of-doors.    We 
fc  not  look  for  gratitude  in  politics ;  we 
b  not  expect  it ;  and  we  do  not  wish 
far  it.    We  take  the  course  we  think 
|npsr,  and  from  the  situation  which 
ve  ourselves  occupy ;    and  the  course 
vUeh,  for  my  own  part,  I  have  thought 
it  proper  to  take,  has  been  to  give  all 
tk  loyal  assistance  in  my  power  to  the 
ingress  of  this  Bill,  not  only  in  this 
floue,  but  out  of  this  House,  and  to 
Up  the  (Government  in  such  alterations 
u  they  might  think  fit  to  make  in  this 
Mnre,  in  order  that  those  alterations 
Bight  be  made  in  the  easiest  and  most 
Aetoal  manner.     It  is  very  easy  upon 
A  Bill  of  this  kind  for  an  Opposition, 
vuting  to  embarrass  the  Government, 
toplsce  them,  over  and  over  again,  in  a 


humiliating  position.  But  we  have  not 
taken  that  course.  Therefore,  the  de- 
nunciations of  the  character  uttered  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire, 
and  the  tone  of  acrimony  which  I  think, 
alone  from  the  opposite  Bench,  has  been 
introduced  into  tnis  debate  by  the  noble 
Lord  the  President  of  the  Boeurd  of  Trade 
(Viscount  Sandon)  are  somewhat  mis- 
placed. The  noble  Lord  thought  fit  to 
say  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Sheffield  (Mr.  Mundella)  that  he  had 
made  wanton  statements  in  this  House. 
Well,  Sir,  if  the  hon.  Member  made 
wanton  statements  with  reference  to  the 
punishment  by  death  in  foreign  Armies, 
it  was  perfectly  within  the  competence 
of  the  Government,  with  their  means  of 
information,  to  have  ascertained  what 
has  been  the  efiPect  upon  any  foreign 
Army  of  the  aboUtioa  of  flowing  wi^ 
respect  to  the  increase  of  punu^ment  by 
death.  But  the  Government  have  pro- 
duced to  the  House  no  information  of 
that  character;  and,  therefore,  I  venture 
to  say  that  the  noble  Lord  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  is  not  entitled  to 
treat  as  wanton  the  statements  made  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Sheffield.  This 
subject  is,  confessedly,  very  difficult  and 
embarrassing  ;  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid-Lincolnshire,  as  well  as  others, 
ask  why  Members  of  former  Administra- 
tions who  are  now  disposed  to  support 
the  abolition  of  corporal  punishment 
did  not  take  that  course  before  ?  The  first 
observation  which  I  have  to  make  is, 
that  it  is  the  act  of  the  present  Govern- 
ment which  has  brought  the  whole  of 
our  miUtary  law  under  review.  Mutiny 
Act  after  Mutiny  Act  has  hitherto  passed 
unobserved  and  undiscussed ;  but  it  was 
the  decision  of  the  present  Government 
that  the  whole  of  this  subject  should 
undergo  revision,  and,  therefore,  it  was 
necessary  that  it  should  be  carefully 
examined.  I  am  bound  to  take  some 
blame  to  myself,  so  far  as  I  had  any- 
thing to  do  with  iJie  Committee  upstairs ; 
for  I  was  a  party,  with  a  large  majority, 
to  discourage  and  reject  a  Motion  on  the 
part  of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  J.  Holms)  for  taking  evi- 
dence upon,  and  inquiring  into,  the  sub- 
ject of  corporal  punishment.  I  see  now, 
what  I  did  not  see  at  the  time,  that  it 
was  a  mistake  not  to  do  so,  because  I 
think  the  information  obtained  would 
have  been  useful  when  the  subject — 
as  was  certain  to  be  the  case — came  to 
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be  examined  in  this  House.  The  ques- 
tion was  brought  up  in  May  last,  and  I 
supported  entirely  the  view  of  the  Go- 
yernment  at  that  time.  I  voted  with 
them,  and  I  spoke  on  their  side,  as  the 
hou.  Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire  has 
said.  The  matter  came  on,  and  was 
largely  discussed.  It  then  begun  to  be 
seen,  by  both  sides  of  the  House,  that 
the  existing  state  of  things  could  not  be 
supported.  I  say  both  sides  of  the 
House,  because  the  concessions  which 
were  made  by  the  Government,  and 
which  I  took  part  in  urging  upon  them, 
wore  accepted  by  both  sides  of  the 
House,  and  this  showed  that  former 
opinions  had  been  changed  by  discus- 
sion and  by  the  further  light  which  had 
been  cast  upon  the  subject.  Now,  that 
was  a  very  important  circumstance.  The 
noble  Lord  the  President  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  entirely  misinterpreted  the 
language  of  my  noble  Fnend  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition,  when  he  said — **But 
you  say  il"  the  Government  had  not  made 
these  concessions  you  would  have  sup- 
ported them  all  through."  That  is 
not  what  my  noble  Friend  said  at  all. 
Ho  pointed  out  the  fact  that,  from  the 
moment  at  which  it  was  admitted  that 
the  former  view,  which  the  hon.  Member 
for  Mid-Lincolnshire  has  referred  to 
this  evening  as  being  taken  up  by  the 
previous  Administration,  could  not  be 
sustained,  the  whole  aspect  of  the 
question  had  clianged.  That  is  quite 
obvious.  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
Lincolnshire  quoted  from  a  speech 
delivered  by  my  noblo  Friend  in  1864  ; 
but  he  knows  very  well  that  at  that 
time  the  Government  opposed  doing 
away  with  corporal  punishment  in  time 
of  peace.  The  punishment,  however, 
was  done  away  witli  in  time  of  peace,  in 
spite  of  tlie  Government  and  the  military 
authorities  ;  and  does  any  man  say  that 
evil  has  come  from  this  ?  What  was  the 
first  thing  which  happened  during  the 
progress  of  this  discussion  ?  A  great 
change  was  made.  A  Schedule  was 
promised,  which  was,  in  effect,  to  reduce 
very  largely  the  number  of  offences  to 
which  corporal  punishment  was  appli- 
cable, and  the  magnitude  of  the  punish- 
ment was  also  reduced.  That  showed 
that  the  Government  and  the  military 
authorities  were  not  sure  of  their  ground. 
I  do  not  blame  them  for  taking  that 
course ;  but  when  th(<y  agreed  largi^ly 
to  diminish  the  number  of  offences  and 
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lashes  it  showed  that  the  information 
upon  which  they  had  hitherto  acted  was 
insufficient.  These  concessionB  being 
made,  what  happened  next  ?  For  mj 
own  part,  I  was  willing  and  ready  to 
support  the  Government  in  the  conces- 
sions which  they  then  made,  and  in  the 
position  which  they  then  took  up.  But 
were  the  Government  satisfied  with  the 
appearance  which  the  question  had 
assumed?  From  circumstances  orer 
which  I  had  no  control,  I  was  unable  to 
be  present  in  this  House  on  Satuiday 
week,  and  I  can,  therefore,  only  speak 
from  the  information  which  I  have  re- 
ceived through  the  ordinary  channels; 
but  upon  that  Saturday  the  Government, 
who  had  days  before  promised  a  Sche- 
dule, and  a  reduction  in  the  number  of 
lashes,  came  forward  and  stated  that 
the  question  was  about  to  assume  a 
new  aspect.  Without  going  into  the 
question  of  what  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  said,  or  was  supposed 
to  have  said,  I  may  mention  that 
this  has  been  variously  interpreted;  and 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain)  and  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster),  although  they  may  have  been 
mistaken,  both  understood  him,  practi- 
cally speaking,  to  givo  a  promise  that 
Hogging  should  be  abolished.  Again« 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Tamworth  (Sir  Robert  Feel)  said  that, 
for  his  own  part,  he  felt  satisfied  that  the 
Government  did  mean  to  give  way  upon 
this  question ;  and  now  I  see  that  my 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  f« 
West  Sussex  (Sir  Walter  B.  Barttelot), 
who  acts  as  a  sort  of  Guardian  Angd  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  and  who 
sometimes  cliides  and  chastises  flw 
children  whom  he  loves,  said  that  ha 
had  listened  attentively  to  the  right  hoL 
Baronet  the  Member  for  TamworAi 
and  that  there  had  been  an  impreaaioi 
conveyed  to  Members  on  that  side  of 
the  House  that  the  Government  did  in- 
tend to  give  way.  Therefore,  if  »Bf 
hon.  Members  were  misled,  apparen^f 
one  of  them  was  my  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend,  who  said — 

*'  llo  wus  thcrofore  fir^infr  to  put  a  qaeiwa 
pluinly  and  directly  to  tho  Government.  beaM 
thi'y  ]uid  no  right  to  keop  hon.  Momben  in  IM 
pofiition.  .  .  .  They  had  a  rij^ht  to  ask  whelh* 
il  was  tho  intention  of  tho  Ci(»venmirnt  to  git 
way,  bor^iusi',  if  that  were  tho  ca«»,  Miniiltf* 
ought  not  to  call  upon  them  to  make  stattimenl 
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f  if  &t  the  end  the  whole  question  was  to  be  sacri- 
fioed,  and  that  it  was  to  go  forth  at  the  last  that 
the  GoTemment  were  in  the  wrong,  and  that 
the  few  Members  who  opposed  them  were  in  the 
right"— [3  Hansard,  ccadvu.  1671.] 

It  was  impossible  to  make  a  more  direct 
appeal  to    the  Gbyemment  than  that 
made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man.    If  the  Government  had  made  up 
their  minds  that  concession  had  gone  to 
its  utmost  limits,  and  that  when  they 
had  promised  the  Schedule  and  a  reduc- 
tion of  the  number  of  lashes  they  could 
do  no  more ;  when  they  were  told  by  the 
hon.  and    gallant    Member    for  West 
Sussex  that  the  impression  had  been 
conveyed  to   many  people,  and  appa- 
rently to  him,  that  the  Government  were 
about  to  give  way  upon  the  subject  of 
flogging  altogether;    when  they  were 
called  upon  distinctly  to  say  whether  it 
was  their  intention  to  give  way,  what 
was  the  natural  course  that  one  would 
have  expected  them  to  take?      Why, 
that  they  would  have  said  at  once — 
*'This  is  entirely  a  mistake;  we  have 
no  intention  at  all  of  giving  up  flogging; 
we  have  our  Schedule  unoer  considera- 
tion, and  we  shall  place  it  before  the 
House/'     That  would  have  been  a  very 
simple  statement  to  make ;  but  the  very 
next  speaker  who  rose  was  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Leader  of  the  House, 
who  said  that — **  The  Government  had 
taken  a  course  known  to  the  House  pre- 
viously, and  that  they  were  now  pre- 
pared to  re-consider  the  whole  question." 
What  was  the  meaning  of  that  state- 
ment?    It  is  important  to  know  this, 
because   the   statement   was    made  in 
answer  to  the  appeal  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  West  Sussex.  Now, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  have  an 
opportunity  to-night  to  tell  us  what  that 
statement  meant,  and  why  it  was  neces- 
sary,   after    all  those  concessions  had 
been  made  days  before,  to  state  that  the 
Government  was  prepared  to  re-consider 
the  whole  question,  and  whether  they 
meant  to  do  anything  more  than  they 
had  previously  announced.     These  are 
points  upon  which  I  think  the  House  has 
aright  to  have  some  explanation  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman.     But  that  is 
not  all.    I  do  not  ask  whether  there  has 
been  any  decision  of  the  Cabinet  to  do 
away  with  flogging.     But  I  ask  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  who  is  always 
frank  with  the  House,  whether  he  will 
tell  lis  that  he  never  entertained  any 
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other  opinion  upon  this  subject  ?  We 
have  been  told  a  great  deal  as  to  the 
opinion  of  military  authorities.  But  al- 
though we  have  heard  the  opinion  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Berksmre  (Mr. 
Walter),  there  is  another  hon.  Member 
for  that  county  (Colonel  Loyd  Lindsay), 
who  is  a  military  man  of  great  expe- 
rience and  distinction,  and  besides  a 
Member  of  the  Government,  but  whose 
opinion  has  never  been  pronounced  in 
this  House  upon  the  question  of  corporal 
punishment.  Now,  that  being  the  state 
with  regard  to  information  in  which  the 
Government  left  the  House  on  Saturday 
week,  my  noble  Friend  the  Leader  of 
the  Opposition  has  challenged  a  denial 
from  the  Government,  which  challenge 
has  never  been  met,  as  to  the  nature  of 
the  pressure  which  was  put  upon  them 
while  they  were  re-considering  their 
opinion  upon  this  subject.  I  do  not  say 
that  their  decision  had  then  been  taken  ; 
but  I  do  say,  while  they  were  consider- 
ing, imless  report  is  more  than  usually 
false,  that  there  was  a  very  strong 
attempt  on  the  part,  if  I  may  follow  the 

Ehrase  used  to-night  by  the  Secretary  of 
tate  for  War,  '*  of  an.  active  section  " 
of  their  Party  to  induce  them  to  give  up 
flogging.  I  again  ask  for  a  distinct 
denial  as  to  whether  that  is  the  fact  or 
not  ?  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  West  Sussex  can,  no 
doubt,  throw  some  light  upon  this  point, 
and  if  he  will  get  up  and  say  there  was 
no  attempt,  when  the  Government  were 
re-considering  their  opinion,  to  induce 
them  to  give  up  the  punishment  of 
flogging,  of  course  I  shall  consider  his 
statement  conclusive  and  satisfactory. 
But  there  is  another  fact  which  has  not 
been  denied,  and  which  has  to  be  ex- 
plained. What  was  the  meaning  of  the 
Party  meeting  of  the  Conservatives  on 
Monday?  The  hon.  Member  for  Mid- 
Lincolnshire  must  know  that  there  are 
Caucuses  elsewhere  than  in  Birming- 
ham. There  are  Caucuses  in  the  Foreign 
Office  and  elsewhere.  The  meeting  pre- 
sided over  by  the  Leader  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  held — the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man will  contradict  me  if  I  am  wrong — 
upon  the  subject  of  flogging  in  the 
Army.  Why  was  there  to  be  a  Party 
meeting  upon  this  subject.  The  Govern- 
ment, as  they  were  told  now,  had  made 
all  their  concessions  days  before.  They 
had  made  the  statement  which  they  in- 
tended to  go  forth  to  th^  country.  On 
Saturday  &ey  gaid  that  the  whole  sub- 
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jeot  WEB  ander  re-oonsideration,  and 
then  sometkinff  happens  which  makes 
it  necessary  to  have  a  Party  meeting  on 
Monday.  Sir,  I  think  that  before  we 
have  charges  made  against  us  of  settling 
this  question  upon  considerations  of 
Party,  we  are  entitled  to  have  some 
explanation  with  reg^ard  to  that  meet- 
ing. Of  course,  there  are  hon.  Gentle- 
men below  the  Gangway  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  pressure  may 
be  put  upon  Governments  as  well  as 
upon  Oppositions.  I  remind  the  hon. 
Member  for  Mid-Lincolnshire  that  our 
desire  is  to  know  whether  the  decision 
at  which  the  Government  arrived  was 
founded  upon  the  opinion  of  the  mili- 
tary authorities,  or  whether  it  was 
influenced  by  the  pressure  of  Party 
politics? — ^for,  although  we  may  be 
bound  to  attach  weight,  and  to  pay 
attention  to  the  opinion  and  determina- 
tion of  the  Government,  formed  inde- 
pendently and  upon  their  own  responsi- 
bility and  that  of  their  military  advisers, 
I  do  not  know  that  we  can  be  called 
upon  to  pay  any  attention  or  any  respect 
wnatever  to  a  decision  influenced  by 
Party  meetings  at  the  Foreign  Office. 
It  is  this  which,  in  my  opinion,  has 
totally  changed  the  situation  with  regard 
to  this  matter.  The  Government  began, 
first  of  all,  by  introducing  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  into  this^ill  exactly  as 
it  stood  before;  they  then,  under  the 
influence  of  debate,  seeing  that  great 
modifications  could  be  made  in  it,  pro- 
ceeded in  the  path  of  those  modifications 
up  to  certain  concessions  ;  but  why, 
having  made  those  concessions,  they  had 
again  to  re-consider  the  whole  question, 
I  know  not.  But  what  we  had  a  right 
to  expect,  and  what  the  country  had  a 
right  to  expect,  was  that  the  Gt)vemment 
should  be  allowed  to  come  to  a  conclusion 
upon  this  matter  uninfluenced  by  Party 
pressure,  and  i^at  is  what  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Ghreenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone)  meant,  as  I  understood  him, 
when  he  said  that  the  Government  had 
weakened  the  authority  upon  which 
their  necessity  for  the  punishment  of 
flogging  rests.  The  noble  Lord  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  com- 
pletely misunderstood  the  remarks  of  my 
right  hon.  Friend,  when  he  said  that  he 
had  asked  ''  What  authority  is  it  that 
you  are  alleging  in  favour  of  this  pimish- 
ment?"  My  right  hon.  Friend  never 
said  anything  of  the  kind.  What  he 
did  say  was  that — ''This  punishment 
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can  only  rest  upon  the  strongeai  aiidM>- 
rity,  and  in  the  conviction  of  the  HomSi 
and  in  the  conviction  of  the  country,  bj 
the  course  which  you  have  taken  in  tb 
progress  of  this  discussion,  you  bifs 
undermined  that  authority,  beicauBe  job 
have  shown  from  the  first  that  you  wen 
of  opinion  that  it  did  not  rest  upon  inj 
solid  basis."  You  change  from  point  to 
point ;  you  exhibit  what  my  hon.  Frioid 
called  themost  lamentable  ignorance  with 
reference  to  the  administration  of  tidi 
punishment.  The  error  which  existed  h 
to  the ''  cat "  is  a  very  material  point  tnd 
tended  to  the  undermining  of  oorponi 
punishment,  because  it  is  a  very  im- 
portant thing  to  know  that  it  is  not 
administered  with  unnecessarr  severi^. 
The  late  First  Lord  of  the  Admirtl^, 
having  given  a  pledge  to  this  Houi 
that  tiiere  should  be  a  pattern  "oat" 
kept  at  the  Admiralty,  when  it  tnmod 
out  that  nobody  knew  where  that  pit- 
tem  cat  was,  all  the  confidence  tibk 
rested  upon  that  pledge  was  VKJ 
gravely  shaken.  All  these  things  biTS 
gone  far  to  shake  the  authority  npoi . 
which  this  matter  rests.  Thus,  tin : 
Secretary  of  State  says — '*  After  thisyot 
propose  an  Amendment  fatal  to  As 
bill."  What  can  he  mean  by  that 
ment  ?  Does  it  mean  that  if  the  majori^ 
of  the  House  of  Commons  dediiti ; 
against  flogging,  this  Government  9t-\ 
any  other  Government  would  cany  oi 
flogging  in  the  Army  ?  Does  he  moal 
that  the  Government  would  go  on  witluMt 
any  Bill  of  this  kind  at  all  ?  The  oih 
result  of  carrying  this  Besolution  wouf 
be  that  corporal  punishment  would ' 
struck  out  of  the  Bill.  The  hon.  M(  ' 
for  Mid-Lincolnshire  thinks  it  is  a 
thing  to  say  that  it  is  a  question' 
the  bullet  and  the  lash.  Yon  are 
for  shooting  the  soldier.  What  m 
was  there  in  making  that  assertion,  i 
the  alternative  offered  by  my 
Friend,  who  has  offered  vou  the  laih 
a  substitute  for  the  bullet,  whioii 
refused  ?  He  said,  in  every  case  wl 
you  shoot  you  may  flog,  and  yon 
it.  p'  No  !'']  What  is  the  use  of  afV^fj 
'^  No !"  when  everybody  knows  it  is  w& 
fact  ?  He  offered  a  ofauae  whidi  dii»^ 
tinctly  declared  that  flognnff  shoald 
accepted  as  a  substitute  for  diootiaff. 
the  hon.  Member  who  said'^No'  ( 
not  accept  it,  the  Government,  who 
much  more  important,  refused  to 
flogging  as  a  substitute  for  ah( 
and  that  meant  that  th^ 
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that  there  slionld   be   flogging  where 
there  was  no  shooting.    The  House  and 
the  country  will  understand  it,  and  it  is, 
therefore,  of  no  use  making  a  statement 
to  the  contrary.      The    hon.  Member 
for  Berkshire  (Mr.  Walter)  has  to-night 
fallen  into  a  most  extraordinary  error. 
The  hon.  Member  has  read  to  the  House 
a  Memorandum  of  offences,  and  he  was 
cheered  when  he  said  that  these  are 
offences  for  which  men  must  be  shot. 
Everybody  knows  that  that  is  not  the 
fact.    They  may  be  shot  for  them ;  but 
that  is  a  very  different  thing.    What, 
then,  becomes  of  his  point,  and  the  cheers 
with  which  it  was  received,  of  the  officer 
saying  to  the  man — **  My  dear  fellow,  I 
should  like  to  punish  you  in  some  other 
manner,  but  I  must  shoot  you  ?  "    But, 
then,  there  is  the  case  of  foreign  Armies. 
We  are  told  that  this  is  the  only  country 
which  has  to  deal  with  barbarous  tribes, 
and  that,  therefore,  we  must  flog.     Are 
we  the  only  country  who  has  to  deal  with 
barbarous  tribes  ?     I  think  France  had 
something  to  do  with  barbarous  tribes 
in  Algiers ;  but  the  French  Army  has 
no   flogging.     Then,  there  is  what  is 
called  the  most  aggressive  Army  in  the 
world,  marching  about  in  Central  Asia. 
The  tribes  in  IQdva  and  Merv,  I  think, 
are  pretty  barbarous;  and  yet,  according 
to  my  information,  the  Bussian  Army 
does  not  flog.     Sir,  I  say  most  distinctly 
that    hon.    Gentlemen    opposite    must 
judge  of  my  conduct  with  regard  to 
this  Bill  as    they  please.     I    do    not 
regard  it  as  a  Party  question ;  but  allow 
me  to  say  that  I  do  regard  it  as  not 
only    a    military    question,  but    as   a 
political  question,  and,   as  a  political 
question,  I  have   to   ask    myself  with 
reference  to  corporal  punishment,  can  it 
be  sustained  ?  and  that  is  what  I  mean 
by  its  being  a  political  question.     I  do 
not  at  all  profess  to  have  altered  my 
opinions  as  to  the  difficulties  of  dis- 
pensing with  this  punishment.    I  feel 
those  difficulties  just  as  strongly  now  as 
I  did  before ;  but  I  ask,  can  you  sustain 
this  punishment  against  the  weight  of 
opinion  which  exists  in  this  House  and 
in  the  country  ?    Every  man  must  form 
his  own  opinions  on  that  subject  as  best 
he  may ;  but  I  think  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  will  agree  that  if  this  punish- 
ment cannot  be  permanently  maintained 
it  is  one  about  which  it  is  not  worth 
while  to  make  a  protracted  struggle,  and 
that  it  can  only  be  mischievous  to  every- 
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body  concerned  in  the  matter  that  it 
should  be  the  subject  of  repeated  de- 
bates in  this  and  future  Sessions.  I  do 
not  think  that  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  will  believe  I  take  him,  at  all 
events,  by  surprise,  when  I  say  that  for 
many  weeks  I  have  been  of  opinion  that 
this  punishment  could  not  be  perma- 
nently maintained.  I  was  extremely 
unwilling  to  press  the  Government,  or 
to  place  them  in  a  false  position  with 
relation  to  the  subject.  It  has  loug 
been  my  opinion,  and  I  have  never  con- 
cealed it,  that  this  punishment  can  never 
be  maintained.  In  that  case,  is  it  wise 
that  the  contest  should  be  continued 
with  reference  to  it  ?  There  are  many 
subjects  on  which  political  Parties  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  have  seen  fit  to 
change  opinions  long  cherished  and  long 
maintained.  That  took  place  with  re- 
ference to  the  Catholic  Claims,  to  Free 
Trade,  and  to  Household  Suffrage. 
Why  was  it  that  the  Party  opposite 
changed  their  opinion  on  these  matters  ? 
It  was  because  the  political  situation 
and  the  opinion  of  the  country  made  it 
absolutely  necessary  that  such  change 
should  take  place.  I  do  not  believe 
that  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  who  sup- 
ported the  Catholic  Claims,  Free 
Trade,  and  Household  Suffrage  did  so 
because  they  were  any  more  enamoured 
of  them  than  they  were  before  their 
opinion  concerning  them  was  changed ; 
but  all  Parties  alike,  on  whichever  side 
they  may  sit,  must  consider  questions  of 
this  kind  with  reference  to  the  opinion 
of  the  country.  Sir,  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  this  question,  having 
been  thrown  by  an  act  of  the  Govern- 
ment into  the  crucible  of  debate — ^for  it 
was  their  act  to  bring  this  Bill  for 
military  discipline  under  the  revision  of 
the  House — has  made  it  necessary  that 
we  should  come  to  a  final  decision  with 
regard  to  it.  The  more  I  have  listened 
to  these  discussions  the  more  I  have 
become  convinced  that  this  punishment 
can  no  longer  be  ultimately  and  perma- 
nently maintained,  and  it  is  for  that 
reason  I  shall  give  my  vote  in  favour  of 
the  Motion  of  my  noble  Friend. 

The  CHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  have  waited  with  some 
curiosity  to  hear  the  speech  which  we 
might  have  expected  from  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  who  has  just 
sat  down,  because  he  has  occupied  a 
very  peculiar  position  with  reference 
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to  this  measure.  I  think  it  is  due  from 
the  Government  and  from  the  House 
that  we  should  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity of  tendering  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  our  thanks  for  the 
loyal  assistance  which  he  has  given  to 
the  Government  and  to  the  House  in  the 
conduct  of  this  Bill.  He  took  a  very 
useful  and  active  part  in  the  discussion 
in  Committee  upstairs,  over  which,  I 
think,  he  presided,  and  which  was  to  a 
great  extent  the  parent  of  this  Bill ;  and 
since  the  Bill  was  introduced  in  the 
form  decided  upon  by  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  the  hon.  and  leamea  Gen- 
tleman has  throughout  the  whole  of  the 
discussions  which  have  taken  place  with 
regard  to  it  given  an  intelligent  and 
discriminating,  but  most  valuable,  sup- 
port to  the  Government  in  the  conduct 
of  the  measure.  I  think  everybody 
must  admit  that  this  Bill,  which  has 
been  under  discussion  for  the  greater 
part  of  this  Session,  which  has  been 
before  us  in  Committee  no  less  than  21 
times,  has  at  the  end  of  the  Session  come 
out  a  very  considerable  and  important 
measure.  Everybody  must  admit  that 
during  the  discussions  upon  this  mea- 
sure we  have  had  many  and  fair  op- 
portunities for  the  consideration  of 
great  principles  such  as  this  of  corporal 
punislunent.  Everybody  must  feel  that 
the  matter  has  been  brought  forward 
fully,  repeatedly,  and  I  might  almost  say 
pertinaciously,  by  hon.  Members  who 
took  an  interest  in  it.  And  over  and 
^  over  again  the  principles,  the  details, 
and  their  application,  have  been  con- 
sidered, discussed,  and  decided  upon  by 
large  majorities  in  the  House ;  and  the 
Government  throughout  these  discus- 
sions have,  I  think,  shown  themselves 
ready  to  entertain  in  the  fairest  and 
most  candid  spirit  the  observations  and 
the  arguments  which  have  been  ad- 
dressed to  them  from  different  parts  of 
the  House.  We  have  endeavoured  in  the 
most  sincere  manner  to  bring  about  a 
settlement  which  might  be  of  a  fair,  of  a 
durable,  and  generally  acceptable  cha- 
racter. But  we  have  felt  that  it  has  been 
a  sad  necessity  in  the  conduct  of  military 
discipline  that  we  should,  from  time  to 
time,  have  recourse  to  severe  repressive 
punishments.  We  have  felt,  and  it  has 
been  the  firm  belief  which  our  Prede- 
cessors have  always  entertained,  that, 
however  disagreeable  that  necessity 
might  be,  it  was  one  which  it  was  im- 
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possible  to  escape  from  if  discipline  and 
the  credit  of  the  Army  was  to  be  main- 
tained. I  say  nothing  about  other  coun- 
tries. Other  countries  have  their  systems, 
which  differ  from  ours  in  a  great  many 
respects,  such  as  have  been  pointed  out. 
We  have  our  system  and  our  own  diffi- 
culties, and  we  have  to  consider  in  what 
manner  we  have  to  meet  those  difficul- 
ties. It  may  be  that  in  other  countries 
there  are  punishments  exactly  equal  to 
that  of  wnich  we  have  heard  so  much. 
It  may  be  that  in  those  countries  the 
situation  and  conditions  of  the  Armies 
are  different,  and  it  may  be  that  there 
are  amongst  them  irregular  forms  of 
chastisement,  which  may,  to  a  certain 
extent,  supply  in  a  veir  unsatisfactory 
way,  I  think,  a  regulated  and  legid 
system.  We  have  been  considering  this 
question  with  reference  to  the  circum- 
stances of  the  British  Army,  with  an 
earnest  desire,  while  retaining  that 
amount  of  punishment  which  is  neces- 
sary for  its  discipline,  to  do  away  with 
the  objectionable  features  of  former 
times,  which  I  take  to  be  two— namely, 
excess  in  amount,  and  irregularity  in  ap- 
plication. Throughout  these  discussions 
we  have  endeavoured  to  come  to  some 
arrangements  by  which  the  punishment 
of  flogging  may  be  limited  to  the 
smallest  effective  amount,  and  by  which, 
when  it  is  administered,  it  may  be  given 
only  under  strict  regulations  and  for 
well-defined  offences.  But  after  these 
have  been  so  discussed,  and  after  we 
have  spent  days  and  nights  in  the 
elaboration  of  this  Bill,  at  the  last 
moment,  when  there  |is  not  one  single 
day  to  spare,  when  at  the  last  moment 
this  work  has  been  brought  to  the  last 
stage  of  completion,  and  when  such  im- 
portant steps  have  been  taken  to  put  the 
Army  on  a  better  footings — at  that 
moment  comes  forward  the  noble  Lord 
the  Leader  of  the  Opposition  to  put  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  to  challenge  the 
decision  of  the  House,  upon  an  Amend- 
ment which,  whatever  you  may  say  as  to 
its  possible  effect,  is,  at  least,  in  form,  a 
direct  attack  upon  the  Bill.  We  are 
told  that  the  Bill  will  not  be  destroyed 
if  corporal  punishment  be  taken  out  of 
it,  and  I  will  not  argue  the  point  at 
present.  That,  however,  is  not  the 
matter  which  we  are  called  upon  to  de- 
cide. We  are  called  upon  to  meet  an 
Amendment  of  precisely  that  character 
which  has  over  and  over  again  been 
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adopted  by  an  Opposition  when  it  has  in- 
tended to  destroj  a  measure  or  a  Govern- 
ment.    I  need  not  remind  hon.  Members 
of  old  standing  in  this  House  of  the 
many    occasions  on  which,   when    the 
question  was  the  second  reading  of  some 
important  Bill,  a  Besolution  has  been 
moved  declaring  that  no  Bill  will  be 
satisfactory  which  does   not  do  some- 
thing— this,  that,  or  the  other — and  it 
has  always  been  understood  that  such  a 
Besolution  is  fatal  to  a  Bill.    Nobody 
can  doubt  that  such  a  step  taken  by  so 
important  a  Member  of  the  House  as  the 
Leader  of  the  Opposition  is — one  which 
necessarily  challenges  and  excites  very 
serious  attention,  and  all  the  more  so, 
when  we  find  that  it  is  apparentiy  in- 
consistent with  the  views  on  which  the 
noble  Lord    and  his    Colleagues  have 
acted  continuously,  both  in  Office  and  in 
Opposition,  for  many  years,  and  to  which 
they  have,  until  witiiin  a  few  weeks  ago, 
given  effect.     If  that  is  so,  we  are  sur- 
prised, and  look  for  some  explanation. 
I  must  say  that,  after  the  explanation  of 
the  noble  Lord,  and  after  that  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone),  I  felt  we 
were  left  most  completely  in  the  dark ; 
but  I  did  think  that  if  we  were  to  hear 
a  speech  from  the  hon.   and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Har- 
ooart),  then,  at  least,  we  might  look  for 
a  dear  and  comprehensive  statement  of 
the  grounds    upon  which    this    policy 
rested.    I  own  I  am  fairly  disappointed. 
We  are  treated  to  discursive  observations 
upon  the  conduct  of  the  Government  in 
this  matter,  and  upon  the  conduct  of  the 
Government  in  that  matter.      We  are 
carried  back  to  the   days  of   Catholic 
Emancipation,   and  we   have  had  dis- 
cussionB  on  Party  and  Party  discipline, 
all   of   which    are    absolutely    outside 
the  point.     Hon.  Gentiemen  think  they 
have    got    some    very    effective    point 
against    the   Gt>vemment,    and,   under 
cover  of  that,   propose   a  most  extra- 
ordinary   and    most    important    Eeso- 
lution.      They    say,   in    effect — "Now, 
then,  if  you  think  that  the  Government 
have  behaved  badly,  pass  our  Eesolu- 
tion."      This    is   very  much    like    the 
manoBuvres  of  a  conjuror  going  to  do  a 
trick,  and  who,  while  preparing  to  take 
a  handkerchief  out  of  your  pocket,  calls 
your  attention  to  something  in  another 
part  of  the  room,  and  then  takes  the 
handkerchief  when  you  do  not  perceive 


it.    We  can  hardly  perceive  the  parti- 
cular trick  that  is  about  to  be  performed 
by  the  Motion  which  we  are  asked  to 
agree  to.    We  are  told  that  this  is  not 
a  measure  dictated  by  Party  motives. 
Of  course,  when  we  are  told  that,  we  are 
ready  to  accept  the  disclaimer ;  but  in 
doing  so  we  are,  I  must  say,  left  more 
in  the  dark  than  ever,  because,  if  it  were 
dictated    by  Party  motives,   we  could 
understand  it,  but  if  not,  we  must  con- 
fess that  we  are  at  a  loss  to  know  to  what 
it  may  be  attributed.    The  noble  Lord 
was  very  anxious,  indeed,  to  clear  himself 
from  the  suspicion  that  he  had  decided 
on  moving  his  Besolution  because  of  the 
disagreement  between  himself  and  his 
Friends    and  the  rest  of   the  Liberal 
Party.      He    said — **I  will    give    you 
chronological  proof  that  I  was  not  ani- 
mated   by  any  Party  motive  of   that 
kind ; "  and  the  proof  was  that  he  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  to  do  something 
in  this  matter  because  of  the  outbreak 
that  took  place  in  the  Liberal  Party. 
He  tells  us  that  he  came  to  the  con- 
clusion to  act  in  the  matter  on  Saturday 
week,   and  that  the  outbreak    in    the 
Liberal  Party   did  not   occur    till  the 
Monday  following.    That  may  be ;  but  I 
think  it  is  news  to  many  of  us  to  hear 
that  the  Liberal  Party  were  in  such  a  very 
harmonious  state,  even  up  to  Saturday 
week,  and  the  chronological  proof  seems 
to  me,  after  all,  to  be  of  no  great  force,  for 
the  decision  of  the  noble  Lord  may  be  due 
to  something  of  a  desire  to  conciliate  hon. 
Gentlemen.     But  what  appears  to  me  to 
be  the  most  extraordinary  part  of  these 
proceedings  is  that  in  the  arguments  by 
which  the  noble  Lord  and  the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
support  the  Besolution,   they  argue  in 
favour  of  a  course  wholly  different  from 
that  which  they  have  laid  before  us. 
They  say  in  their  Besolution  that  they 
condemn  the  Bill  because  it  provides  for 
the    permanent    retention    of    corporal 
punishment  for  military  offences;    but 
they   go  on  to  tell  us  that  what  they 
are  really  proposing  is,  not  to  do  away 
with  corporal  punishment  altogether,  but 
to  offer  an  alternative  for  it.      If  they 
wished  us  to  substitute  corporal  punish- 
ment for  capital  punishment,  there  is  a 
good  deal  to  be  said  for  the  change,  and 
all  the  arguments  they  use  are  in  that 
direction.  But  why  in  the  world  do  they 
not  come  forward  and  make  that  proposi- 
tion to  us  ?  Why,  I  would  ask,  do  they  not 
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tell  us  in  the  Besolntion,  whioli  they  ask 
the  House  to  adopt,  what  it  is  they  really 
mean  ?  Is  it  that  they  mean  that  corporal 
punishment  is  to  be  substituted  for  capi- 
tal punishment — if  so,  we  should  know 
what  the  Besolution  means.  Or  do  they 
lay  stress  upon  the  permanent  retention 
of  the  punishment  ?  The  fact  is,  that 
the  Eesolution  has  been  so  framed  as  to 
catch  the  greatest  number  of  votes.  By 
this  means  they  have  placed  their  sup- 
porters, especially  their  military  authori- 
ties, in  a  most  extraordinary  position; 
for  they  get  up,  one  after  another,  and 
argue  very  strongly  as  to  the  necessity  of 
maintaining  discipline  and  havingpunish- 
ments  available,  and  they  go  on  to  say 
that  it  is  almost  impossible  to  keep  order 
in  the  field  without  the  power  of  inflict- 
ing corporal  punishment,  while  they  still 
announce  it  to  be  their  intention  to  vote 
for  this  Amendment.  The  only  reason  I 
have  heard  given  for  that  course  is  this 
— "You  have  reduced  the  number  of 
lashes  from  50  to  25 ;  and,  therefore, 
ou  have  made  the  punishment  worth- 
ess,  and  as  you  have  made  it  worth- 
less you  may  as  well  abolish  flogging  al- 
together." Well,  I  must  say,  I  tliink  we 
have  a  right  to  complain  of  that ;  because, 
when  the  proposal  was  made  that  the 
number  of  lashes  should  be  reduced,  we 
were  assured  that  25  would  be  quite 
adequate  for  all  purposes  of  punishment. 
It  was  said  by  gentlemen  of  ihe  highest 
authority  that  25  lashes  were  quite  suffi- 
cient for  discipline,  unless  we  wanted  to 
inflict  torture.  Perhaps  we  are  open  to  the 
charge  that  was  made  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Gloucestershire  (Mr.  J. 
E.  Yorke),  in  which  he  said — **  You  have 
brought  all  these  misfortunes  upon  your- 
selves by  being  too  ready  to  make  con- 
cessions, and  by  being  too  willing  to 
meet  the  House  in  the  spirit  in 
which  you  have  done."  We  have  been 
told  that  we  have  rendered  the  punish- 
ment worthless ;  and  then  we  have  these 
curious  arguments.  We  are  told — **  It 
is  true  that  in  former  years  we  always 
supported  corporal  punishment,  and  that 
until  recently  we  were  ready  stiU  to  sup- 
port the  retention  of  corporal  punish- 
ment ;  but  we  did  so  because  we  rested 
upon  authority.  Eecently,  however,  you 
have  destroyed  our  trust  in  authority, 
and  we  have  had  to  look  into  the  whole 
question  for  ourselves,  and  we  have 
taken  the  step  which  we  have  done." 
But  it  does  appear  to  me  that  tiie  qnes- 1 
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tion  naturally  arises,  why  have  you  never 
considered  this  for  yourselves  before  ?  It 
is  all  very  well  to  speak  of  high  military 
authority,  and  it  is  perfectly  true  that 
military  authority  must  be  respected, 
and  must  have  great  weight  in  the  de- 
cision of  this  question.  It  is  new,  how- 
ever, for  me  to  suppose  that  the  respon- 
sible Ministers  of  the  Grown  are  not  to 
examine  questions  of  this  sort  for  them- 
selves, and  are  not,  with  the  advice  and 
assistance  of  the  military  authorities, 
whom  they  consult,  to  consider  these 
questionsi  and  to  decide  upon  them  and 
recommend  them  to  Parliament  in  the 
way  in  which,  after  full  consideration, 
they  think  it  is  right  they  should  be  re- 
commended. But  now  we  are  told  that 
it  was  in  consequence  of  what  was  said 
in  this  House  on  Saturday  week  that  the 
whole  thing  changed,  and  that  a  new 
situation  was  created.  Why,  what  hap- 
pened on  Saturday  week  ?  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Ox* 
ford  said — ''I  think  that,  previous  to 
Saturday  week,  the  Government  had 
gone  the  full  length  of  all  that  it  was 
prepared  to  do,  and  had  agreed  to  reduce 
the  number  of  lashes  to  25,  and  had  pro- 
mised that  offences  for  which  flogging 
was  to  be  administered  should  be  placed 
in  a  Schedule."  ** But,"  he  said,  ''an 
end  had  been  put  to  that  state  of  affairs 
by  the  Government  stating  that  it  was 
going  to  consider  the  whole  question." 
He  said — **  We  fell  from  you  because  we 
thought  you  had  entirely  changed  your 
position."  But  does  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  think  that  because 
we  promised  to  put  those  offences  in  a 
Schedule  that  was  to  be  the  ''  be  all  and 
end  all"  of  the  matter?  Does  he  not  know 
that  it  was  only  an  adjournment  of  the 
difficulty  connected  with  the  settling  of 
the  Schedule  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman knows  perfectly  well,  if  any  man 
does,  that  the  framing  of  that  Schedule 
had  been  under  the  careful  consideration 
of  the  Government,  with  the  assistance 
of  the  military  authorities,  and  he  knows 
perfectly  the  difficulties  that  we  found 
in  attempting  to  enumerate  the  particu- 
lar offences  that  were  to  be  put  in  that 
Schedule.  He  was,  unfortunately,  un- 
able to  be  present  here  on  Saturday; 
but  if  he  had  been,  he  would  have 
heard  what  was  said  by  my  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  —  namely, 
that  he  had  found  great  difficulty  in 
the  opnstmotion  of  me  Schedule,  and 


713       Army  iHacipUne  and        [Jxjly  17,  1879} 


JiegukUum  BM.  714 


that  when  he  was  prepared  he  would 
make  a  statement  upon  the  whole  sub- 
ject of  flogging,  which  he  thought  would 
be  satisfactory  to  the  House.  That 
was  the  remark  that  waa  made  by  my 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend,  and  was 
perfectly  consistent  with  what  has  been 
done  since.  We  stated  that  we  were 
prepared  to  re-consider  the  whole  Sche- 
dole,  and  to  place  it  upon  an  intelligible 
and  firm  basis,  and  we  have  done  so  by 
the  adoption  of  the  principle  that  only 
offences  punishable  by  death  shall  be 
liable  to  the  punishment  of  flogging. 
We  are  now  told  that  by  making  that 
statement  we  misled  the  House.  I  am 
very  sorry  if  we  did  mislead  the  House ; 
but  I  do  not  believe  we  did.  The  noble 
Lord,  speaking  a  little  while  ago,  and 
referring  to  a  speech  made  by  a  noble 
Friend  of  mine  out  of  this  House,  said 
that  it  was  remarkable  that  the  criticisms 
of  that  noble  Lord  upon  the  conduct  of 
the  Opposition  did  not  come  from  those 
who  saw  with  their  own  eyes  what  the 
conduct  of  the  Opposition  was,  but  from 
one  who  only  heard  it  from  the  outside. 
I  would  appeal  from  the  testimony  of 
tihose  who  <ud  not  see  what  took  place 
on  that  occasion  to  the  testimony  of 
some  who  did.  The  noble  Lord  was 
not  in  his  place  at  the  time  those  state- 
ments were  made ;  but  the  right  hon. 
(Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  was  in  his  place. 

The  Mamttess  op  HAETmGTON 
said,  he  heard  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. 

The  CHANOELLOBop  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB :  I  am  speaking  of  a  later  period. 
At  the  time  my  right  hon.  Friend  made 
his  original  statement,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
was  in  his  place ;  and  he  immediately 
rose  and  declared  that,  for  his  part,  he 
was  prepared  to  advocate  the  total  abo- 
lition of  flogging.  On  the  following  Mon- 
day, when  the  question  arose  on  the 
part  of  some  hon.  Members  as  to  whether 
the  statement  which  was  made  on  Mon- 
day evening  on  behalf  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  in  accordance  with  what  was 
said  on  Saturday,  or  involved  any  breach 
of  a  promise  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  said — **No,  cer- 
tainly, it  did  not  involve  any  breach. 
The  Government  did  not  pledge  them- 
selves to  this,  and,  as  a  proof  of  that, 
I  was  not  satisfied  with  what  they  did 


say,  though  I  hpped  that  they  would 
end  by  deciding  in  favour  of  the  abo- 
lition of  flogging. ''  I  remember  per- 
fectly well  how  several  hon.  Gentlemen, 
on  both  sides  of  the  House,  complained 
of  the  statements  made  by  my  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  and  myself  as  being 
vague  and  unsatisfactory.  The  fact  is, 
they  tried  to  get  from  us  what  we  were  not 
prepared  to  say ;  they  tried  to  get  from 
us,  when  we  said  we  were  going  to  con- 
sider the  subject,  the  result  of  what  our 
consideration  was  going  to  be.  Because 
we  tried  to  answer  the  questions  which 
were  put  to  us,  and  which  we  were  at 
perfect  liberty  to  do,  they  said  that  our 
statements  were  very  unsatisfactory,  and 
rumours  and  reports  were  issued  as  to 
the  meaning  of  those  statements.  I 
will  say  that  a  more  extraordinary 
march  of  rumour  I  never  witnessed  in 
the  whole  course  of  my  life  than  that 
which  took  place  in  the  course  of  the 
afternoon.  One  felt  that  rumour  was 
verifying  the  character  given  to  her  by 
Yirgil,  that  she  was  rising  from  the 
ground,  and  marching  with  her  head 
continually  going  higher  and  higher, 
and  at  last  losing  herself  among  the 
clouds.  There  were  a  great  deal  of  very 
cloudy  sentiments  and  curious  reports 
going  about  at  that  time ;  but  there 
really  was  no  foundation  for  them  at 
all.  There  was  no  justification  what- 
ever for  them.  Whether  our  language 
was  or  was  not  careful,  there  was  no 
pledge  given  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment— there  was  no  pledge  of  any  sort 
or  kind  given  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment beyond  this,  that  we  would  con- 
sider the  question,  and  make  a  state- 
ment. We  did  consider  the  question, 
and  made  a  statement,  and  we  redeemed 
our  pledge;  and  I  maintain  that  the 
conduct  of  the  Gt>vemmentin  the  matter 
was  that  which  it  was  our  duty  to  pursue. 
It  is  all  very  well  to  say  that  we  hav^ 
not  been  guided  by  the  opinion  of  mili- 
tary authorities  in  this  matter.  We  de- 
cline to  shelter  ourselves  behind  the 
responsibility  of  anyone  else.  We  did 
not  take  the  view  which  hon.  and  right 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  seemed  to 
think  we  should  teike — namely,  that  we 
can  be  dispensed  from  the  duty  of  con- 
sidering this  question.  But  if  it  is  any 
consolation  to  noble  Lords  and  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite  to  know  it,  I  may  tell 
them  that  we  were,  in  the  consideration 
of  the  question,  in  constant  communica- 
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tion  with  the  highest  military  authori- 
ties— with  the  proper  military  authori- 
ties, not  with  all  the  junior  officers  of 
the  Army,  who  are  now  set  up  as  the 
persons  whom  we  ought  to  consult.  We 
consulted  those  who  are  in  a  responsible 
position,  and  have  to  answer  for  the 
discipline  of  the  Army ;  and  it  was  after 
such  consultation,  and  after  being  in 
perfect  possession  of  their  views,  and 
upon  our  own  responsibility  and  our  own 
consideration,  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment arrived  at  the  decision  which 
it  afterwards  announced  to  the  House. 
We  have  been  told  that  the  course  we 
took  was  one  which  had  been  pressed 
upon  us  by  a  Party  meeting ;  but  I  do 
not  think  that  it  is  necessary  to  answer 
that  observation.  We  have  been  told 
that  there  are  Caucuses  existing  here, 
and  possibly  that  is  so.  At  any  rate,  it 
is  quite  possible  for  the  Liberal  Party  to 
meet  without 'attracting  much  attention. 
But,  so  far  as  we  are  concerned,  we  are, 
unfortunately,  obliged  to  occupy  a  large 
space  in  the  public  eye  when  we  meet. 
If  the  noble  Lord  is  of  opinion  that  the 
decision  arrived  at  and  announced  by 
the  Government  was  not  a  decision  freely 
taken  by  it,  upon  the  result  of  its  own 
convictions,  or  that  it  was  a  conviction 
forced  upon  it  by  any  other  considera- 
tion than  its  own  idea,  and  what  was 
right  and  proper  for  the  Public  Service, 
then  I  say  that  the  noble  Lord  is 
entirely  wrong.  The  question  which 
the  House  has  to  consider,  and  from 
which  it  must  not  allow  itself  to  be  led 
astray  by  suggestions  of  Party  recrimina- 
tion, or  by  tales  of  Party  meetings,  or  of 
anything  else,  is  the  Besolution  pro- 
posed by  the  noble  Lord.  It  is  all  very 
well  to  say  that  such  a  Besolution,  if 
accepted,  is  not  fatal  to  the  Bill,  for 
you  know  perfectly  well  that  that  is  the 
effect  of  your  Resolution.  We  say  that 
the  Besolution  is  brought  forward  under 
circumstances  of  pressure,  and  we  say 
that  the  arguments  which  have  been 
brought  forward  in  support  of  it  do  not 
support  the  proposition  involved  in  it. 
We  say  that  the  arguments  of  the  hori. 
and  learned  Member  for  Stockport 
(Mr.  Hopwood)  and  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bochester  (Mr.  Otway)  are 
perfectly  consistent,  and  they  were  only 
right  in  supporting  such  a  propo- 
sition as  that  involved  in  the  Besolu- 
tion. But  the  arguments  of  the  noble 
Lord,  and  of  hon.  Gentlemen  who  sit 
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behind  him,  are  in  favour  of  a  wholly 
different  proposition,  which  is  not  before 
us,  and  which  has  never  been  before  us. 
This  Besolution  is,  in  fact,  brought  be- 
fore us  as  a  sort  of  stalking-horse  to  mask 
the  retreat  of  the  Opposition  from  a  pro- 
posal which,  if  made  at  all,  should  have 
been  made  the  preamble  of  a  proposal 
which  nobody  understood.  At  all  events, 
the  arguments  had  been  arguments 
rather  in  support  of  that  proposition 
than  of  the  direct  attack  which  has  now 
been  made.  I  call  upon  the  House,  if 
they  value  this  Bill,  and  if  they  desire 
to  see  the  great  Oode,  which  has  been 
now,  at  so  much  labour,  brought  to  its 
present  shape — if  they  desire  to  see  it 
carried  into  law — I  hope  they  will  sup- 
port the  Government  and  reject  the 
Amendment. 

Question  put. 

The     House    divided  :  —  Ayes    289 ; 
Noes  183:   Majority  106. 

AYES. 


Agnew,  R.  V. 
Alexander,  Colonel  G. 
Allcroft,  J.  D. 
Allsopp,  G. 
Anstruther,  Sir  W. 
Arbuthnot,  Lt.-CoL  G. 
Arkwright,  A.  P. 
Ashbury,  J.  L. 
Assheton,  R. 
Astley,  Sir  J.  D. 
Bagge,  Sir  W. 
Bailey,  Sir  J.  R. 
Balfour,  A.  J. 
Bame,  F.  St.  J.  N. 
Barrington,  Viscount 
Barttelot,  Sir  W.  B. 
Bates,  E. 

Beacb,  rt.  hn.  Sir  M.  H. 
Beach,  W.  W.  B. 
Bective,  Earl  of 
Benett-Stanf ord,  V.  F. 
Bentinck,  rt.  hn.  G.  G. 
Beresford,  Lord  G. 
Beresford,'  G.  De  la  P. 
Beresford,  Colonel  M. 
Birkbeck,  E. 
Birley,  H. 

Blackbume,  CoL  J.  I. 
Boord,  T.  W. 
Bourke,  hon.  R. 
Bourne,  Colonel  J. 
Bou8field,Col.N.  G.P. 
Bowen,  J.  B. 
Bowyer,  Sir  G. 
Brassey,  H.  A. 
Brise,  Colonel  R. 
Broadley,  W.  H.  H. 
Brooks,  W.  0. 
Brymer,  W.  E. 
Bulwer,  J.  R. 
Burghley,  Lord 
Buirell,  Sir  W,  W. 


Buxton,  Sir  R.  J. 
Cameron,  D. 
Campbell,  C. 
Campbell,  Lord  C. 
Cartwright,  F. 
Castlereagh,  Viscoant 
Cecil,  Lord  E.H.B.G. 
Chaplin,  Colonel  E. 
Chaplin,  H. 
Charley,  W.  T. 
Christie,  W.  L. 
Clire,  Col.  hon.  G.  W. 
Clowes,  S.  W. 
Cole,  Col.  hon.  H.  A. 
Coope,  O.  E. 
Cordes,T. 

Corry,  hon.  H.  W.  L. 
Corry,  J.  P. 
Cotton.  W.  J.  R, 
Crichton,  Viscount 
Cross,  rt-.  hon.  R.  A. 
Cubitt,  G. 

Cuninghame,  Sir  W. 
Cust,  H.  C. 
Dalkeith,  Earl  of 
Dalrymple,  C. 
Davenport,  W.  B. 
Deedes,  W. 
Denison,  C.  B. 
Denison,  W.  B. 
Denison,  W.  E. 
Digby,  Col.  hon.  E. 
Douglas,  Sir  G. 
Dyott,  Colonel  B. 
Eaton,  H.  W. 
Edmonstone,   Adminl 

SirW. 
Egerton,  Sir  P.  G. 
Egerton^  hon.  W. 
Elcho,  Lord 
EUiot,  Sir  G. 
ElUot,  G.  W. 
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Elphinffcoiie,  SirJ.D.H. 
Estooazt,  a.  S. 
Ewart,  W. 
Fellowes,  E. 
Fielden,  J. 
Finch,  G.  H. 
Fitzwilliaxn,   hon.    G. 

W.  W. 
Floyer,  J. 
Forester,  C.  T.  W. 
Forayth,  W. 
Foster,  W.  H. 
Fremantle,  hon.  T.  F. 
Freshfield,  0.  K. 
Galway,  Viscount 
Grardner,  J.  T.  Ag^- 
Gardner,  R.  Riohard- 

aon- 
Ghumier,  J.  0. 
Grathome- Hardy  ,hn.S. 
Gihson,  rt.  hon.  £• 
OifEard,  Sir  H.  S. 
GUe8,A. 
Goddard,  A.  L. 

Goldney,  G. 

Gordon,  W. 

Gore-Langton,  W.  S. 

Gorst,  J.  E. 

Grantham,  W. 

Greenall,  Sir  G. 

Gregory,  G.  B. 

Hall,  A.  W. 

Halwy,  T.  F. 

Hamilton,  Lord  C.  J. 

Hamilton,  I.  T. 

Hamilton,  rt.  hn.  Lord 
G. 

Hamilton,  MarqaesB  of 

Hamilton,  hon.  R.  B. 

Hamond,  0.  F. 

Hanbury,  R.  W. 

Haroourt,  E.  W. 

Hardcastle,  E. 

Harvey,  Sir  R.  B. 

Hay,rt.bn.SirJ.O.D. 

Heath,  R. 

Herbert,  hon.  S. 

Hermon,  E. 

Hervey,  Lord  F. 

Hick,  J. 

Hicka,E. 

ffildyard,  T.  B.  T. 

Hill,  A.  8. 

Hinchingbrook,  Vise. 

Holford,  J.  P.  G. 

HoUcer,  Sir  J. 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T. 

Holmesdale,  Viscoant 

Holt,  J.  M. 

Home,  Captain  D.  M. 

Hood,  Oeipt.  hn.  A.  W. 
A.N. 

Hope,  A.  J.  B.  B. 

Habbard,  E. 

laaac,  S. 

Johnson,  J.  G. 

Johnstone,  H. 

Johnstone,  Sir  F. 

JoUiffe,  hon.  S. 

Jones,  J. 

Kavanagh,  A.  MacM. 

Kennard,  Col.  £.  H. 

Kennaway,  Sir  J.  H. 


Eing-Harman,  E.  R. 
Kingscote,  Colonel 
Knight,  F.  W. 
Enightley,  Sir  R. 
Enowles,  T. 
Lacon,  Sir  E.  H.  E. 
Lawrence,  Sir  T. 
Learmonth,  A. 
Lechmere,  Sir  E.  A.  H. 
Lee,  Major  V. 
Legard,  Sir  C. 
Le^h,  W.  J. 
Leighton,  Sir  B. 
Leighton,  S. 
Leslie,  Sir  J. 
Lewis,  C.  E. 
Lewis,  O. 

Lewisham,  Viscount 
Lindsay,  Colonel  R.  L. 
Lindsay,  Lord 
Lloyd,  S. 
Lloyd,  T.  E. 
Lopes,  Sir  M. 
Lowther,  hon.  W. 
Lowther  rt.  hn.  J. 
Macartney,  J.  W.  E. 
M*Garel-Hogg,  Sir  J. 
Makins,  Colonel 
Mandeville,  Viscoont 
Manners,rt.hon.LordJ. 
March,  Earl  of 
Marten,  A.  G. 
Master,  T.  W.  C. 
Merewether,  C.  G. 
MUes,  Sir  P.  J.  W. 
Mills,  Sir  C.  H. 
Monckton,  F. 
Montgomerie,  R. 
Montgomery,  Sir  G.  G. 
Moore,  S. 
Moray,  Col.  H.  D. 
Morgan,  hon.  F. 
Mowbray,  rt.  hon.  J.  R. 
Moncastor,  Lord 
Naghten,  Lt..Col.  A.R. 
Newdegate,  C.  N. 
Newport,  Viscount 
Noel,  rt.  hon.  G.  J. 
North,  Colonel  J.  S. 
Northcote,  rt.  hn.  Sir 

S.  H. 
O'Gorman,  P. 
O'Neill,  hon.  E. 
Onslow,  D. 
Paget,  R.  H. 
Palk,  Sir  L. 
Parker,  Lt.-CoL  W. 
Peek,  Sir  H. 
Pell,  A. 

Pemberton,  E.  L. 
Pennant,  hon.  G. 
Percy,  Earl 
Phipps,  P. 
Plunket,  hon.  D.  R 
Plunkett,  hon.  R. 
Polhill-Tumer,Capt.F. 
Praed,  C.  T. 
Praed,  H.  B. 
Price,  Captain  G.  E. 
Puleston,  J.  H. 
Raikes,  H.  C. 
Repton,  G.  W. 
Ridley,  Sir  M.  W. 


I  Ripley,  H.  W. 
Rodwell,  B.  B.  H. 
Round,  J. 
Russell,  Sir  C. 
Ryder,  G.  R. 
Salt,  T. 

Sandon,  Viscount 
Sclater-Booth,  rt.hn.  G. 
Scott,  Lord  H. 
Scott,  M.  D. 
Selwin  -  Ibbetson,    Sir 

H.J. 
Seveme,  J.  E. 
Shirley,  S.  E. 
Shute,  General  C.  C. 
Sidebottom,  T.  H. 
Simonds,  W.  B. 
Smith,  A. 
Smith,  S.  G. 
Smith,  rt.  hon.  W.  H. 
Smollett,  P.  B. 
Spinks,  Serjeant  F.  L. 
Stanhope,  hon.  E. 
Stanhope,  W.  T.  W.  S. 
Stanley,  rt.  hn.  Col.  F. 
Starkey,  L.  R. 
Starkie,  J.  P.  C. 
Steere,  L. 
Sykes,  C. 
Talbot,  C.  R  M. 
Talbot,  J.  (3t, 
Tayistock,  Marq.  of 
Taylor,  rt.  hn.  Col.  T.E. 
Tennant,  R. 
Thomhm,  T. 
Thwaites,  D. 


Thynne,  Lord  H.  F. 
Tollemache,hon.  W.F. 
Torr,  J. 
Tracy,  hon.  F.  S.  A. 

Hanbury- 
Tremayne,  Iit.-Col.  A. 
Tremayne,  J. 
Tumor,  E. 
Vemer,  E.  W. 
Wait,  W.  K. 
Walker,  O.  O. 
Walker,  T.  E. 
Wallace,  Sir  R. 
Walpole,  rt.  hon.  S. 
Walsh,  hon.  A. 
Warburton,  P.  E. 
Watney,  J. 
Watson,  rt.  hon.  W. 
Welby-GTegory,SirW. 
Wellesley,  Colonel  H. 
Wethered,  T.  O. 
Wheelhouse,  W.  S.  J. 
Wilmot,  Sir  H. 
Wilmot,  Sir  J.  E. 
Wolff,  Sir  H.  D. 
Wroughton,  P. 
Wyndham,  hon.  P. 
Wynn,  C.  W.  W. 
Yarmouth,  Earl  of 
Teaman,  J. 
Yorke,  J.  R. 

TBLLBBS. 

Dyke,  Sir  W.  H. 
Winn,  R 


NOES. 


Allen,  W.  S. 
Amory,  Sir  J.  H. 
Anderson,  G. 
Ashley,  hon.  E.  M. 
Backhouse,  E. 
Barclay,  A.  C. 
Barclay,  J.  W. 
Barran,  J. 
Bass,  A. 
Bass,  H. 

Baxter,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Beaumont,  Colonel  F. 
Biggar,  J.  G. 
Blake,  T. 
Brassey,  T. 
Briggs,  W.  E. 
Bright,  Jacob 
Bright,  rt.  hon.  J. 
Bristowe,  S.  B. 
Brocklehurst,  W.  C. 
Brogden,  A. 
Brown,  A.  H. 
Brown,  J.  C. 
Browne,  G.  E. 
Bruce,  Lord  C. 
Burt,  T. 
Callan,  P. 
Cameron,  C. 
Campbell,  Sir  G. 
Campbell  -  Bannerman, 

H. 
Gave,  T. 

Cavendish,  Lord  F.  C. 
Chadwick,  D. 


Chamberlain,  J. 
Chambers,  Sir  T. 
Cholmeley,  Sir  H. 
Clarke,  J.  C. 
CUfford,  C.  C. 
Collins,  E. 
Colthurst,  Colonel 
Courtauld,  G. 
Courtney,  L.  H. 
Cowan,  J. 
Cowen,  J. 
Davies,  R. 
DUke,  Sir  C.  W. 
Dillwyn,  L.  L. 
Dodds,  J. 

Dodson,  rt.  hon.  J.  G. 
Duff,  M.  E.  G. 
Earp,  T. 
Edwards,  H. 
Errington,  G. 
Evans,  T.  W. 
Fawcett,  H. 
Ferguson,  R. 
Fitzmaurice,  Lord  E. 
Fletcher,  W. 
Forster,  Sir  C. 
Forster,  rt.  hon.  W.  E. 
Fry,  L. 

Gabbett,  D.  F. 
Gladstone,  rt.  hn.W.E. 
Gladstone,  W.  H. 
Goldsmid,  Sir  J. 
Gourley,  E.  T. 
Gh>wer,  hon.  E.  F.  L. 
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Grant,  A. 
Gray,  E.  D. 
Grosvenor,  Lord  R. 
Hankev,  T. 
Harcourt,  Sir  W.  V. 
Harrison,  C. 
Hturison,  J.  F. 
Hartington,  Marq.  of 
Havelock,  Sir  H. 
Henry,  M. 
Hibbert,  J.  T. 
HiU,  T.  R. 
Holms,  J. 

Hopwood,  C.  H.  « 

Howard,  G.  J. 
Hughes,  W.  B. 
Hutchinson,  J.  D. 
Ing^ram,  W.  J, 
Jackson,  Sir  H.  M. 
James,  Sir  H. 
Jenkins,  D.  J. 
Jenkins,  E. 
Johnstone,  Sir  H. 
Kay-Shuttleworth,  Sir 

U. 
Knatchbull  -  Hngessen, 

rt.  hon.  E. 
Laing,  S. 
Lawson,  SirW. 
Leatham,  E.  A. 
Leeman,  G. 
Lofovre,  G.  J.  S. 
Leith,  J.  F. 
Lloyd,  M. 
Lubbock,  Sir  J. 
Lusk,  Sir  A. 
M*Carthy,  J. 
Macdonfidd,  A. 
IMacduff,  Viscount 
Mackintosh,  C.  F. 
M*Arthur,  A. 
M'Arthur,  W. 
M'Clure,  Sir  T. 
M'Kenna,  Sir  J.  N. 
M*Lagan,  P. 
McLaren,  D. 
Maitland,  J. 
Maitland,  W.  F. 
Marling,  S.  S. 
Massoy,  rt.  hon.  W.  N. 
Middleton,  Sir  A.  E. 
Milbank,  F.  A. 
Monk,  0.  J. 
Morgan,  G.  O. 
Morley,  S. 
Mundella,  A.  J. 
Mure,  Colonel  W. 
Murphy,  N.  D. 
Noel,  E. 

Nolan,  Major  J.  P. 
O'Boime,  Major  F. 


O'Brien,  Sir  P. 
O'Clery,  K. 
O'Conor  Don,  The 
O'Donnell,  F.  H. 
O'Donoghue,  The 
O' Gorman  Mahon,  The 
O'Shaughnessy,  R. 
O'SuUivan,  W.  H. 
Otway,  A.  J. 
Palmer,  C.  M. 
Palmer,  G. 
Parker,  C.  S. 
Pamell,  C.  8. 
Pender,  J. 
Penning^n,  F. 
Perkins,  Sir  F. 
PhiUps.  R.  N. 
Playfair,  rt.  hon.  L. 
Potter,  T.  B. 
Powell,  W. 
Power,  J.  O'C. 
Price,  W.  E. 
RalU,  P. 
Ramsay,  J. 
Rathbone,  W. 
Reed,  E.  J. 
Richard,  H. 
Roberts,  J. 
Russell,  Lord  A. 
Rylands,  P. 
Samuda,  J.  D'A. 
Samuelson,  B. 
Samuelson,  H. 
Shaw,  W. 
Sheil,  E. 
Sheridan,  H.  B. 
Simon,  Serjeant  J. 
Sinclair,  Sir  J.  G.  T. 
Smith,  E. 
Stewart,  J. 

Stuart,  Col.  J.  F.D.C. 
Sullivan,  A.  M. 
Swanston,  A. 
Tennant,  C. 
Torrens,  W.  T.  M*C. 
Trevelyan,  G.  O. 
Villiers,  rt.  hon.  C.  P. 
Waterlow,  Sir  S.  H. 
Wedderbum,  Sir  D. 
Whitbread,  S. 
Whitwcll,  J. 
Williams,  B.  T. 
Williams,  W. 
Wilson,  C. 
Wilson,  I. 
Wilson,  Sir  M. 
Young,  A.  W. 

TELLERS. 

Adam,  rt.  hn.  W.  P. 
Kensington,  Lord 


Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  eonsidered. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  pag^  2,  line  19,  after  the  word  **  enemy," 
to  insert  the  words  "  in  such  manner  as  to  show 
cowardice." — {Colonel  Stanley.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 


Me.  PABNELL  that  he  had  a& 
Amendment  to  move  on  danse  8. 

Mr.  speaker  :  I  must  pomt  out  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  I  have  alz«aAf 
put  a  Question  on  Clause  4. 

Mb.  PARNELL  :  It  was  quite  in- 
possible  to  hear  you,  Sir,  put  ^e  Queir 
tion.     ["Order,  order!"] 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  I  must  point  oat  to 
the  hon.  Member  that  I  have  alretdy 
put  the  Question  on  Olause  4,  "That 
these  words  be  here  inserted,"  and  ifc  is 
impossible,  as  the  hon.  Member  knowi, 
for  the  House  to  go  baok  upon  finnor 
clauses. 

Mr.  PARNELL  moved  the  adjoon* 
ment  of  the  debate.  The  OhanceUor  oC 
the  Exchequer  was  good  enough  to 
say  that  he  would  give  an  oppoita* 
nity,  in  case  of  the  debate  on  flogging 
continuing  to  a  late  hour  in  the  eren- 
ing,  to  proceed  with  the  other  Amend* 
ments. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoead, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned."— 
{Mr.  Pamell.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXOHI- 
QUER  said,  the  request  was  quite  zaa- 
sonable,  and  perfectly  in  accordanM 
with  the  understanding.  He  would  not 
press  the  House  to  go  on  then ;  hat  ka 
aid  hope  at  the  Morning  Sitting  of  tha 
next  day  they  would  be  able  to  gat 
through. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Debate  adjourned  till  To-morrws^  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 


BANKRUPTCY    LAW    AMENDMBIT 
BILL  [Xordii].— [Bill  114.1 
(Mr,  Attorney  General.) 
SECOND   READINO.      [ADJOHBinSD  DDiflL] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjouiiai 
Debate  on  Second  Reading. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  anxious  to  make  an  vgf^ 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath,  aod  to 
ask  him  whether  he  would  not  takacf 
the  blocking  Motion  which  stood  agaiirik 
this  Bill  on  the  second  reading.  Iha 
measure  was  of  great  importance  to  tti 
commercial  community ;  and  he  did  hopa^ 
therefore,  that  the  hon.  Member  worn 
take  off  the  Motion  which  prevented  ite 
consideration. 
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ICa.  PAENELL  said^  his  only  object 
in  making  the  Motion  he  had  done  was 
that  he  saw  that  a  very  dangerous  prece- 
dent was  about  to  be  established  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  had 
no  wish  to  interfere  in  any  way  with  the 
progress  of  the  Bill,  and  he  certainly 
would  not  intrude  on  the  debates  if  the 
Bill  were  allowed  to  go  into  Committee 
in  the  ordinary  way.  He  would  suggest 
to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
it  was  rather  too  late  in  the  Session  to 
try  the  experiment  which  he  had  pro- 
posed of  submitting  this  Bill  to  a  Grand 
Committee;  but  that  it  would  be  far 
better  that  it  should  go  through  the 
Committee  in  the  ordinary  way.  It  was 
only  because  he  felt  that  a  very  dan- 
gerous precedent  was  about  to  be  set  up 
as  regarded  minorities  in  that  House 
that  he  gave  Notice  of  the  Motion  which 
stood  in  his  name ;  and  had  the  idea 
been  opposed,  he  certainly  would  have 
found  it  necessary  subsequently  to  have 
opposed  the  appointment  of  the  Com- 

The"  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
JoHR^  Holkeb)  said,  no  doubt,  it  was 
very  important  that  this  Bill  should  be 
read  a  second  time.  The  suggestion  that 
it  should  be  referred  to  a  Qrand  Com- 
mittee didnot  come  from  the  Government, 
but  from  many  quarters  of  the  House, 
aad  the  Government  were,  at  the  time, 
disposed  to  consider  it,  and  to  see  whether 
that  was  a  course  which  they  might  not 
entertain.  But,  for  himself,  he  thought, 
perhaps,  the  better  course  would  be  to 
allow  the  Bill  to  go  before  a  Committee 
of  the  Whole  House  in  the  ordinary 
way.  For  his  own  part,  he  thought  it 
was  not  very  likely  there  would  be  any 
big  opposition  to  the  Bill,  because  a 
great  part  of  it  was  merely  re-enacting 
an  old  law.  Perhaps,  under  those  dr- 
cumstances,  the  best  course  would  be  to 
adopt  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  the  Member  for  Coven- 
tiy  (Sir  Henzy  Jackson).  That  sugges- 
tion was  that  the  portion  of  the  Bill 
which  re-enacted  the  law  of  1869  should 
be  excised,  and  that  the  Bill  shotdd  be 
tamed  into  a  measure  merely  intro- 
ducing certain  Amendments  into  the  old 
law.  That  was  a  suggestion  coming 
from  an  hon.  and  learned  Member — 
aU  of  whose  suggestions  were  valuable 
-^which  was  weU  worthy  of  considera- 
tioQ.    For  his  part,  he  thought  the  best 


way  would  be  to  take  the  Bill  in  the 
or£nary  way. 

Mb.  JACOB  BEIGHT  said,  it  was 
quite  a  mistake  for  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  to  suppose  that  there  was  at 
aU  an  unanimous  feeling  out-of-doors 
that  this  Bill  should  be  proceeded  with 
this  Session.  He  had  received  a  'tele- 
gram that  day  from  a  very  important 
Association  in  Manchester  on  this  sub- 
ject; and  as  expressing  the  opinion 
and  feeling  of  a  large  portion  of 
the  commercial  community  of  Man- 
chester he  should  like  to  be  allowed  to 
read  it — 

'*  The  Credit  Association  of  Manchester,  re- 
presenting a  large  body  of  merchants,  bankers, 
and  wholesale  traders,  vehemently  protests 
against  the  passing  of  any  new  Bankruptcy  Bill 
this  Session,  the  time  being  insufficient  for  dis- 
cussing the  dauses  seriatim  and  hearing  the 
evidence  of  commercial  witnesses." 

He  did  not  know  what  the  opinion 
of  other  towns  might  be;  but  this, 
at  any  rate,  was  a  statement  from  a 
very  important  body  with  strong  in- 
terests in  this  Bill.  In  his  opinion, 
it  would  be  a  great  mistake  to  proceed 
with  it. 

Mr.  MOBOAN  LLOYD  quite  agreed 
that  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy,  at  present, 
was  in  a  state 

Mr.  SPEAKEB  :  I  must  point  out  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  that 
it  is  not  reg^ar  to  discuss  the  Bill  at 
this  stage.  The  only  Question  before 
the  House  is  that  the  second  reading  be 
taken  to-day  at  2  o'clock. 

Mr.  MOKOAN  LLOYD  said,  he  was 
only  about  to  express  a  hope  that  the 
Attorney  General  would  not  carry  out 
the  proposition  he  had  just  sug^sted, 
and  divide  the  Bill  into  two.  He  trusted 
that  the  Bill  would  either  be  discussed 
in  its  present  shape,  or  put  off  for  the 
Session. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  thought,  as  a  matter 
of  procedure,  it  was  very  inconvenient, 
after  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  had 
put  this  stopper  on  the  Bill,  that  now, 
without  Notice,  it  should  be  read  a 
second  time  at  that  late  hour  in  the 
evening,  when  there  was  no  expecta- 
tion of  taking  the  second  reading  that 
night. 

Adjourned  Debate  on  Second  Beading 
furthir  adj<mmed^^  To-mwrnnOf  at  Two 
of  the  dock. 
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{Mr,  Attorney  Getieral,) 

[bill    134.]      COMMITTEE. 

[^Progress  9th  June."] 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

New  Clause  (Expenses  of  references 
held  out  of  London)  brought  upj  and  read 
the  first  time. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  Clause 
be  added  to  the  Bill.'' 

Mr.  DILLWTN  moved  the  omission 
of  the  clause.  Formerly,  before  the 
appointment  of  official  referees,  the  work 
was  done  by  arbitrators,  who  gave  a 
patient  hearing  to  the  case  before  they 
came  to  a  final  decision.  However,  dis- 
satisfaction was  expressed  at  the  great 
expense  and  the  great  delays  through 
frequent  adjournments,  and  to  remedy 
this  the  official  referees  were  appointed, 
and  it  was  hoped  that  they  would  over- 
come the  difficulty.  That  expectation  was 
disappointed,  as  it  was  found  their  fees 
were  very  heavy,  which  prevented  people 
from  going  to  them,  and  the  decisions 
were  not  final.  After  an  official  referee 
had  given  his  decision,  his  judgment 
could  be  appealed  against  and  carried 
to  another  court.  As  a  consequence, 
business  did  not  go  to  them  in  the  way 
expected.  To  remedy  this  the  fees  were 
materially  reduced  about  a  year  ago, 
and  there  was  a  prospect,  at  last,  of  the 
official  referees  getting  more  work  for 
their  courts  than  at  present;  but  this 
clause  provided  that  any  expenses  in- 
curred by  the  referees  in  the  discharge 
of  their  duties  should  not  be  paid  by  the 
Treasury  out  of  monies  provided  by  Par- 
liament ;  but  that  the  costs  of  the  referees 
sitting  elsewhere  than  in  London,  the 
travelling  and  other  expenses  incurred 
in  and  about  the  reference  by  reason  of 
the  sitting  being  held  out  of  London,  in- 
cluding the  accommodation  for  sittings, 
should  be  defrayed  and  paid  for  by  the 
parties.  Now,  he  thought  their  object 
should  be  to  reduce,  as  far  as  possible, 
the  expenses  of  all  litigation  ;  and  where 
a  reference  was  forced  upon  litigants  by 
Judges  the  costs  should  be  borne  by  the 
State.  The  litigants  had  now  no  choice 
in  the  matter.  They  went  before  a 
Judge,  expecting  their  cases  to  be  tried, 
and  he  declined  to  try  the  case,  and  sent 


it  to  a  reference.  Under  sach  cinom* 
stances,  the  expenses  of  the  referenoe 
should  be  paid  by  the  State,  just  in  the 
same  way  that  other  expenses  weie; 
and  he  could  see  no  more  jostice  in 
saddling  litigants  with  these  oosts  tiiia 
in  making  them  pay  the  travelling  ex- 
penses of  the  Judges  at  the  Auine. 
The  result  was,  to  refuse  justice  to  a  poor 
man  who  might  have  scraped  toeether 
enough  money  to  go  to  trial  bdfore  i 
Judge,  and  would  not  be  able  to  cany 
on  subsequent  litigation  before  a  re- 
feree. He  moved  that  the  dauae  be 
struck  out. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  (fir 
John  Holker)  replied,  that  the  feet 
payable  to  referees  were  very  small  in- 
deed. The  amount  payable  to  the 
Treasury  for  the  services  of  the  official 
referee  for  each  reference,  irreepeo- 
tive  of  length,  was  the  sum  of  fire 
guineas.  That  was  a  very  moderate 
sum,  infinitely  less  than  the  amount 
for  which  the  services  of  an  ordinary 
arbitrator  could  be  obtained,  while 
there  was  another  advantage  in  em- 
ploying the  referees — ^that  they  lit 
de  die  in  diem  until  the  matter  was  dii- 
posed  of.  Therefore,  if  the  parties  pre- 
ferred that  the  referee  should  go  dowi 
to  Liverpool,  or  anywhere  else,  to  try  a 
case,  it  was  only  fair  that  they  ehovU 
pay  the  travelling  expenses,  and  so  Mi 
of  the  referees  in  going  there.  Be 
thought  the  clause  a  very  fair  one,  ari 
should  oppose  its  omission. 

Mr.  B.  WILLIAMS  said,  his  hoi. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea  (Hr* 
Dillwyn)  had  confounded,  to  some  el* 
tent,  the  functions  of  a  referee  and  M 
arbitrator.  Under  the  old  Comai* 
Law  Procedure  Act,  the  arbitrator  w< 
a  Judge  appointed  by  the  parties.  B 
was  a  private  affair,  and  he  merely  tt 
the  work  which  the  parties  thougw  ke 
could  do  better  than  a  Judge  or  a  jmy* 
But  when  the  official  referees  were  9" 
pointed,  they  were  appointed  to  do  n* 
the  work  which  the  parties  nrifat^T; 
agreed  could  be  done  by  arbitrttoj 
better  than  a  Judge,  but  to  do  the  w«»i 
of  the  Judges  themselves.  Under 
old  law,  except  for  matters  of 
between  parties,  there  was  no  powir 
all  to  compel  a  person  to  resort  to 
tration.  TheJudicature  Acthad 
all  that;  and  it  very  often 
now,  if  the  Judge  thoughtthe  matter 
at  all  complicated,  that  he  thmr  «f 
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pen,  leant  back  in  his  chair,  and  declared 
that  he  could  not  try  the  issue,  hut  it 
must  go  before  an  official  referee.  Then, 
of  course,  as  his  hon.  Friend  had  said, 
it  became  a  question  between  the  rich 
man  and  the  poor  man.  By  this  clause, 
parties  were  compelled  not  only  to  pay 
the  travelling  expenses  of  the  referee, 
but  he  believed,  also,  the  expenses  of 
staying  in  the  town  where  reference  was 
held,  which  did  not  strike  him  as  very 
fair.  Keferees  were,  practically,  the 
same  as  Judges,  and  the  parties  who 
went  before  them  ought  to  be  treated  in 
exactly  the  same  manner.  One  of  the 
great  necessities  of  the  present  time, 
and  the  great  aim  of  all  law  reformers, 
was,  and  ought  to  be,  to  cheapen  pro- 
cedure in  law ;  while,  on  the  contrary, 
all  modem  reforms  seemed  to  have  gone 
in  exactly  the  opposite  direction. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  67; 
Noes  29:  Majority  28.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  178.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Mb.  CHAHLEY  said,  a  great  anomaly 
had  been  introduced,  by  reason  of  which 
solicitors  had  a  right  of  audience  as 
counsel  in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy.  The 
Bill,  as  it  now  stood,  would  intensify 
that  anomaly  by  giving  solicitors  a  right 
of  audience  as  counsel  in  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature.  It  might  be  said 
that  it  would  only  give  them  a  right  of 
audience  in  the  particular  division  to 
which  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  was 
attached ;  but  he  could  not  obtain  from 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  (the  Attor- 
ney General)  an  assurance  that  this 
clause  would  not  also  give  solicitors  a 
right  of  audience  in  the  Court  of  Appeal, 
and  even  before  the  House  of  Lords,  in 
bankruptcy  matters.  The  70th  section 
said  that  they  should  have  a  right  of 
audience  in  any  Bankruptcy  Court ;  and 
the  Court  of  Appeal,  and  even  the  House 
of  Lords,  he  contended,  would  be  Bank- 
ruptcy Courts  for  that  purpose.  The 
duties  of  solicitors  and  barristers  were 
quite  distinct.  Solicitors  had  to  pre- 
pare and  to  sift  evidence,  to  lay  the  case 
before  the  barrister  and  to  instruct  him 
in  the  cause ;  while  the  duty  of  the  bar- 
rister was  to  appear  as  an  advocate  in 
Court.  If  it  was  thought  right  that  the 
office  of  solicitor  and  barrister  should  be 
amalgamated,  it  surely  should  not  be 


done  in  this  indirect  way,  and  certainly 

the  point  ought  not  to  be  left  in  doubt. 

He  would,  therefore,  move  the  following 

clause : — 

(Repeal  of  section  seventy  of  '*  The  Bankruptcy 
Act,  1869,"  and  substitation  of  new  provi- 
sions.) 

'^Section  seventy  of  *  The  Bankruptcy  Act, 
1869/  is  hereby  repealed,  except  as  to  anything 
heretofore  duly  done  thereunder ;  and,  instead 
thereof,  Be  it  Enacted,  That  every  solicitor  of 
the  Supreme  Court  shall  be  and  may  practise  as 
a  solicitor  of  the  London  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
after  Us  union  and  consolidation  with  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  under  this  Act ; 
and  if  any  person  not  being  such  solicitor 
practises  as  a  solicitor  of  the  London  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  he  shall  be  deemed  guilty  of  a  con- 
tempt of  Court." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
John  Holkeb)  said,  it  was  not  the  desire 
of  the  Government,  by  this  Bill,  either 
to  increase  or  diminish  the  privileges  of 
solicitors.  Their  object  was  to  leave 
them  exactly  in  the  same  position  as 
they  now  occupied.  He  did  not  think 
the  Bill  changed  their  privileges  in  any 
way.  If  it  did,  he  would  be  very  anxious 
to  propose  some  clause  which  would  have 
the  effect  of  keepingthem  the  same  as 
they  were  before.  He  could  not  assent 
to  this  clause ;  but  he  would  consider  the 
matter  further,  and  if  he  thought  it  was 
requisite  to  have  any  clause  for  the  pur- 
pose suggested,  he  would  bring  one 
up  on  Beport. 

Mb.  BULWEE  entirely  agreed  with 
the  spirit  of  the  remarks  of  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  (Mr.  Charley).  The  Bill, 
as  it  stood,  was  open  to  the  construction 
that  a  right  of  audience  was  to  be  given  to 
solicitors  in  the  Supreme  Court  in  bank- 
ruptcy matters.  Without  speaking  in 
any  illiberal  spirit,  he  was  sure  every- 
one would  wish  that  whatever  rights  and 
privileges  were  conferred  upon  solicitors 
should  not  be  conferred  upon  them  by 
a  side  wind,  but  only  after  mature 
consideration  and  discussion.  In  his 
opinion,  it  was  very  desirable  to  keep 
the  two  branches  of  the  Profession 
distinct. 

Mb.  WATKIN  WILLIAMS  did  not 
think  the  Bill  made  any  difference,  his 
own  impression  being  that  it  effected  no 
change  whatever.  He,  therefore,  hoped 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  opposite 
would  be  Satisfied  with  the  assurances 
of  the  Attorney  General,  and  that  he 
would  not  divide. 

Mb.  B.  WILLIAMS  wished  to  observe 
that  the  Bill  did  make  a  change,  for  it 
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ooostitated  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  s 
portion  of  a  divigion  of  the  High  Court 
of  Justice.  The  Bill  proposed  to  give 
the  solicitors  tho  same  rip;ht  of  audience 
as  they  had  when  the  Court  of  bank- 
ruptcy was  separate,  and  so  it  gave  them 
aright  of  advocacy  in  the  High  Court.  If 
so  important  a  change  was  to  be  made,  ho 
entirely  agreed  with  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friends  opposite  (Mr.  Charley  and  Mr. 
Bulwer)  in  thinking  that  it  should  not 
be  made  by  a  side  wind.  It  was  very 
desirable  that  the  tone  of  advocacy  in 
their  Courts  should  be  kept  up,  especially 
in  the  High  Court  of  Justice.  And  for 
that  purpose,  as  things  were  at  present, 
the  Bar  ought  not  to  haTO  their  right  of 
audience  interfered  with. 

Mr.  CHA£L£Y  observed,  that  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  had  very  fairly  pro- 
mised to  consider  the  matter  before  the 
fieport;  and  as  hie  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  had  heard  opinions  expressed  by 
several  eminent  members  of  the  Bar, 
he  hoped  on  the  Report  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qontlomun  would  feel  it  neces- 
sary to  deal  with  this  question  by  bring- 
ing up  a  clause.  Ho  begged  to  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Mb.  monk  observed,  that  the  four 
lion,  and  learned  Gentlemen  who  bad 
spoken  seemed  to  express  an  opinion 
that  solicitors  who  had  a  right  to  be 
heard  in  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy  should 
not  have  an  audience  in  the  High 
Court  of  Justice.  If  they  did  possess  a 
right  of  appearing  in  the  Court  of  Bank- 
ruptcy, and  the  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
was  to  become  a  part  of  tho  High  Court 
of  Justice,  he  certainly  thought  the  same 
privilege  which  attached  to  thom  now 
ought  to  attach  to  them  hereatter.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Qontleman  would  not  consider 
that  the  general  feeling  of  the  House 
was  that  solicitors  should  not  have  the 
.  same  rights  after  this  Bill  became  law 
as  they  possessed  at  present. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 


New  Clause. 

(Entry  of  actions  in  district  regiatry.) 
"  WhercuH  it  ii  pipodicnt  to  provide  for  tho 
cntT}j  for  trial  of  actions  or  the  isau™  therein  in 
diltrict  n^Ki^tries,  and  to  enable  such  nctions 
and  iames  to  bo  entered  and  lists  thproof  pre- 
pnred  before  tho  openjiij^  of  tliG  commission 
of  assize,  it  shaU  bo  Ltwtul  for  any  person 
^Ting  notice  of  trial  of  an  action  or  issue  else- 
where than  in  London  or  Middlesex,  and  pro- 
vid«d  there  is  a  dtttrict  Tt^giatry  iX  tho  town 
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where  such  action  or  iame  ia  to  ba  tried,  to 
enter  the  action  or  issue  for  trial  at  any  tinu 
niter  the  close  of  the  i^eadinga,  and  np_  to  and 
inclading  the  d:iy  prior  to  the  commiaaioii  Aej 
oF  thii  aatize  at  which  mch  action  or  iaaaa  is  to 
be  tried  in  the  district  rcKiatn-  of  the  town 
where  the  trial  ia  ta  bo  had.  "nie  refpatnr  of 
each  district  registry  ahull  make  a  list  of  all 
Hctions  and  isBues  so  entered  in  his  registrr  in 
the  order  in  which  they  are  entered,  and  shall 
send  it  to  the  aasoeiate  or  other  proper  officer 
on  or  before  the  commiasion  day  of  theMue." 

Clause  agrud  to,  and  addtd  to  the  BiD. 
House  returned. 

Bill  rtportfd :  as  amended,  to  be  cm- 
tid«r«d  upon  Monday  next. 

KNiaHTSBKIDGE  AND  OTHER  CSOWK 

LANDS  BILL-CBiLL  231.] 

{Mr.  Gerard  Natl,  Xr.  Seerelary  Stamltj.) 

SECOM)    SEADIKO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  GERARD  NOEL,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  tim«, 
said,  the  Bill  had  three  objects.  Fuit, 
to  make  improvemonts  in  the  entrance 
towards  Hyde  Park  Comer  by  Knights- 
bridge  Barracks ;  secondly,  to  tranasr  > 
portion  of  land  now  under  the  control  of 
the  Woods  and  Forests  to  the  control  ot 
the  Office  of  Works.  This  piece  of  lud 
abutted  on  Hampton  Court  Park,  sndw 
the  Ofiico  of  Woods  had  no  officer  then 
to  superintend  it,  it  wasverydesirableit 
should  he  transferred.  The  third  objed 
of  the  Bill  was  to  permit  two  portiooi  of 
land  to  be  given  up  to  the  Offics  of 
Works  to  replace  land  taken  bom 
Regent's  Park  in  order  to  form  a  ne* 
approach  over  the  canal  at  OloncealM 
Gate.        .  i 

Kfotion  made,  and  Question  propoMd, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  teomi      ] 
time." — {STr.  Gerard  .^etl.) 

Mr.    DILLWTN    thought   that  »      ', 
tliey  wore  dealing  with  Crown  inop«y- 
they  ought  to  consider  whether  it  wonld 
be  wise  to  transfer  it  to  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner of  Works  ;  and  for  this  pw- 
pose  he  thought  Bills  of  this  kind  ihow 
not  be  brought  on  late  at  night.    Ho 
had  intended,   therefore,  to  put  down 
Noticeof  Opposition  to  it;  butonlookiu 
at  the  measure  he  found  it  was  a  smiU 
Bill  for  a  practical  purpose,  and,  that*-       ^ 
fore,  he  did  not  propose  to  offer  UJ       j 
opposition  to  it.  j 

Mb.  MONK  pointed  out  that  it*w       ^ 
proposed,  when  this  Bill  had  been  ntd 
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a  Beoond  time,  to  refer  it  to  a  Select 
Gommittee.  That  Committee  was  to 
Gonaiflt  of  only  three  Members,  and  he 
thought  Ihat  was  very  undesirable.  A 
Committee  of  less  than  five  would  not 
give  satisfiELction  to  the  House,  and  for 
that  reason  he  should  oppose  the  Bill  at 
the  next  stage. 

Me.  GERAED  NOEL  said,  the  Com- 
mittee wotdd  consist  of  five ;  but  two  of 
itfl  Members  would  be  nominated  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
to  a  Select  Committee. 

And,  on  July  18,  Committee  nominated  as 
fdlowB:— Mr.  MoNCKToy,  Lord  Charles  Bruce, 
Mr.  IiAAc,  and  Two  to  be  nominated  by  the 
Committee  of  Selection : — With  power  to  send 
for  persons,  papers,  and  records : — Orderedy 
Three  to  be  the  qnonun. 

QUESTION. 

SOUTH  AFRICA—THE  ZULU  WAR^RE- 
PORTED  SUBMISSION  OF  CETEWAYO. 

QUESTION. 

Me.  DILLWYN  :  Before  we  adjourn, 
I  ^uld  like  to  ask  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  a  Question.  There 
ii  i  ramour  in  the  Lobby  that  Cety wayo 
bas  sent  in  his  submission.  I  should 
Hke  to  ask  him,  Whether  he  has  received 
toy  teleg^m  to  that  effect ;  and  whether 
lie  can  give  the  House  any  information 
Kespectingit? 

Stt  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
I  have  this  evening  received  a  telegram, 
<iated  Natcd,  June  30,  from  which  it 
■ppean  that  at  that  date  our  Forces 
▼ere  within  12  miles  of  Ulundi ;  and 
that  General  Marshall  had  reported  that 
laetsen^rs  had  reached  him  from  Cety- 
irajo,  bringing  with  them  elephants' 
tasks,  which  are  the  sigpi  of  a  message 
from  the  Ejing.  It  does  not,  however, 
^pear  what  the  purport  of  the  message 
was. 

M  OTIONS. 


-*MIY  DI8CIFIJFE  AlfD  KEOITLATION  (COM- 
MENCEMENT)  BILL. 

.  On  Uotion  of  Colonel  Stanley,  Bill  to  bring 
lato  force  *'  Tlie  Army  Discipline  and  Kegula- 
*>«  Act,  1879  ;'*  and  for  other  purposes,  ordered 
^  be  brooght  in  by  Colonel  Stanley,  Mr.  Se- 
*wfaury  Cross,  Mr.  William  Henry  Smith, 
*sd  The  JuDOE  Advocate  General. 
fiaijw«tM/Mf,aiidz«ad  the  first  time.  [Bill  248.] 


0OMMI88IONEBS  OF  WOODS   (THAMES 
PIEBS)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson, 
Bill  to  aathorise  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Woods  and  Forests  and  Land  Reyenuos 
to  agree  with  the  Conservators  of  the  Kiver 
Thames  on  the  payments  for  Piers  or  Landing- 
places  in  or  upon  the  bod  or  shore  of  the  River 
Thames,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson  and  Mr.  Gerard  Noel. 

'BiMpresentedy  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  249.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE     OF     LOEDS, 
Friday,  \Uh  July,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Btlu^— First  Readiuff-^ 

Bills  of  Sale  (Ireland)  •  (156). 
Second    Reading  —  Public    Loans    Remission  * 

(144). 
Report — Tramways  Orders  Confirmation*  (135) ; 

Highway  Accounts  (Returns)*  (143). 
Third  Reading  —  Inclosuru  Pro\'i8ional  Order 

(Whittington  Common)*    (136);    Cork  Bo- 

rough  Quarter  Sessions  *  (142),  bshI  passed. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  ZULU  WAR— 
THE  DEFEAT  AT  ISANDLANA— THE 
COURT  OF  INQUIRY.— QUESTION. 

Lord  TEUEO  asked,  Why  Colonel 
Harness,  who  could  give  very  full  in- 
formation with  regard  to  the  Isandlana 
disaster,  was  put  upon  the  Court  of  In- 
quiry— a  course  which  deprived  the 
Court  of  the  assistance  of  a  most  im- 
portant witness  ? 

YiscouNT  BUEY,  in  reply,  said,  the 
suggestion  that  Colonel  Harness  was 
put  upon  the  Court  of  Inquiry  to  de- 
prive it  of  a  material  witness  was  a 
presumption  which  the  noble  Lord  was 
not  justified  in  putting  forward. 

Lord  TRURO  explained,  that  what  he 
said  was  that  that  was  the  efifect  of  the 
appointment.  He  did  not  say  it  was 
done  for  that  purpose. 

Viscount  BURY:  The  noble  Lord 
who  commands  in  South  Africa  is  a 
a  Member  of  your  Lordships'  House, 
and  he  is  not  here  to  defend  himself. 
The  War  Office  is  not  in  possession  of 
the  information  which  would  enable  you 
to  come  to  a  conclusion.  In  these  circum- 
stances I  think  we  are  bound  to  suspend 
our  judgment. 
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SOUTH  AFRICA— LATEST   TELEGRAM. 

QUESTION. 

The  Earl  of  KIMBERLEY  asked 
the  noble  Earl  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  the  Go- 
vemment  had  received  any  further  news 
from  the  Cape  ? 

Earl  CADOGAN,  in  reply,  said,  that 
the  latest  news  the  Government  had  re- 
ceived was  contained  in  the  following 
telegram  from  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  to 
the  Colonial  Oflfice,  dated  Pietermaritz- 
burg,  Natal,  30th  June,  1879,  and  which 
he  would  read  to  their  Lordships: — 

"  Pietermaritzburg,  Natal,  June  30,  1879. — 
From  aspect   of  affaire,   beliovo   war  can  be 
finished  this  season.     I  am  raising  corps  of 
4,000  carriers  to  work  with  Crealock's  column ; 
can,  if  neceHsary,  increase  their  number  very 
largely.     I  am  landing  stores  and   forage  at 
Port  Dumford,  where  I  also  intend  lauding 
marines  and  reinforcements.     I  hope  to  land 
there  myself  on  Wednesday  morning.     Tele- 
graph communication  completed  to  that  point. 
Crealock's  head-quarters  now  there.    Hope  to 
push  with   his    column  to  St.  Paul's  Mission 
Station,  and  so  join  Second  Division  and  Wood's 
Column,  both  of  which  are  now  at  point  about 
12  miles  south-west  of  Ulundi,  near  Magni- 
bonium  on  official   maps.      King   says  wants 
peace ;  to  test  his  sincerity  I  have  to-day  sent 
back  his  two  messengers  to  say  ho  must  send 
three  of  his  councillors,  who  1  liave  named,  to 
meet  my  agent  in  First  Division  camp,  where 
terms  of  peace  can  be  dis(.'ussed.     Best  informa- 
tion says  he  can  only  now  bring  about  10,000 
men  into  the  field.     Have  taken  measures  of 
informing  Zulu  people  that  all  who  join  us  with 
their  families  will  be  well  treated  and  protected, 
and  their  cattle  assured  to  them.     Many  have 
already  come  in.     Have  placed  Lord  Chelmsford 
in  command  of  Second  Division  and  of  Wood's 
force  until  I  can  reach  them.     Have  no  diffi- 
culty   in    flashing    orders    to  him.    Weather 
fine.    Health  of  troops  in  the  field  good.    Went 
round  hospitals  here  this  morning;    only  100 
sick  and  wounded,  all  doing  well  and  wanting 
for  nothing.     Loss  of  oxen  by  sickness  con- 
siderable ;  hope  to  supply  their  places  by  mule 
and  carrier  transport.  All  quiet  in  Natal,  where 
General  Clifford  commands  all  troops,  whether 
regulars  or  Native  levies.     I  am  receiving  the 
most  cordial  support  and  valuable  assistance 
from  Sir  Henry  Bulwer.     There  had  been  no 
fighting  since  last  mail;  no  news  of  importance 
from  the  Transvaal ;  have  ordered  Colonel  Ijan- 
yon  to  undertake  no  offensive  operation,  and  to 
restrict  his  operations  to  protection  of  life  and 
property,  and  to  curtail  expenses  in  every  pos- 
sible   way.     Have  just    heard    from    General 
Marahall  that  the  King  sent  in  the  ivory  tusks, 
which  is  a  sign  of  the  messjige  being  from  the 
King,  also  the  cattle  taken  from  us  at  Isandlana ; 
cattle  kept  by  Chelmsford,  but  tusks  sent  back 
with  repeated  demand  for  the  guns  taken   at 
Isandlana." 

"July   1.  —  Have  just  received  news   that 
Chelmsford  was  to  move  his  force  yesterday  five 


miles  front  without  tents,  expected  to  be  at 
Vlundi  to-day;  considerable  bodies  of  enemy 
close  to  Ulundi ;  written  despatch  from  Cheku- 
ford  will  reach  me  this  afternoon,  and  I  then 
embark  for  Port  Dumford." 


METROPOLITAN  AND  METROPOLITAX 
DISTRICT  RAILWAY  COMPANIES 
BILL. 

THIRD   READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Earl  of  EEDESDALE 
(Chairman  of  Committees)  :  Haring 
seen  the  Notice  of  the  noble  Earl  oppo- 
site (the  Earl  of  Camperdown),  that  he 
intends,  on  the  third  reading  of  this 
Bill,  to  move  certain  Amendments,  I  may 
remind  your  Lordships  that  it  is  con- 
trary to  the  Standing  Orders  of  the 
Ilouse  that  Amendments  should  be 
moved  to  a  Local  Bill  on  the  Eeport,  or 
on  the  third  reading,  unless  under  con- 
ditions which  have  not  been  complied 
with  in  respect  of  this  Bill.  The  noble 
Earl  cannot  now  move  his  Amendments; 
but  I  think  it  would  be  unfortunate  if 
they  were  excluded  from  consideration.  I 
should,  therefore,  suggest  that  the  third 
reading  should  be  postponed  till  Tues- 
day next.  Questions  have  arisen '  with 
regard  to  widening  streets,  and  the  Com- 
pany are  apprehensive  of  difficulties  that 
may  arise  in  cases  where  houses  may  be 
pulled  down,  and  where  the  Corporation 
might  interpose.  I  think  that  an  a^ 
rangement  might  be  come  to  on  these 
points.  Of  course,  we  must  be  v«y 
careful  in  dealing  with  anything  that 
has  been  deliberately  passed  by  both 
Houses  of  Parliament.  If  there  is  any- 
thing that  can  be  done  in  a  case  of  tins 
kind  to  allow  of  an  improvement  which 
is  considered  very  desirable  being  carried 
out — if  a  fair  arrangement  between  the 
parties  deeply  interested  in  the  improre- 
ment  can  be  arrived  at,  we  should  make 
some  efforts  towards  that  end.  I  think, 
my  Lords,  an  opportunity  should  be 
afforded  for  that  purpose.  Unless  some- 
thing is  done,  it  would  be  very  difficult 
to  get  the  improvement  made  at  all;  and, 
therefore,  we  should  be  very  careful 
what  we  do  in  this  matter. 

The  Earl  of  CAMPERDOWN :  I 
am  perfectly  ready  to  accede  to  the 
course  proposed  by  the  noble  Earl.  I 
should  be  the  last  to  wish  to  do  any- 
thing unfair  in  the  matter.    The  daoM 
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I  object  to  was,  in  the  first  instance,  re- 
jecteHd  by  the  Committee,  and  it  was 
nltimatelj  only  passed  on  the  statement 
that  if  it  were  struck  out  the  Company 
would  not  go  on  with  the  Bill.  Now, 
although  the  Bill  is  a  very  important 
one,  and  I  am  anxious  to  see  it  become 
law,  yet,  at  the  same  time,  there  are 
limits  beyond  which  it  is  not  right  for  us 
to  go  in  order  to  secure  it.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  best  course  would  be  for  the 
noble  Earl  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
to  consider  the  matter;  and  I  am  sure,  in 
a  matter  of  this  kind,  general  assent  will 
be  given  to  any  clause  or  any  modifi- 
cation proposed  by  him. 

The  Eabl  of  LONGFORD :  As  far 
as  the  Committee  are  concerned  who 
considered  the  Bill,  they  are  quite  satis- 
fied with  the  conclusion  at  which  they 
have  arrived,  and  do  not  wish  any  alte- 
rations made  in  it.  At  the  same  time, 
if  anything  which  appears  to  the  House 
on  the  recommendation  of  the  Chairman 
of  Committees  to  be  an  improvement  is 
proposed,  they  would  raise  no  objection 
to  its  consideration. 

Third  Heading  postponed  to  Tuesday 
the  22nd  inst^fnt 

SUCHAIT    SINGH  — THE    CHUMBA 
SUCCESSION. 

QUESTIONS.       BES0LX7TI0N. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
rose  to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  succession  of  the  Baj  of  Chumba ; 
and  to  ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  Whether  a  certain  Sunned  granted 
to  the  late  Sri  Singh,  Baja  of  Chumba, 
by  the  Governor  General  Lord  Dal- 
hottsie  in  1848  was  designedly  so  framed 
as  to  disinherit  his  brother  of  the  whole 
blood  Suehait  Singh,  who,  but  for  the 
tenns  of  such  Sunned  as  construed  by 
the  Indian  Government,  was  by  Hindu 
Law  entitled  to  succeed  to  the  Baj  on 
the  death  of  Sri  Singh  in  1870;  and 
if  such  be  the  case,  what  were  the  rea- 
sons for  excluding  Suchait  Singh,  then 
a  child  under  seven  years  of  age ;  and 
whether  the  Government  is  aware  that 
Snchait  Singh,  in  consequence  of  the 
construction  of  the  Sunned  of  1848  by 
the  Indian  Government,  is  now  reduced 
to  destitution;  and  to  ask  how  much 
Colonel  Keid  is  receiving  as  pension  out 
of  the  Chumba  revenues  in  addition  to 
^e  £3,000  a-year  paid  to  the  present 
SQperintendent  of  Chumba ,  and  whe- 


ther, in  view  of  the  possibility  of  the 
action  of  the  Government  having  been 
erroneous.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
will  direct  a  maintenance  to  be  provided 
for  Suchait  Singh  out  of  the  revenues  of 
Chumba  until  any  questions  as  to  the 
succession  can  be  finally  decided ;  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  whether  he 
will  cause  an  independent  inquiry  to  be 
instituted  into  the  conduct  of  the  present 
Administrator  of  the  Chumba  States? 
and  to  move  to  resolve — 

'*  That  this  Hoase  is  of  opinion  that  the  claim 
of  Suchait  Singh  should  be  investigated,  either 
by  referring  it  to  the  Ju^cial  Committee  of  the 
Privy  Council,  or  to  a  Select  Committee,  or  to  a 
special  Commission  not  composed  of  Indian  Go- 
vernment officials.** 

The  noble  Lord  said  *  :  My  Lords,  I  ask 
your  Lordships  for  an  indulgent  and  a 
patient  hearing,  because  I  am  pleading 
for  justice.  I  have  sometimes  asked 
myself  if  I  was  justified  in  taking  up 
the  time  of  the  House  with  my  ineffi- 
cient advocacy  ;  but  I  have  come  to  the 
conclusion  that  it  is  not  the  weakness  of 
my  advocacy  that  is  in  fault  so  much  as 
the  apathy  of  those  that  opposed  me,  for 
it  is  not  long  since  the  noble  and  learned 
Lord,  who  is  not  now  in  the  House 
(Lord  Selbome),  pleaded  with  the  noble 
Viscount  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
for  justice  and  clemency  for  Sirdar 
Narain  Singh ;  but,  though  he  spoke 
with  the  eloquence  which  belongs  to  him, 
and  with  all  the  weight  and  responsi- 
bility of  an  ex-Lord  Chancellor,  he  ob- 
tained no  more  results  than  I  have  done 
on  other  occasions.  I  have  no  doubt 
that  the  noble  Viscount  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  looks  upon  me  in  the 
light  of  the  importunate  widow  in  the 
Scriptures ;  but  I  have,  one  advantage 
over  that  lady,  for  she  addressed  herself 
to  a  Judge  who  boasted  that  he  neither 
feared  Ood  nor  regarded  man ;  and  we 
know  that  the  noble  Viscount  does  not 
come  under  that  description.  Another 
strong  point  in  my  favour  is  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  cannot  say  that  he 
cannot  reverse  the  action  of  his  Prede- 
cessor, for  the  noble  Duke,  his  Prede- 
cessor (the  Duke  of  Argyll),  in  whose 
time  this  case  was  decided,  has  asked 
for  its  re-consideration.  This  question, 
moreover,  has  never  been  really  investi- 
gated by  the  Indian  Government,  or  by 
independent  officials,  and  it  has  not  gone 
out  of  the  hands  of  a  very  few  local 
officials   of  the   Punjab   Government, 
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Suohait  Singh,  irom  the  long  time  that 
his  family  have  lived  and  reigned  in 
Ghumba,  has  a  strong  claim  on  the 
sympathy  of  the  Scotch  Peers,  especially 
of  those  who  have  lately  taken  so  strong 
an  interest  in  the  Earldom  of  Mar.  The 
Moghul  Government  of  Delhi  cherished 
and  honoured  the  Eajputs,  and  that  is  a 
precedent  and  a  tradition  which  the 
British  Government  would  do  well  to 
follow.  This  is  no  Party  question,  and 
up  to  the  present  time  no  Conservative 
Minister  is  responsible  for  it.  Last  year, 
about  this  time,  I  brought  before  your 
Lordships  the  case  of  the  Bungana 
Pally  succession,  which,  like  this,  rested 
upon  Lord  Canning's  promises  and 
charters.  A  weekly  periodical,  which 
gives  the  briefest  summary  of  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  both  Houses  of  Parliament, 
said  that  that  speech  ought  to  have  been 
delivered  to  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council,  and  not  to  your 
Lordships.  I  entirely  agree  with  that 
opinion ;  but  the  Judicial  Committee  of 
the  Privy  Council  is  closed  to  those  who 
seek  redress.  A  short  time  ago,  when 
I  urged  to  your  Lordships  that  access 
should  be  given  to  it,  and  that  cases 
such  as  this  one  should  be  first  decided 
by  judicial  authorities,  and  not  by  cap- 
tains or  subordinate  Eevenue  officers,  the 
noble  Viscount  answered  me  that  Lord 
Canning  had  made  no  such  promises; 
but  the  promise  to  follow  Mussulman 
and  Hindu  Law  in  cases  of  succession 
includes  and  involves  the  promise  of 
ascertaining  judicially  what  that  law  is, 
and  that  can  only  be  done  by  legal  men, 
and  not  by  political  officials.  The  opinion, 
however,  of  the  Civil  Service  in  India  is, 
in  general,  favourable  to  Suchait  Singh. 
A  short  time  ago,  a  deputation  waited 
on  the  Secretary  of  State  to  represent  the 
claims  of  Suchait  Singh ;  it  was  intro- 
duced by  the  noble  Marquess  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Tweeddale),  who  might  well 
interest  himself  in  this  matter,  for,  when 
he  was  in  the  Civil  Service  of  India,  his 
life  and  that  of  tlie  other  English  at 
Simla  was  saved  at  the  time  of  the 
Mutiny  by  the  exertions  and  influence 
of  Mutsuddy  Earn,  the  Vizier  of  Suchait 
Singh,  who  has  followed  his  master  here 
into  exile ;  but  up  to  the  present  time 
Mutsuddy  Earn  has  received  no  reward 
or  recognition  of  his  services  from  the 
Indian  Government.  The  noble  Vis- 
count the  Secretary  of  State  would  give 
no  other  answer  to  that  deputation  than 
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that  he  coidd  not  enter  into  the  matter, 
because  it  had  not  been  remitted  firom 
the  Indian  Government  for  his  conside- 
ration.    This  is  on  the  groand  of  an 
Order  published  in  the  OovemmefU  of 
India  Gazette  of  M^archf  1878;  and  there 
is  good  reason  to  believe  that  this  rule 
was  framed  to  meet  this  particular  case. 
The  effect  of  it  is  to  limit  the  authority 
of  the  Homo  Government,  and  to  shut 
out  the  people  of  India  from  all  hopes  of 
redress  of  their  grievances.     After  these 
preliminary  observations,  I  come  to  the 
case.     Chumba  is  a  Bajput  Principality, 
which  for  3,000  years  has  been  held  by 
the  family  of  Suchait  Singh.    It  borders 
on  Cashmere,  its  area  is  3,216  square 
miles,  the  revenue  is  now  under  £30,000, 
and  the  tribute  it  pays  to  the  Indian 
Government  10,000  rupees,  or  £1,000. 
Sri  Singh,  the  late  Eajah  of  Chumba, 
received  in  1848  a  Sunned  from  Lord 
Dalhousie,  on  our  taking  the  Funjaub, 
granting  him  the  State  of  Chumba— 

"  In  perpetuity,  and  to  his  hoirt  male  who, 
according  to  tho  Shastras,  may  bo  his  rigMfiil 
successors.  In  tho  event  of  tho  Bajah  haring 
no  male  heirs,  his  next  brother  who  may  be  the 
eldest  of  his  surviving  brothers  will  succeed 
him." 

Sri  Singh  had  a  brother  of  the  Bame 
mother,  Suchait  Singh.  He  had  also  a 
half  brother,  Gopal  Singh,  who  hadDot 
been  recognized  as  a  son  by  his  father, 
Charrat  Singh,  nor  had  been  brought 
up  in  the  palace.  Gopal  Singh  wtf 
older  than  Sri  Singh  and  Suchait  Singh. 
This  is  disputed.  It  is  certain  that  he 
was  older  than  Suchait  Singh.  In  1870 
Sri  Singh  died,  and,  before  his  funeril 
rites  wore  performed.  Colonel  Eeid,  th« 
Superintendent  of  the  Finances  of 
Chumba,  hastened  to  place  Gopal  Singh 
on  the  guddee,  or  throne,  of  Chumbii 
on  the  ground  of  the  words  of  the 
Sunned,  and  that  he  was  the  eldest  of 
the  surviving  brothers.  Now,  the  canaa 
of  all  the  mischief,  and  of  the  setting 
aside  of  the  lawful  heir,  Suchait  Singh, 
was  the  mistake  originally  made  bj 
Colonel  Lake,  when  Lord  Dalhourie*i 
Government  was  misinformed  that  then 
were  three  brothers,  when  there  ▼«• 
only  two.  Later  on,  another  miatake 
was  made,  which  I  will  refer  to  further 
on.  Ix)rd  Dalhousie's  Sunned  refers  te 
rights  under  the  Hindu  Shastra;  he 
would  not,  therefore,  knowingly  haie 
preferred  a  half-brother  to  a  full  brother. 
I  have,  therefore,  put  down  upon  thf 
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Notice  Paper  the  first  Question,  and  the 
answer  which  mnst  necessarily  he  given 
to  it  will  show  that  Lord  Dalhousie  was 
misinformed,  and  led  to    helieve    that 
there  were  three  equal  brothers.  Suchait 
Singh  wishes  me  to  state  that  there  has 
never  been  any  enmity*  or  ill-feeling  be- 
tween him  and  Gopal  Singh,  and  that 
Gopal  8ingh  always  writes  to  him  recog- 
nizing Suchait  Singh's  rank.     It  is  with 
reluctance  that  Suchait  Singh  has  allowed 
me  to  mention  the  facts  concerning  the 
birth  of  Gopal  Singh.     In  fact,   Gopal 
8ingh  was  not  a  brother   at   all ;    his 
mother  had   three  lovers,   one  is   still 
alive,  two  were  executed,  and  the  mother 
would  also  have  been  executed,  had  she 
not  heen  with  child,  and  on  account  of 
the  intercession  of  I^ajah  Zorawer  Singh, 
brother  of  Charrat  Singh.     As  it  was, 
»he  was  expelled  the  palace,  and  Gopal 
Singh  was  bom  j^romaturely,  a  seven 
months'  child.     It  is  known  that  those 
lovers  were  executed  some  time  before 
Sri  Singh's  birth,  which  corroborates  the 
ittertion  that  Gopal  Singh  was  born  be- 
fore 8ri  Singh.  Gopal  Singh  had  no  pro- 
vision made  for  him  beyond  £50  a-year, 
▼hiuh  was  left  him  out  of  compassion 
by  a  Banee  of  Chari'at  Singh,  who  be- 
«me  Sati  at  the  death  of  her  Iiusband. 
These  facts  are  new  facts — that  is  to  say, 
they  have  not  yet  appeared  in  the  official 
TNipers ;  but  the  Government  would  have 
been  informed  of  them  had  there  Ixion 
any  independent  inquirj*.  Suchait  Singh 
Was  always  looked  upon  by  the  people 
•■•f  Chumba  and  by  the  neighbouring 
Sajahs  as  the  heir  to   Sri  Singh,  liis 
brother;  and, notwithstanding  occasional 
differences  between  the  brothers,  on  two 
occasions  Sri  Singh  sent  Suchait  Singh 
to  represent  him  and  appear  as  Dothain, 
or  second  in  rank,  at  the  Durbar  of  Sir 
John  Lawrence  ;  and  later  of  Lord  Law- 
rence, the  Viceroy,  who  gave  him  the 
'Usual  presents.     I  will  ask  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  India,  if  ho  will  lay  upon 
your  Lordships'  Table  the  Correspon- 
dence of  Mr.   Melville,  containing  the 
testimony  of  the  Rajahs  at  the  Gopipoor 
l^hra  Durbar  in  1861,  as  to  tlieir  heirs, 
la  which  Suchait  Singh  is  mentioned  as 
the  heir  of  Sri  Singh.     When  Sri  Singh 
4ed.  his  obsequies   were   delayed   till 
Suchait  Singh  could  arrive  from  Oash- 
ftiere,  where  he  had  been  staying  with 
his  relative  the  Muliarajah.     The  people 
^  Chumba   would  allow  no   one  but 
Suchait  Singh  to  perform  them.     The 
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performance  of  funeral  rites  is  generally 
a  safe  index  of  the  rights  of  inheritance. 
And  now  I   ask   what,   besides  a  too 
literal   adherence  to  the  words  of  the 
Sunned,  and  a  disregard  of  its  reference 
to  the  Shastras,  were  the  motives  for  set- 
ting aside  Suchait  Singh  ?    There  were 
not  any  of   those  high   political    con- 
siderations which  it  is  sometimes  alleged 
should    have   a  preference  over    those 
legal  rights  guaranteed  by  Lord  Can- 
ning's (charters.     The  State  of  Chumba 
is   too  small  for  such,  and  the   corre- 
spondence shows  that  Suchait  Singh  was 
looked  upon  as  a  man  of  promise,  whilst 
no  su(!h  hopes  were  entertained  as  to 
Gopal   Singh.     But   whatever  political 
considerations  may  be  alleged  as  exist- 
ing in  1870,  those  were  all  stultified  in 
1873,  when  Colonel  Eeid  and  General 
Taylor  f<Mind  it  necessary  to  depose  their 
puppet,  Gopal   Singh,  and  to  instal  a 
small  child,  his  son,  Sham  Singh.     But 
there  was  anotht.T  motive  of  so  patent  a 
nature   that  there  is  no  reason  for  re- 
fraining from  saying  that  it  was  of  a 
pecuniary  nature.    Colonel  Reid  entered 
the  sei-vico  of  Sri  Sing-li  with  a  salary 
of  £1,200  a-year.     This  was  gradually 
raised  to  the  sum  of  £3,000  a-year,  be- 
sides horsc'ti,   elephants,   forage,   &c.,  a 
largo  sum   out   of  a   total   revenue   of 
£30,000,  and  one  which  he  would  pro- 
bably' havu  lost,   if  Suchait  Singh,   an 
active  man,  able  to  administer  his  own 
finances,  had  succeeded.     What  do  your 
Lordships  think  of  the  justice  of  taking 
more  than  £3,000  a-j'car  for  a  stranger, 
and  the  attempt  to  force  Suchait  Singh, 
the  heir  of  so  ancient  a  family,  to  sell 
his    birthright    and   renounce   his  just 
claims  for  the   sum   of    £500  a-year  ? 
Now,  also,  that  a  child  is  in  possession 
of  Chumba,  what  becomes  of  its  reve- 
nues, and  how  muih  is  absorbed  perhajis 
on  the  pretence  of  making  roads  ?  I  have 
put  down  the  Question  on  the  Notice 
Paper   as   to    the    amount    of    Colontd 
Eeid's  pension,  in  addition  to  the  salary 
of  his  succesf^or,  in  order  that  it  may  be 
known  how  much  is  drained  away  from 
this   small   State,    and    the   amount   of 
pecuniary  interest   that   exists   for  tlie 
state  of   things  complained  of   by  tli(; 
people  of  Cliumba,  and  what  was  th(j 
exact  otlicial  posit i(m  of  Colonel  Heid 
before  and  after  1870.     And  now,  after 
the  deposition  of  Gopal  Singh,  I  take  a 
fresh  departure,   and  the  Government 
of  India  might,  and  ought,  to  have  taken 
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a  fresh  departure,  for,  according  to  these 
words  of  Lord  Dalhousie's  Sunned  of 
1848— 

"  Should  any  of  the  Rajahs  of  Chnmha  mis- 
manage  the  affairs  of  the  conntzy,  the  British 
Gh)veniment  will  remove  him,  and  appoint  in 
his  place  another  of  the  family.  It  is  not  the 
ohject  of  the  British  Government  to  take  the 
country  into  its  hands;  the  only  thing  which 
it  has  in  view  is  that  from  the  good  manage- 
ment of  the  territory  and  the  impartial  adminis- 
tration of  justice  the  people  should  continue  to 
enjoy  peace  and  happiness." 

The  Indian  Qovernment  should  have 
appointed  Suchait  Singh,  a  grown  man, 
to  govern  Chumba ;  it  should  have  taken 
this  opportunity  to  give  peace  and  con- 
tentment to  the  inhabitants  of  Chumba, 
many  of  whom  left  their  country  to 
petition  for  the  return  of  Suchait  Singh 
and  have  not  been  allowed  to  return  to 
their*  homes.  I  know  that  the  noble 
Viscount  the  Secretary  of  State  is  under 
the  impression  that  Chumba  is  well 
governed  and  its  people  perfectly  happy, 
and  so  long  as  he  makes  no  inquiry  by 
independent  persons  he  will  be  informed 
that  it  is  so;  but  I  must  not  only  tell 
him  that  these  are  vain  illusions,  I  must 
also  ask  him  to  order  an  official  and 
impartial  investigation  as  to  the  state- 
ments which  I  am  now  going  to  m^ke. 
At  the  beginning  of  this  year  the  com- 
plaints of  the  people  of  Chumba  with 
.  regard  to  the  prevalence  of  bribery 
became  so  gi*eat  that  Mr.  Bumey,  the 
successor  of  Colonel  Beid,  thought  it 
necessary  to  notice  and  check  them.  He 
therefore,  last  February,  summoned  the 
complainants  to  come  to  his  Court  and 
substantiate  their  accusations.  He  dis- 
missed some  complaints ;  but  others  were 
substantiated  against  Abtar  Singh  and 
another  of  the  Chumba  Vizirs.  These 
he  removed,  and  gave  them  pensions  to 
the  amount  of  half  their  pay ;  but  did 
not  oblige  them  to  make  restitution  of 
the  sums  they  had  received.  After  this, 
a  Mussulman  of  Noorpoor  said  that  he 
had  given  certain  sums  for  certain 
people  to  Mrs.  Kelly,  the  wife  of  a 
barrack-master.  He  was  asked  why  he 
did  that,  and  he  replied — **  Because  she 
has  influence  with  your  honour."  Mr. 
Bumey  upon  this  was  troubled,  and  has- 
tily closed  the  Court,  and  sent  this  man 
to  the  House  of  Detention.  Next  day 
he  sent  for  him  again,  when  he  said 
that  he  had  time  in  prison  to  refresh 
his  memoryi  and  he  had  made  out  a 
list  of  sums   given  by  various  people 

Zord  StanUy  of  Ald$rUy 


to  make  the  false  appear  true,  and  to 
obtain  various  offices,  and  that  what  was 
certain  was,  that  they  got  what  they 
paid  for.     After  this  the  Mussulman 
was    released,   and   Mr.   Bumey   went 
away  for  a  time  from  Chumba.  Amongst 
other  irregularities  and  illegalities  that 
took    place    when    Colonel    Beid    and 
Colonel  Taylor  set  aside  Suchait  Singh 
from  the   throne  of  Chumba,  Colonel 
Taylor  put  Suchait  Singh  under  restraint 
at  Umritsir.     He  could  not  legally  have 
done  this  to  a  Native  of  British  India 
against  whom  there  was  no  criminal 
accusation,  still  less  could  he  do  so  in 
the    case    of  an    independent    Prince. 
Colonel    Taylor,    indeed,    alleges   that 
Suchait  Singh  was  intriguing,  and  had 
written   seditious  letters;  but  none  of 
these  letters  are  in  evidence,  and  I  deny 
that  he  ever  wrote  anything  seditious, 
unless  that  term  is  also  applicable  to  a 
statement  made  in  this  House,  that  this 
House  has  no  jurisdiction  over  Scotch 
Peerages  on  the  Boll  before  the  Act  of 
Union.     I  said  before  that  another  mis- 
take had   been  made  with  regard  to 
Gopal  Singh,  and  this  was  that  he  had 
been  represented  to  the  Duke  of  Argyll 
as  the  full  brother,  and  Suchait  Singh 
as  the  half-brother,  and  the  despatch  of 
the  Duke  of  Argyll  confirming  the  de- 
cision of  the  Punjaub  Government,  dated 
July  20,  1871,  mentioned  Suchait  Singh 
as  the  half-brother.     This  mistake  was 
pointed  out  at  the  time  from  India  and 
the  despatch  cancelled,  and  an  amended 
despatch  substituted.     In  May  last,  two 
gentlemen  waited  on  the  Duke  of  Argyll 
to  point  out  this  mistake  and  others  that 
had  led  to  the  decision  then  arrived  at. 
The  Duke  of  Argyll  wrote  a  letter  to  one 
of  them,  which  I  will  read  to  your  Lord- 
ships, as  it  entirely  does  away  with  the 
objection  sometimes  raised  against  re- 
versing the  action  of  a  Predecessor — 

"  Argyll  Lodge,  May  19,  1869. 

**  Sir, — I  really  cannot  do  more  than  I  hare 
done.  You  may,  however,  show  this  note  ex- 
pressive of  my  hope  that  the  case  will  he  seriously 
re-considered  at  the  India  Office,  with  the  view 
to  see  whether  a  mistake  has  not  heen  committed 
in  the  decision  come  to  when  I  was  Secretary  of 
State.  "  Your  obedient  servant. 

(Signed)        "  Ajigtll. 

*'J.  E.  Liardet,  Esq." 

The  writing  this  letter  by  the  Duke  of 
Argyll  was  an  act  of  great  generosity. 
A  short  time  ago,  at  Sheffield,  the  noble 
Viscount  the  Secretly  of  State  for  India 
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twitted  the  Duke  of  Argyll  with  holding 
himself  to  be  infallible ;  but  after  the 
letter  I  have  just  read  that  accusation 
falls  to  the  ground ;  and  if  the  noble 
Viscount  (Viscount  Cranbrook)  should 
refuse  to  allow  of  an  investigation  of 
this  matter,  and  the  *'  serious  recon- 
sideration "  of  it  asked  for  by  the  Duke 
of  Argyll,  he  must  take  a  degree  higher 
than  the  Duke  of  Argyll,  and  hold  him- 
self to  be  what  the  Italians  would  call 
''infallibilissimo."  I  now  move  for  an 
investigation  into  the  claim  of  Suehait 
Singh,  leaving  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
the  option  between  three  methods  of  in- 
dependent inquiry.  It  is  melancholy 
to  think  that  men  with  all  the  talents 
possessed  by  Ministers  of  State,  ani- 
mated as  they  must  be  by  care  for  the 
preservation  of  the  Empire,  and  the 
knowledge  that  it  can  only  be  preserved 
by  strict  justice  and  loyal  adherence  to 
the  Hoyal  Proclamations  and  Viceregal 
Charters,  should  devote  too  much  of 
their  time  and  energies  to  Party  pur- 
poses, and,  delegating  too  much  of  their 
authority  to  subordinate  officials,  con- 
sider themselves  as  bound  by  their  errors 
and  appear  to  make  it  a  point  of  honour 
to  refuse  to  acknowledge  a  mistake  or  to 
redress  a  wrong  for  which  they  then  make 
themselves  responsible,  and  for  which  the 
Empire  must  inevitably  suffer.  In  con- 
clusion, may  I  remind  the  noble  Viscount 
of  the  words  of  Camoens — 

"  Who  worketh  injury  reasonless  and  vain, 

With  force  engendered  hy  his  power  of 

place, 
Nonght  conquereth  ;  the  sole  true  conqueror 

he 
Who   knows  to  render  justice  fair    and 

free?" 

Moved  to  resolve.  That  this  House  is  of  opi- 
nion that  the  claim  of  Suehait  Singh  should  be 
investigated  either  by  referring  it  to  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  or  to  a 
Select  Committee,  or  to  a  special  commission 
not  composed  of  Indian  Government  officials. — 
(The  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley.) 

Viscount  CRANBHOOK  said,  that 
the  speech  made  by  the  noble  Lord  must 
have  convinced  their  Lordships  that  the 
House  of  Lords  was  not  an  Assembly 
suited  to  the  discussion  of  a  question 
such  as  that  raised  by  the  noble  Lord, 
and  he  must  decline  to  go  into  the  case. 
The  case  had  been  decided  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Punjaub  and  the  Indian 
Government  in  the  time  of  Lord  Mayo ; 
it  was  considered  in  the  time  of  the 
noble  Earl  opposite  (the  Earl  of  North- 


brook),  and  the  decision  of  those  Vice- 
roys had  been  confirmed  by  the  Duke  of 
Argyll  as  Secretary  of  6tate ;  it  had 
also  been  considered  by  his  Predecessor 
in  Office  (the  Marquess  of  Salisbury), 
who,  in  a  despatch  sent  out  to  India, 
said  the  decision  come  to  must  be  con- 
sidered as  being  final.  That  being  so, 
the  Petitioner  had  sent  in  a  Memorial 
to  the  Indian  Government  for  a  re-con- 
sideration of  the  case ;  but  it  was  no 
part  of  his  duty  as  Secretary  of  State  to 
go  into  the  merits  of  the  question.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley) 
had  gone  into  the  matter  very  fully,  and 
had  asked  whether  the  Sunnud  granted 
to  the  late  Sri  Singh  was  designedly  so 
framed  as  to  disinherit  his  brother  of 
the  whole  blood,  Suehait  Singh  ?  His 
answer  was  that  the  Sunnud  of  Lord 
Dalhousie  did  not  in  terms  disinherit 
anyone ;  but  directed  that  a  brother  of 
Suehait  Singh  should  succeed  to  the  Baj 
on  the  death  of  Sri  Singh.  That  brother 
was  the  eldest,  and  he  did  succeed. 
There  never  was  any  question  as  to  the 
successor  being  of  the  half-blood.  The 
noble  Lord  asked  him  whether  he  was 
aware  that  Suehait  Singh  was  reduced  to 
a  state  of  destitution?  He  (Viscount 
Cranbrook)  regretted  that  the  Claimant 
should  have  been  reduced  to  destitution 
in  consequence  of  the  case  having  been 
decided  against  him  ;  but  he  must  point 
out  that  the  Indian  Government  had 
told  Suehait  Singh  that  if  he  was  will- 
ing to  accept  the  decision  and  go  back 
to  India,  they  would  provide  means  for 
his  maintenance,  and  the  Government  at 
Home  would  make  arrangements  for  his 
return.  If  he  would  not  take  the  money 
which  was  ofltered  to  him,  it  would  be 
his  own  fault.  There  was  no  ground 
laid  for  any  further  inquiries,  and  he 
must  decline  to  order  any.  As  to  the 
salary  and  pension  of  Colonel  Beid,  he 
must  say  that  he  was  receiving  no  more 
than  was  regularly  allowed  under  the 
circumstances,  and  the  pension  came  out 
of  the  Bevenues  of  India,  and  not  out  of 
those  of  Chumba.  The  pension,  which 
was  earned  by  long  services,  amounted 
to  £984,  and  no  deduction  was  made 
from  the  Bevenues  of  Chumba  on  account 
of  it.  There  was  nothing  new  in  the 
case  as  set  forth  by  the  noble  Lord.  It 
was  fully  gone  into  by  General  Taylor, 
and  his  Beport  was  adopted  by  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Punjaub,  and  again  by 
the  Indian  Government,  and  by  the  Qo- 
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Yemment  at  Home,  after  carefully  and 
fully  considering  the  facts  of  the  case. 
The  noble  Lord  had  complained  of  the 
administration  of  the  Chumba  estate, 
and  also  of  other  persons,  and  called 
upon  him  (Yiscount  Oranbrook)  to  direct 
an  inquiry  into  the  administration  of  it ; 
but  he  could  not  do  so  upon  such  state- 
ments, and  he  was  astonished  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  have  made,  upon 
such  authority,  charges  against  these 
persons.  In  conclusion,  he  would  repeat 
that  Lord  Dalhousie  had  laid  down  the 
principles  upon  which  this  succession 
should  go.  On  those  principles  his  Pre- 
decessors in  the  Government  in  India 
and  at  Home  had  decided,  and  by  that 
decision  he  must  abide. 

The  Eakl  of  NORTHBEOOK  said, 
that  in  1874,  when  Viceroy  of  India,  he 
and  his  Advisers  had  occasion  to  exa- 
mine into  this  case,  which  had  beenpre- 
viously  settled  by  his  Predecessor,  Lord 
Mayo.  The  case  appeared  to  them  per- 
fectly clear,  and  the  decision  of  Lord 
Mayo  upon  it  was  adjudged  by  them  to 
be  right.  He  had,  since  the  present 
Motion  was  put  upon  the  Notice  Paper, 
looked  again  carefully  into  the  docu- 
ments which  were  in  1874  placed  before 
him,  and  he  could  find  no  reason  what- 
ever for  alterii^  the  opinion  he  had 
then  formed.  He  had  listened  to  the 
statement  of  the  noble  Lord  (Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderley)  with  interest ;  but 
had  discovered  in  it  no  new  facts  essen- 
tially affecting  the  case.  The  whole  of 
the  facts  appeared  to  be  contained  in  the 
Papers  which  were  before  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  in  1874,  and  published  in 
The  Gazette  of  India  at  the  time.  He 
entirely  concurred  in  what  had  fallen 
from  the  Secretary  of  State ;  and,  if  he 
might  offer  his  advice  to  the  Claimant 
in  this  case,  he  would  suggest  that  he 
should  not  let  himself  be  deceived  by 
anything  which  any  interested  persons 
might  say  to  lead  him  to  suppose  that 
there  was  any  chance  of  the  case  being 
re-opened  and  decided  in  his  favour; 
but  that  he  should  at  once  accept  the 
offer  made  to  him  by  the  Government 
of  India,  and  should  not  remain  any 
longer  in  this  country,  but  return  to  his 
Native  State  and  live  there  quietly  on 
the  provision  he  would  receive. 

LoED  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
having  briefly  replied, 

On  Question  ?  Reeohed  in  the  Negative. 
Vieetmnt  Cranbrook 


MEETING  OF  THE  HOUSE  TO-MOEROW 

(SATURDAY). 

The  Duke  of  EICHMOND  aito 
GOKDON  said,  the  Government  pro- 
posed that  the  House  should  meet  to- 
morrow at  6  o'clock  for  the  purpose  of 
receiving  the  Army  Discipline  and  Re- 
gulation Bill,  should  that  measure  pass 
through  the  House  of  Commons  by  that 
time. 

BILLS   07  BALE   (lEELAin))  BILL  [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  amend  the  Law  relatmg  to  Bills  of 
Sale  in  ]^iand— Was  presented  by  The  Lord 
O'Haoak  ;  read  1».    (No.  155.) 

House  adjourned  at  half  past  Six 

o'clock,  tin  To-morrow, 

Five  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Friday,  l%th  July,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— -New  Writ  Issued— -J'or  Ennis, 
V,  William  Stacpoole,  esquire,  deceased. 

Private  Bill  {by  Order) — Considered  as  amended 
— Great  Northern  Bail  way  (Ireland). 

Public  Bills — ^solution  in  Coinmittee — ^Army 
Discipline  and  Begulation  (Commencement) 

[Expenses]  ♦, 

Ordered — First  Heading — Poor  Law  (Scotland) 
(No.  2)  *  [262]. 

Second  Reading — Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act 
(1878)  Amendment*  [128];  Petroleum  Act 
(1871)  Amendment*  [214]. 

Select  Committee  —  Knightsbridge  and  other 
Crown  Lands*  [231],  nominated. 

Considered  as  amended — Bailways  and  Tele- 
graphs in  India*  [234]. 

Considered  as  amended — Third  Reading — Army 
Discipline  and  Begulation  [245],  and  passed. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 


GREAT    NORTHERN    RAILWAY    (IRE- 

LAND)  BILL  [Lords,]  {By  Order), 

CONSIDEBATION,   AS  AMENDED. 

Bill,  as  amended,  coneidered. 

Mb.  YEBNEB,   in  moving,    as    an 
Amendment,  in  page  17,.  line   12,  to 
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leave  out  tHe  words, ''  if  any,"  said,  that 
his  object  in  patting  it  on  the  Paper  was 
to  ask  the  House  to  accept  it  in  the  inte- 
rests of  a  number  of  the  employ h  of  the 
Newry  and  Armagh  Bail  way  Company, 
whose  position   was  destroyed  by  the 
passing  of  this  measure.     An  agreement 
for  amalgamation  had  been  entered  into 
hy  the  Great  Northern  of  Ireland  and 
the  Newry  and  Armagh  Bailway  Com- 
panies, and  the  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
give  a  Parliamentary  sanction  to  the 
agreement  for  the  fusion  of  the  two 
undertakings.     Unfortunately,  however, 
that  fusion  would  lead  to  the  dismissal 
of  the   emphyia  and  servants    of   the 
smaller  Company;  and,  therefore,    he 
proposed  to  amend  Clause  14,  which, 
with  the  words  "  if  any,"  limited  the 
compensation  which  was  due  to  the  offi- 
cials of  the  Newry  and  Armagh  Company, 
hy  providing  that  compensation,  not  ex- 
ceeding on  the  whole  the  sum  of  £3,000 
be  substituted,  which  would  be  at  the 
rate  of  two  years'  salary  or  remunera- 
tion to  each  of  those  officers,  computed 
according  to  the  amount  paid  for  the 
year  ending  3 1st  December  last.    As  a 
matter  of  fair  play  they  were  entitled  to 
some  compensation,  and  no  one  doubted 
the  justice  of  their  claims ;  but,  unfortu- 
nately, the  Bules  and  Standing  Orders 
of  the  House  threw  some  difficulty  in  the 
way,  and  they  were  thus  prevented  from 
having  their  just  claims  placed  before 
the  Committee  to  which  the  considera- 
tion  of   the    Bill    had   been  referred. 
That    Committee  had    g^ven   the   Bill 
great  consideration ;  but,  still,  as  these 
men  coidd  not  come  before  them  to  estab- 
Hah  their  claims,  it  might  be  said  it  had 
not  received  all  the  consideration  it  de- 
served.   It  was  clear  that,  bad  it  not 
been  for  the  energy  displayed  by  the 
servants    of  the  Newry  and  Armagh 
Company,  the  line  would  have  been  ex- 
tinct many  years  ago.     They  had  suc- 
ceeded in  bringing  it  to  such  a  condition 
that  the  directors  and  shareholders  were 
able  to  make  a  very  profitable,  or,  at  all 
events,   a   very  fair  bargain  with  the 
Great  Northern  Company ;  but  he  was 
given  to  understand  that  tiie  directors  of 
the  Newry  and  Armagh  Company,  in  ap- 
portioning the  purchase-money,  did  not 
propose  to  give  any  of  it  in  compensation 
to  those  who  had  been  for  some  time  past 
their  honest  servants,  save  in  one  in- 
stance— that  of  Mr.  Feamley,  the  secre- 
tary of  the  Newry  and  Armagh  Bailway, 


who  was  to  get  the  small  sum  of  one 
year's  salary.  The  «mjp?o?/^>' of  the  Newry 
and  Armagh  Company  had  not  received 
any  advances  from  the  Great  Northern 
Company  to  take  them  into  their  employ- 
ment, nor  had  they  had  any  considera- 
tion from  their  own  directors.  They 
would,  therefore,  be  cast  on  the  world 
without  the  means  of  earning  their  bread ; 
and  everybody  knew  that  ih  these  de- 
pressed times,  especially  in  Ireland,  it 
would  be  very  difficult  for  these  men  to 
obtain  employment  similar  to  that  in 
which  they  had  hitherto  been  engaged. 
He  believed  that  nearly  every  Bailway 
Company  in  Ireland  was  well  supplied 
with  servants ;  and,  therefore,  did  not 
require  the  men  who  were  to  be  dis- 
charged from  the  Newry  and  Armagh 
Line.  He  thought  it  was  a  great  hard- 
ship to  them  that  they  should,  at  what 
he  might  call  a  moment's  notice,  be  thus 
thrown  adrift  upon  the  labour  market, 
which,  in  Ireland,  was  overcrowded,  so 
that  it  was  hard  for  them  to  obtain  fresh 
work.  It  was  possible  the  Great  North- 
ern Company  might  give  them  some- 
thing to  do  further  on ;  but,  in  the  mean- 
time, they  had  sent  in  a  petition  to  their 
own  directors,  but  he  regretted  to  say 
that  the  petition  had  not  been  favour- 
ably entertained.  In  all  previous  amal- 
gamations the  interests  of  the  officers 
and  servants  of  the  disestablished  Com- 
pany had  been  considered ;  but,  in  this 
instance,  the  directors  had  virtually  re- 
fused to  give  any  compensation  to  their 
employSSf  and  hence  it  was  he  moved 
the  Amendment,  in  order  to  allow  of 
the  directors  doing  justly  by  their  ser- 
vants, and  to  obtain  an  expression  of 
opinion  on  the  part  of  the  House,  to  the 
effect  that  justice  had  hardly  been  done 
to  the  claims  of  the  employes.  It  did  not 
follow  that,  because  all  of  the  employes 
might  not  have  been  a  long  time  in  the 
service,  there  were  not  a  large  number 
deserving  of  compensation  for  the  loss 
of  their  position,  and  he  could  not  see 
why  they  should  be  shut  out  from  ob- 
taining it. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  17, 
line  12,  to  leave  out  the  words  "5  any." 
— {Mr.  Verner.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
'  if  any '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

8iB  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  imagined 
that,    as  Chairman  of  the  Committee 
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which,  sat  on  the  Bill  upstairs,  it  became 
his  duty  to  say  that  it  would  be  wrong 
for  the  House  to  accept  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Verner).  He 
understood,  wh6n  the  Bill  for  the  amal- 
gamation of  the  two  undertakings  was 
considered  by  the  Referees,  the  servants 
of  the  smaller  Company — the  Newry 
and  Armagh — which  was,  practically 
speaking,  nearly  bankrupt,  petitioned 
to  be  allowed  to  appear  before  the 
Committee  in  order  to  endeavour  to 
obtain  compulsory  compensation  upon 
their  disnliarp^e  from  the  various  offices 
they  had  held.  Their  locu%  standi  was 
disallowed.  Subsequently,  application 
was  made  to  him.  as  Chairman  of  the 
Committee,  to  insert  in  the  Bill  some 
such  clause  as  the  hon.  Member  had  upon 
the  Paper.  It  appeared  to  him,  however, 
that,  first  of  all,  he  would  be  going  far 
beyond  his  province  as  Chairman  in  pro- 
posing, and,  in  the  second  place,  that 
the  Committee  would  go' far  beyond  the 
practice  of  Committees  in  inserting,  such 
a  clause.  Besides  that,  it  also  seemed  to 
him  that,  upon  general  principles,  such 
a  proposal  was  objectionable,  and  that 
to  have  accepted  it  would  have  been  to 
establish  an  injurious  precedent.  The 
hon.  Member  now  proposed  that  every 
officer  of  the  Newry  and  Armagh  Com- 
pany, whatever  be  the  length  of  time  he 
had  been  engaged  in  their  service,  should 
have  compensation  at  the  rate  of  two 
years'  salary,  besides  six  months'  notice 
to  quit.  To  lay  down  such  a  general 
principle  upon  a  bare  statement  of  facts 
like  that  just  made  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  be  to  establish  a  very  in- 
jurious precedent.  He  (Sir  Julian  Gold- 
smid)  had  made  some  inquiry  on  the 
subject,  and  he  could  not  find  any  pre- 
cedent for  such  action.  The  words  in 
the  clause  of  the  Bill,  as  it  now  stood, 
were  the  correct  ones — namely,  that  the 
Company  should  take  over  the  business 
of  the  other  Company,  and — 

**  Shall  be  liable  for  any  retiring  allowances 
and  for  any  compensation,  if  any,  which  may 
bo  due  to  their  officers  and  servants.*' 

He  did  not  think  they  ought  to  say  that 
the  large  compensation  should  be  due 
which  the  hon.  Member  desired  to  es- 
tablish. He  was  told  that  several  ser- 
vants had  only  been  a  few  months  in 
the  employ  of  the  Company,  and  these 
would  come  under  the  operation  of  the 
Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gentleman.    He 

Sir  Julian  OokUmid 


did  not  think  the  House  of  CommonB 
would  say  that  any  such  proceedinjg;8 
could  possibly  be  allowed ;  and,  there- 
fore, he  considered  it  his  duty  to  ask  the 
House  to  resist  the  Amendment. 

Major  O'BEIRNE  likewise  regarded 
it  his  duty  to  object  to  the  Amendment 
There  was  no  justice  whatever  in  giving 
compensation  to  officers,  when  two  rail- 
ways were  being  amalgamated  by  their 
own  consent.     It  was  clearly  to  the  ad- 
vantage of   the    shareholders    of  the 
Newry  and  Armagh  Company  that  they 
should  be  amalgamated ;  and,  therefore, 
their  servants  had  no  claim  upon  the 
Great  Northern  Company. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  said,  he 
would  not  have  risen  to  make  any  ob- 
servations on  the  subject,  had  it  not  beea 
for  certain  remarks  made  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Julian  Goldsmid),  whowM 
Chairman  of  the  Committee.  The  hon. 
Baronet  had  spoken  of  the  Newry  and 
Armagh  Company  as  bankrupt.  That 
was  hardly  borne  out  by  the  facta,  aee- 
ing  that  the  Great  Northern  was  about 
to  pay  the  shareholders  £2  10#.  per 
share,  and  pay  off,  at  the  rate  of  20;. 
in  the  pound,  all  their  debts  and  equit- 
able liabilities.  The  hon.  Baronet,  who, 
no  doubt,  referred  to  the  earlier  diflBcul- 
ties  of  the  Company,  would  not,  he  pre- 
sumed, question  this  explanation,  for 
if  the  Company  was  really  insolvent  the 
shareholders  should  not  receive  bade 
any  of  their  capital. 

Mr.  RAIKES  remarked,  that  thehoB. 
Gentleman  who  had  moved  the  Amend- 
ment (Mr.  Yerner)  was  good  enough  te 
call  his  (Mr.  Raikes')  attention  to  the 
matter  yesterday.  There  could  be  >• 
doubt  that  the  House  was  alwaji 
anxious  that  no  servant  should  aofc 
in  consequence  of  an  amalgamatioii; 
yet,  at  the  same  time,  the  House  weU 
knew,  from  what  had  been  said,  that 
they  would  be  departing  from  precedent 
if  they  were  to  accept  the  preaeit 
Amendment.  In  the  case  of  any  pubfifl 
undertaking,  which  was  purehasei  bji  J 
or  amalgamated  with,  a  large  publicc^ 
poration,  provision  wasfrequentlymadi 
for  compensation  to  the  officers  of  thi 
disestablished  Company.  But  the  ^ 
sent  Bill  contained  a  provision  wniA 
was  sufficiently  strong  in  that  reaped 
inasmuch  as  it  was  recited  that  anycoj* 
pensation  or  retiring  allowances  whi«» 
were  due  should  be  paid  by  the  Compaq 
which  took  over  the  smaller  Comp^iT' 
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His  hon.  Friend,  however,  proposed 
that  the  House  should  specify  the  pre- 
cise amount  of  that  compensation.  To 
adopt  such  a  course  would  be  very  dan- 
gerous. Several  of  the  officers  might 
only,  as  the  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Julian 
Goldsmid)  had  said,  have  been  in  the 
service  of  the  Newry  and  Armagh  Com- 
pany for  a  very  short  time,  and,  there- 
fore, were  certainly  not  entitled  to  any- 
thing like  the  compensation  proposed. 
That  being  so,  he  thought  it  would  be 
desirable  to  leave  the  Company  to  do 
justice  to  the  servants ;  and  he  was  dis- 
posed to  think  that  the  Great  Northern 
Company  would  act  liberally,  because 
he  was  given  to  understand  that  they 
had  adopted  a  more  liberal  scale  of  com- 
pensation than  was  generally  adopted, 
u  nder  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case, 
he  hoped  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
press  his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 

Mr.  DE  la  POEE  BEEESFORD 
thought  that  the  servants  of  the  Newry 
and  Armagh  Company  had  strong  claims 
upon  the  directors  of  the  Great  Northern 
Company,  and  the  directors  themselves 
acknowledged  this  claim,  because,  in  a 
clause  in  the  Bill,  they  agree  to  pay  all 
retiring  allowances  and  compensation  to 
their  officers  and  servants.  Speaking 
from  his  own  experience,  he  could  say 
that  these  men  were  most  efficient;  and, 
at  the  present  time,  it  would  be  a  very 
great  and  severe  trial  upon  them  to  be 
turned  out  of  their  employment,  which 
many  of  them  had  enjoyed  for  a 
considerable  time.  He  had  pleasure  in 
supporting  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  CJQjLAN  said,  that  both  in  the 
interest  of  the  Bail  way  Company  and  the 
borough  of  Armagh,  it  was  well  that 
the  Newry  and  Armagh  Line  should  be 
amalgamated  with  the  Great  Northern. 
He  would  not  advise  the  House  to  de- 
part from  precedent  by  adopting  a  pro- 
posal such  as  the  present.  He  could 
hardly  help  thinking  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Armagh  (Mr.  De  La  Poer  Beres- 
ford)  had  tlie  interest  of  his  political 
supporters  in  that  city  at  heart,  in  sup- 
porting the  Amendment  in  the  way  he 
had. 

Mr.   de  la  poer  BERESFORD 

replied,  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 

dalk   (Mr.   Callan)   was  completely  in 

,  error.     Every  one  of  those  men  voted 

against  him  at  the  last  Election. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  opposed  the  Amend- 
ment.    The  Great  Northern  Company 


had  given  the  full  value  for  the  railway, 
as  awarded  by  the  arbitrators,  and  why 
they  sliould  be  asked,  in  addition,  to 
pay  compensation  allowances  to  the  ser- 
vants, he  could  not  conceive.  He  trusted 
the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  Ver- 
ner)  would  not  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  dividing.  These  men  were 
sure  to  obtain  employment  if  their  ser- 
vices were  of  any  value. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Bill  to  be  read  the  third  time. 


QUESTIONS. 


DESPATCH  No.  4  (LEGISLATIVE)  INDIA 
—OPINIONS  UPON  AND  COREESPON- 
DENCE.— QUESTION. 

Sir  WILFRID  LAW80N  (for  Sir 
David  Weddbrbubn)  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
he  will  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House, 
Copy  of  Despatch,  No.  4  (Legislative), 
dated  the  26th  December  1878,  together 
with  the  opinions  of  the  local  Govern- 
ments and  of  the  local  officers,  European 
and  Native,  to  whom  that  Despatch  was 
referred  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope,  in  reply,  said, 
that  as  soon  as  the  Correspondence  was 
complete  there  would  be  no  objection 
whatever  to  lay  it  on  the  Table;  and 
he  would  endeavour  to  make  such  a  se- 
lection of  Papers  as  would  give  full  in- 
formation upon  the  subject. 

ROYAL  IRISH  CONSTABULARY— TOWN 
INSPECTOR  OF  BELFAST. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  :  I  beg  to 
ask  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If 
he  will  g^ve  Hn  assurance  that  upon  the 
occurrence  of  a  vacancy,  well  known  to 
be  imminent,  in  the  Inspectorship  of  the 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary  in  Belfast, 
the  principle  of  promotion  of  deserving 
officers  within  the  force,  recommended, 
with  reference  to  its  iiighest  posts,  by 
the  Irish  Constabulary  Commission  of 
1866,  will  be  adhered  to,  and  the  post 
given  in  accordance  with  the  general 
usages  of  the  force,  to  one  of  its 
officers  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  with  regard 
to  this  supposed  vacancy  taking  place,  I 
stated  the  other  day,  in  reply  to  a  Ques- 
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Q^e9tums, 
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tion  put  to  me  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Oavan  (Mr.  Biggar),  that  I  had  received 
a  communication  from  the  officer  referred 
to,  in  which  he  stated  that  he  was  quite 
restored  to  health,  and  he  was  happy  to 
say  he  never  felt  better  in  his  life  ;  and 
I  went  on  to  express  a  hope  that  he 
would  be  spared  for  many  years  to  the 
public  service.  I  have  no  doubt  proper 
steps  will  be  taken  to  fill  up  a  vacancy 
when  it  occurs ;  but  I  have  no  particular 
information  with  regard  to  it. 

TREATY  OF  BERLIN  —  ASIATIC   PRO- 
VINCES OF  TURKEY.— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  BAXTEE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  If, 
having  regard  to  the  decided  language 
of  the  Marquess  of  Salisbury's  Despatch, 
dated  8th  August  1 878,  respecting  the 
'*  measures  of  reform  required  specially 
for  the  Armenians,"  and  the  frequent 
complaints  that  have  since  been  made  of 
**  abuses  in  government"  and  '*  mis- 
carriage of  justice"  from  that  part  of 
Asia  Minor  in  which  they  constitute  by 
far  the  largest  portion  of  the  population, 
any  recent  correspondence  has  taken 
place  between  Her  Majesty's  GK)vern- 
ment  and  the  Ottoman  Porte  with  a  view 
of  giving  effect  to  the  provisions  of  the 
Treaty  and  Convention  in  this  respect ; 
and,  whether  it  has  been  proposed  to 
place  the  Armenians  under  some  such 
administration  as  has  worked  so  satisfac- 
torily in  the  Lebanon  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  Yes,  Sir,  Correspon- 
dence has  taken  place,  and  is  taking 
place,  between  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment and  the  Porte,  with  the  view  re- 
ferred to.  In  regard  to  the  second  part 
of  the  Question  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, I  beg  to  state  that  although  two 
Commissions  have  been  sent  by  the 
Porte  to  Asia  Minor,  one  to  Erzeroum 
and  the  other  to  the  Vilayet  of  the  Le- 
banon, with  the  view  of  inaugurating 
the  new  laws  in  that  country,  and  also 
with  the  view  of  seeing  whether  the  Or- 
ganic Statute,  which  has  been  passed  for 
Eastern  Eoumelia,  could  be  brought 
into  operation  in  that  territory,  yet  it 
has  not  been  proposed  that  the  system 
of  administration  which  has  existed  in 
the  Lebanon  for  some  years  past — I 
think  since  1862 — should  be  introduced 
into  the  Asiatic  Provinces  of  Turkey. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  asked, 
Whether  any  Papers  on  the  subject  of 

Mr,  J.  Lowther 


reforms  in  Turkey  would  be  distributfid 
within  the  next  two  or  three  days? 

Mr,  BOUEKE :  Some  Papers  will  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  this  evening.  They 
are  very  short;  and  I  am  not  quite 
certain  whether  they  can  be  said  to  apply 
to  reforms  in  Turkey.  They  only,  I 
believe,  deal  with  one  point. 

METROPOLIS— EDUCATIONAL    CHAM. 
TIES  OF  LONDON.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  asked  the  Tiw 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  it 
would  be  possible  to  obtain  the  He- 
port  and  Eetum  of  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed by  the  London  School  Board  on 
London  Educational  Charities,  and  to 
present  it  to  the  House  and  print  it  for 
the  information  of  Parliament? 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON,  ii 
reply,  said,  that  he  was  not  aware  that 
there  was  any  Report  of  the  kind  re- 
ferred to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  or  that 
there  was  any  Committee  of  the  London 
School  Board  specially  appointed  to  re- 
port on  the  Educational  Charitiea  of 
London ;  but  there  was  a  Standing  Com- 
mittee, which  reported  on  the  sdiemea 
of  the  Endowed  Schools'  Commissionen^ 
and  its  Reports  were  accessible  to  eveiy 
ratepayer  of  the  Metropolis,  so  that  there 
was  no  necessity  to  lay  them  on  the  , 
Table.  , 

i 

POST  OFFICE  (CONTRACTS)-THE  PEK-   { 
INSULAR  AND  ORIENTAL  STEAM       ] 
NAVIGATION  COMPANY. 
QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  RATHBONE  asked  the  Secretaiy 
to  the  Treasury,  If  he  can  say  when  the 
Government  propose  to  bring  the  Cot- 
tract  with  the  Peninsular  and  Oriental 
Company  for  conveyance  of  the  Eaeten 
Mails  before  the  House  ? 

Mr.  ISAAC  asked  the  Secretaiy  ta 
the  Treasury,  When  the  Contracts  pro- 
visionally entered  into  for  the  conr^* 
ance  of  Mails  to  India  and  China  wH 
bo  submitted  to  the  House  for  confirma- 
tion ? 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 

in  reply,  said,  he  wished  he  could  git» 
a  more  definite  assurance  as  to  the  day 
on  which  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  w 
what  hon.  Members  required  in  *J^^ J 
Questions ;  but  in  the  present  state  of 
Business  it  was  almost  impossible  to  fix 
anything  with  certainty.    He  would  pt* 
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private  Steam  vessels  have  been  known 
to  perform  the  voyage  in  thirty-seven 
days)  he  can  inform  the  House  whether 
any  and  what  steps  are  being  taken  to 
accelerate  that  mail  service,  in  accord- 
ance with  the  prayer  of  various  Memo- 
rials which  have  been  addressed  to  the 
Department  ? 

LoED  JOHN  MANNEES  :  Sir,  when 
the  new  Contract  between  the  Imperial 
Government  and  the  Peninsular  and 
Oriental  Steam  Navigation  Company  and 
the  new  Contract  concluded  between  the 
Government  of  Victoria  and  the  same 
Company  take  effect,  on  the  1st  of 
February  next,  there  will  be  an  accelera- 
tion of.  the  mail  service  from  England 
to  Melbourne  to  the  extent  of  fully  five 
days.  The  time  to  be  occupied  between 
London  and  Point  de  Galle  will  be  a 


the  matter  down  for  Tuesday  week,  in 
the  hope  that  he  might  be  able  to  bring 
it  on  on  that  day. 

XAVY  — H,M.S.    "WAERIOR." 

QXTESnON. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  previous  to 
the  forthcoming  discussion  of  the  Navy 
Estimates,  he  has  any  objection  to  the 
iron  model  (18  inches  by  10  inches) 
bong  exhibited,  showing  the  actual  con- 

straction  of  the   "Warrior,"   together 

with  the  particulars  thereunto  appended, 

80  that  Members  may  have  an  oppor- 

taaity  of  inspecting  the  same  ? 
]|£e.W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 

he  was  not  aware  whether  there  was 

such   a   model,    with    the    particulars 

mentioned ;     but    there    were     several    little  over  20  days,  and  the  time  to  be 

models  in  the  Museimi  at  Greenwich    occupied   between  Point  de  Galle  and 

Hospital,  which  was  open  to  the  in-    Melbourne  will  be  19  days,  or  in  all  39 

spection  of  Members,  to  whom  every    days. 

budlity  would  be   afforded  for    seeing 

them.    It  would  not  be  convenient  to    ^^^^^^    ^^^    ENGLISH    MARRIAGE 

leoiOTe  the  models  from  a  place  where  LAWS  —QUESTION 

ttsy  were  a  constant  object  of  study. 

Mb.  HAEDCASTLE  asked  the  Se- 

ARmr  MEDICAL  DEPARTMENT— EXA-  cretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 

MD^ATIONS.-^QTJESTION.  ^^^^y  Whether  it  is  the  fact  that  mai-- 

w     T    -r^-rfc^-rmwT       i    J    xi.      a  riagos  coutractcd  iu  this  couutry  bctween 

Mil  J    BROWN   asked   the    Secre-  French  men  and  English  women  in  ac 

Uiy  of  State  for   War,   Under   what  ^ordance  with  English  law,  are,  in  the 

conditions  successful  candidates  at  the  absence  of  certain  elaborate  formalities 

commg   exammaUon    m    August    wiU  ^^i^ed  by  French  law,  the  necessity 

enter  the  Army  Mechcal  Department;  fj^hichis  generally  unknown  in  this 

whether  under  the   Warrant    now    m  Q^untry,    absolutely  void    in    France; 

force,  hmiting  their  service  to  ten  years,  ^j^ether  numerous  instances  have  been 

or  onder  a  new  Warrant,  which  has  ^.^eently  brought  under    his  notice  in 

l)eenpromi8ed,  but  isnotyetpubhshed?  ^^^^^  English  women  so  married,  after 

Colonel  STANLEY,  m  reply,  said,  ^^,-      for  years  without  doubt  as  to  thtf 

tiie  usual  Notice  had  been  given      He  leo^ality  of  their  marriage,  have  been 

Jioped  that  by  that  time  the  new  War-  abandoned  by  their  husbands  in  France 

mt  now  under  the  consideration  of  the  ^^  ^^^  ground  that  their  marriage  was 

Treasury,  and  which  m  substance  car-  informal ;   and,   whether,  pending   any 

jed  out  a  good  many  of  the  recommen-  diplomatic   negotiation   which  may  be 

dttums  of  the  Medical  Committee  of  i^^aertaken  for  the  amendment  of  the 

Uityear,would  have  been  issued;  but  ^^,^^^1^   j^^    i^   ^l^ig   rogpect,    he    will 

Urt  were  not,  the  exammations  would  -g^^^  instructions  to  persons   qualified 

fceheld  under  the  old  one.  ^^  perform  marriages  in  this  Country, 

in  order  that  when  notice  is  given   of 

IO»r  OFFICE  (CONTRACTS)-THE  AUS-  g^ch  intended  marriages  between  French 

TRAUAN  BLAILS.— QUESTION.  ^^^^^  ^nd  English  women,  both  parties 

Ml.  SAMPSON  LLOYD  asked  the  may    be    informed   what  are   the    re- 

iNjitmaster  General,  Whether  (inasmuch  quirements  of  the  French  law  ? 

•iforty-one  to  forty-two  days  are  usually  Me.    ASSHETON    CEOSS  :    Sir,    I 

•ccapied  in  the  transmission  of  letters  have  no  doubt  that  the  first  paragraph 

^Melbourne  by  the  means  of  convey-  of  the  Question  substantially  states  what 

tace  adopted  by  the  Post  Office,  while  the  existing  French  law  is ;    but  my 
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noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
Foreign  Alfairs  (tlie  Marqueaa  of  Salis- 
bury) haa  promised  to  obtain  absolutely 
correct  information  upon  that  point. 
With  reg^ard  to  the  second  paragpraphof 
the  Question,  I  am  sorry  to  say  there 
can  be  no  doubt  whatever  that  many 
modt  heart-rending  cases  hare  taken 
place  precisely  as  therein  described; 
and  I  should  be  very  glad  indeed  to  do 
anything  in  my  power  to  prevent  a  re- 
currence of  such  cases.  I  shall  consult 
with  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  the 
Lord  Chancellor  as  to  what  means  can  be 
taken  for  making  the  existing  French  law 
known.  More  than  that,  I  do  not  think 
my  hon.  Friend  can  expect  ma  at  the 
present  moment  to  aay. 

NAVY— NAVIGATING  OFFICEBS. 

QUESTION. 

Me.  8.\MFS0N  LLOYD  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether, 
inasmuch  as  additional  pay  is  offered 
(by  the  Circular  of  27th  May.  1879)  to 
executive  officers  who  qualify  for  and 
perform  navigating  duties,  it  is  intended 
to  grant  similar  emoluments  to  the  old 
navigating  ofhcers  who  have  performed 
those  duties  for  years  past,  so  as  to 
place  the  latter  on  an  equality  with 
executive  officers  in  pay  and  position  ; 
and,  if  not.  whether  the  Admiralty  will 
offer  some  increased  facilities  to  the  old 
navigating  officers  to  retire  from  a  posi- 
tion which  many  of  them  felt  to  be 
humiliating  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  so  far  as 
pay  is  concerned,  navigating  lieutenants 
nave  an  advantage  over  lieutenauts  on 
'the  executive  list  who  undertake  navi- 
gating duties.  I  entertain  a  high  sense 
of  the  value  of  the  services  of  the  navi- 
gating officers  of  the  Fleet,  and  I  should 
be  exceedingly  sorry  to  hear  that  any 
of  them  supposed  their  position  to  be  a 
humiliating  one.  I  am  not  aware  of  any 
grounds  for  this  feeling.  As  a  matter  of 
fact,  the  pay  and  position  of  these  officers 
have  been  improved  in  recent  years ;  but 
I  do  not  see  my  way  to  offer  additional 
inducements  for  retirement,  aa  the  exist- 
ing scale  is,  in  my  judgment,  a  liberal  one. 

ARMY  -  THE  80rB  EIFLES  -  CASE  OF 

COLOUR  SERGEANT  DICKATY. 

aOBSTIOW. 


Hr.  Auhtlon  C'rou 


trial  of  Colour  Sergeant  Diokaty,  of  &» 
60th  Rifies,  under  the  d2nd  Article  vt 
War,  for  shamefully  abandoning  hii 
post,  Whether  the  sentence  of  reduction 
to  the  ranks  and  five  years'  penal  Mrti- 
tuds  which  was  passed  upon  him  hu 
been  merely  remitted,  or  whether  tht 
proceedings  of  the  court  martial  htn 
been  quashed  or  set  aside;  whethai  th* 
offence  under  which  the  prisoner  wul^ 
raigned.  and  the  sentence  passed  upm 
him,  will  be  recorded  against  him  in  llu 
regimental  defaulter's  book;  whetherit 
is  to  be  understood  that  the  prisoner  ii 
considered  to  be  morally  as  well  as  l^iUj 
innocent  of  the  charge  preferred  ^aiiut 
him ;  and,  whether  it  is  not  really  tla 
fact  that  Colour  Sergeant  Dick&ty  b«- 
haved     well     under     difficult    drenm- 

Mr.  cavendish  BENTINCK:  Sir, 
with  reference  to  the  first  two  partaof 
the  Question,  I  have  already  expliinaJ 
to  the  hon.  Member  the  action  £  hxn 
taken  in  this  matter.  The  consequssn 
is  that  the  proceedings  of  the  court  mu- 
tial  are  altogether  set  aside,  and  do  n- 
cord  of  the  conviction  will  remain  in  to 
regimental  defaulters'  book,  andthiutbt 
prisoner  is  in  the  same  position  as  if  h* 
had  never  been  tried.  With  referew 
to  the  last  two  parts.  I  yesterdftj  in- 
formed the  hon.  Member  that  tb* 
evidence  adduced  at  the  trial  did  tfi 
appear  to  me  to  warrant  the  eoJoit- 
tion  ;  and  I  think  that,  accordiii«  I* 
official  and  Parliamentary  usages, !«■■ 
not  be  called  upon  to  give  him  snyfll^ 
ther  opinion.  The  proceedings  of  ^ 
court  martial  are  now  in  my  cuitodj. 
and  are  open  to  the  inspection  of  tin 
hon.  Member,  or  of  any  other  In* 
Member  of  the  House. 


CRIMINAL   LAW— THE   QUEEN ». 
CASTRO.— QUESTION. 

De.  KENEALY  asked  the  Secwtiiy 
of  Stat«  for  the  Home  Department,  Wta- 
ther,  considering  that  evidence  h»»_t«» 
brought  to  his  notice  since  the  convidi* 
of  the  claimant  to  the  Tichbome  «rt«» 
in  February  1874,  and  the  fact  thai,  •► 
cording  to  usage,  the  sentenoe  pa"* 
upon  him  for  swearing  that  he  WM  ■* 
Arthur  Orton  would  expire  on  ths  lO* 
of  August  next;  considering  alw  ^ 
grave  legal  doubts  that  the  Gouit  M 
power  to  give  more  than  one  »ent«» 
for  a  supposed perjury,aiidthAtth«i<C 
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hare  made  certain  statements  as  to  the 
circumstances  under  which  they  found 
their  verdict,  he  would  advise  Her  Ma- 
jesty to  liberate  the  prisoner  on  the  10th 
of  August  next ;  and,  if  not,  whether 
he  will  forthwith  investigate  the  numer- 
ous matters  to  which  his  attention  has 
been  called  in  support  of  the  identity  of 
the  claimant  with  Boger  Tichborne ; 
whether  the  Officers  of  the  Treasury  have 
made  any  report  to  the  Home  Secretary 
regarding  the  evidence  of  Captain  Barry, 
of  New  Zealand;  whether  he  will  lay 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  any  He- 
ports  from  the  different  governors  of  the 
various  prisons  in  which  the  claimant 
has  been  confined  tending  to  show  that 
hd  cannot  be  Arthur  Orton  ;  whether  it 
is  true  that  Her  Majesty's  Ministers,  or 
any  of  them,  advised  the  Queen  to  send 
a  telegram  of  sympathy  to  Lady  Kad- 
cliffe,  congratulating  her  upon  the  result 
of  the  trial ;  and,  whether,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  trial  of  the  claimant  has  not 
cost  the  country  more  than  a  quarter  of 
a  million  of  money  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Sir,  I  am 
afraid  that  my  answer  will  not  give 
more  satisfaction  to  the  hon.  Oentleman 
than  some  of  my  previous  ones ;  but  I 
will  answer  the  Question  to  the  best  of 
my  ability.  I  see  that  he  refers  to 
grave  legal  doubts ;  but  what  they  are 
is  not  quite  clear  from  the  terms  of  the 
Question.  The  legality  of  the  sentence, 
I  apprehend,  is  not  a  matter  for  the 
Secretary  of  State  to  try.  The  prisoner 
is  in  custody  under  a  sentence  of  a  Court 
of  Justice,  and  unless  that  sentence  is 
set  aside  by  a  competent  authority,  it  is 
the  duty  of  the  Secretary  of  State  to  see 
that  it  is  carried  out,  unless  there  are 
reasons  to  the  contrary  on  other  grounds. 
I  can  see  no  reason  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, having  carefully  considered  all 
the  matters  laid  before  me  relating  to 
the  case  in  question,  to  alter  the  decision 
I  originally  came  to.  I  have  stated  in 
the  House,  more  than  once,  that  it  is 
not  my  intention  to  interfere  with  the 
execution  and  carrying  out  of  that  sen- 
tence. The  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury 
has  had  all  the  Papers  relating  to 
Captain  Barry,  and  I  am  advised  by 
him  that  there  is  no  reason  why  any 
action  should  be  taken  by  me  with 
respect  to  these  Papers.  I  am  not  aware 
whether  any  Keports  have  been  re- 
ceived from  the  governors  of  prisons 
tending  to  show  that  the  prisoner  is  not 


Arthur  Orton.  There  are  a  great  mass 
of  Papers  which  I  directed  to  be  searched 
to-day;  but  nothing  of  the  kind  has 
been  discovered  in  them,  and  that  is  the 
only  information  that  I  have  received. 
I  am  not  aware  that  any  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Ministers  advised  the  Queen  to 
send  a  telegram  of  sympathy  to  Lady 
Kadcliffe,  or  to  anyone  else  connected 
with  this  case.  With  regard  to  the  last 
part  of  the  Question,  I  must  refer  the 
hon.  Member  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury,  who  has  been  asked  about  the 
expense  on  several  occasions.  It  does 
not  come  within  my  Department. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  ZULU  WAR— THE 
LATEST  TELEGRAM.— QUESTION. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  :  I  wish.  Sir,  to 
ask  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colo- 
nies, Whether  he  can  give  the  House 
any  information  in  regard  to  the  peace 
negotiations  in  South  Africa,  beyond 
that  which  he  gave  very  late  last  night ; 
and,  also,  whether  he  has  had  his  atten- 
tion drawn  to  the  statement  in  The  Daily 
Telegraph  of  this  morning,  that  Sir 
Qarnet  Wolseley  had  interfered  with, 
or,  it  may  be  said,  overruled,  the  action 
of  Lord  Chelmsford  in  regard  to  these 
negotiations  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH : 
Yes,  Sir,  I  am  now  in  a  position  to  give 
the  House  fuller  information  than  I 
could  give  this  morning,  in  reply  to  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Swansea 
(Mr.  Dillwyn).  It  appears,  from  the 
telegrams  I  will  read,  that  Sir  Oamet 
Wolseley  has  taken  a  somewhat  different 
course  with  regard  to  communications 
from  Cetywayo  to  that  taken  by  Lord 
Chelmsford.  [For  Telegrams,  see  ante 
pp.  731-782.] 

PEACE  PRESERVATION  (IRELAND) 
ACT-SPECIAL  POLICE  TAXES. 

QUESTIOKS. 

Majob  NOLAN:  I  beg  to  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  certain 
properties  have  been  exempted  from  the 
police  tax  imposed  on  districts  in  Con- 
nemara,  and,  if  so,  have  these  exemp- 
tions tended  to  raise  the  tax  levied  on 
other  proprietors  and  tenants  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE :  The  object  which 
it  is  sought  to  attain  by  the  imposition 
of  a  special  police  tax  is  to  reach  through 
their  pockets  those  persons  who  are  the 
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aiders  and  abettors  of,  or  sjmpatliizers 
with,  tlie  outrages  which  have  made  it 
necessary  to  employ  an  additional  force. 
In  instances,  however,  in  which  it  is 
manifest  that  no  complicity  or  sympathy 
exists,  such,  for  instance,  as  in  the  case 
of  persons  who  have  been  themselves 
the  object  of  attack  or  threats,  it  is  usual 
to  grant  exemptions.  In  reference  to 
the  particular  case  of  Connemara,  some 
slight  exemptions  have  been  made  in  the 
direction  I  have  indicated.  Such  ex- 
emptions made  since  the  imposition  of 
the  tax  will  not  increase  its  incidence  in 
the  case  of  the  other  parties  who  are 
liable,  though  it  would  be  otherwise  if 
the  levy  had  not  been  already  made. 
Two  extra  drafts  of  police  have  been 
charged  for ;  two  others  will  not  be 
charged  for,  unless  further  outrage 
occurs. 

Me.  PAENELL  wished  to  know  by 
what  means  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
ascertained  that  certain  occupiers  were 
wholly  guiltless,  and  that  certain  others 
were  not  guilty  for  the  purposes  of  the 
tax? 

Mr.  BIGGAB  also  wished  to  inquire 
in  what  way  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
discovered  who  were  sympathizers  and 
who  were  not  ? 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER  :  The  question  of 
the  hon.  Gentlemen  has  inverted  the 
order  of  things.  I  would  observe  that 
the  exemptions  were  the  exception  and 
the  imposition  of  the  tax  the  rule.  In 
certain  cases,  where  it  is  manifest  that 
parties  are  not  in  any  way  responsible 
— as,  for  instance,  the  objects  of  attack, 
and  others  in  the  same  category — they 
are  exempted  from  contributing  to  the 
tax.  The  exemptions,  I  will  add,  are 
made  on  the  report  of  the  authorities 
employed  in  the  locality. 

Me.  CALLAN  asked,  under  what  Act 
the  Gt)vemment  was  authorized  to  make 
exemptions,  and  also  whether  Grand 
Juries  had  any  power  in  the  matter  ? 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER,  in  reply,  said, 
that  the  exemptions  were  made  under  the 
Peace  Preservation  Act ;  but  he  was  not 
prepared  to  g^ve  the  section. 

PARLIAMENT  —  ARRANGEMENT  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS,— STATEMENT. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  wished  to  make  an 
appeal  to  those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had 
jbtions  on  the  Paper  for  the  Evening 

Mr,  J,  Lowther 


Sitting.  The  Business  of  the  afitemoon 
was  the  consideration  of  the  Report  oi 
Amendment  on  the  Army  Discipline 
Bill.  In  the  event  of  that  not  being 
concluded  by  7  o'clock,  he  shoold  be 
glad  if  hon.  Gentlemen  would  postpone 
the  Motions  of  which  they  bad  .given 
Notice,  so  as  to  allow  the  present  stage 
of  the  Army  Discipline  and  Regulation 
Bill  to  be  completed  in  the  evening. 
If  hon.  Members  would  accede  to  this 
appeal,  it  might  not  be  necessary  to  ask 
the  House  to  sit  on  Saturday;  other- 
wise, they  might  be  under  the  neoeasitf 
of  making  that  request. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  the  onlj 
Member  present  who  had  a  Notice  on 
the  Paper.  He  was  bound  to  say  that, 
with  every  desire  to  assist  the  progreM 
of  Public  Business,  he  would  not  feel  it 
to  be  his  duty  to  yield  to  the  present 
request,  unless  the  Gx>vemment  placed 
him  in  an  equally  favourable  position 
for  bringing  the  subject  forward  on  some 
future  occasion.  The  subject  which 
stood  in  his  name  with  reference  toiha 
release  of  Theodoridi  was  an  important 
one,  and  one  in  regard  to  which  ne  had 
three  times  unsuccessfully  balloted  for  a 
place. 


ORDER     OF    TEE    DAT. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REOULATIOIT 

BILL--[BiLL  246.] 
{Mr.  Secretary  Stanl^iy^  Mr.  Secretary  CroM,  Mr. 
William  Henry  Smith,    The  Judge  AittetU 

General.) 

FURTHER    PROCEEDINO  OK  CONSIDEBATIOV 
AS  AMENDED   [17M  Jtf/y.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjoanal 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to  tha 
Bill  [17th  July]  (on  Consideration,  aa 
amended) ;  and  which  Amendment  iraat 
in  page  2,  line  19,  to  insert,  after  tha 
word  '*  enemy,"  the  words  "in  wich 
manner  as  to  show  cowardice."  — 
{Colonel  Stanley,) 

Question  again  proposed,  **  Thatthoaa 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Debate  resumed. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  strongly  oWecteJ 
to  any  addition  to  the  offences  liaUe  ta 
the  death  penalty.  Those  who  ob- 
jected to  flogging  would  resist  to  the 
utmost  any  attempt  to  increase  or  to 
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▼iden  any  of  tlie  offences  now  liable  to 
that  pnniahment.  He  would  like  to 
know  what  motive  the  right  hon.  and 
nllant  Qentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  had  in  proposing  this 
TBgae  Amendment? 

CoLOKEL  STANLEY  explained,  that 
in  military  parlance  misbehaving  meant 
showing  cowardice  before  the  enemy ; 
but,  lest  it  should  be  taken  in  a  more 
extensive  sense,  he  proposed  to  limit  it 
hj  inserting  the  explanatory  words  of 
the  Amendment.  Instead  of  extending 
the  punishment  of  death,  as  the  hon. 
Member  supposed,  it  would  go  in  the 
direction  of  further  limiting  its  inflic- 
tion. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  objected  to  the 
Amendment,  and  to  the  punishment  of 
death  being  inflicted  for  an  offence  so 
Tiguely  described  as  * '  cowardice."  He 
thought  the  Amendment  should  be 
imended,  so  as  to  show  that  cowardice 
voald  only  be  punished  where  it  was 
demonstrated  in  some  unmistakable 
minner.  Imputations  of  individual 
cowardice  were  easy  to  be  made  when  a 
Mpegoat  was  wanted,  and  a  mere  act 
of  inadvertence  might  be  mistaken  for 
cowardice.  By  the  German  Military 
Code,  before  a  soldier  could  be  convicted 

of  the  crime  in  question,  he  must  have 

"  shown  cowardice  by  words  or  signs  to 
induce  his  comrades  to  take  flight." 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  said,  he  would 
Kmind  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  that  a  soldier  could  not 
he  convicted  of  cowardice  until  after 
M  inquiry  by  a  court  martial,  and  it 
Blight  fairly  be  left  to  that  tribunal  to 
Proline  whether  the  particular  offence 
of  cowardice  was  deserving  of  punish- 
laent  by  death  or  otherwise.  The  cow- 
^ce  contemplated  by  the  Amendment 
^M  evidently  such  as  would  be  com- 
mitted in  the  face  of  the  enemy,  and  no 
«ae  could  doubt  that  it  was  the  worst 
poerible  offence  a  soldier  could  commit. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Kr.  PARNELL  rose  to  move  the 
omission  of  sub-section  7  from  the 
clause,  making  this  offence  punishable 
^th  death.       

Mr.  speaker  thereupon  pointed 
^t  to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  could 
Jiot  do  so.  They  had  already  dealt  with 
tte  portion  of  the  section  to  which  the 
lion.  Member  referred,  so  far  as  to  au- 
Uiorize  the  insertion  of  the  words,  *'in 


such  manner  as  to  show  cowardice." 
The  sub- section  must,  therefore,  stand, 
and  could  not  be  left  out. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  he  would  have 
moved  to  omit  several  of  the  sub- sec- 
tions ;  but  after  the  adoption  of  the  Re- 
solution last  night,  he  could  only  now, 
by  the  Rules  of  the  House,  attempt  to 
modify  them.  He  objected  to  making 
soldiers  brave  by  the  lash ;  and,  for  his 
own  part,  he  believed  that  if  a  soldi(»r 
preferred  flogging  to  death,  it  would 
be  that  he  might  have  the  opportunity 
of  shooting  the  officer  who  ordered  it. 
He  would  move  an  Amendment  to  the 
clause  to  limit  still  further  its  operation, 
by  the  addition  of  the  words,  *'  by  words 
or  signs  inducing  his  comrades  to  take 
flight,"  to  the  sub-section.  He  considered 
it  was  very  desirable  that  some  such 
words  should  be  inserted,  for  he  pro- 
tested against  the  folly  of  shooting  a 
young  soldier  who  happened  to  show 
nervousness  in  his  first  battle,  and  who 
would  soon  get  over  it.  He  recollected 
that  when  he  first  addressed  the  House 
he  felt  very  considerable  nervousness. 
People's  nerves  were  not  always  the 
same ;  but  they  were  the  most  uncon- 
trollable portions  of  physiology,  and 
punishment  ought  not  to  be  inflicted  for 
what,  after  all,  might  be  a  matter  of 
phj'sical  and  nervous  infirmity,  as  to  which 
it  was  not  in  the  power  of  a  man  to  con- 
trol his  action.  In  submitting  the 
Amendment,  bo  was  only  following  tho 
analogy  of  the  Gorman  Military  Code. 
The  hon.  Member  concluded  his  remarks 
without  moving  the  Amendment  to  which 
ho  had  referred,  whereupon, 

Mr.  speaker  said,  there  was  no 
Question  now  before  the  House.  Tho 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  had  said  that 
he  intended  to  conclude  with  an  Amend- 
ment., but  had  sat  down  without  doin^^ 
so.  By  taking  that  course,  he  (Mr. 
Speaker)  considered  the  hon.  Member 
had  shown  great  disrespect  to  the 
House. 

Mr.  PARNELL  (coming  up  to  tho 
Chair  with  his  Amendment) :  I  beg  to 
say,  Sir,  that  when  I  rose  I  read  out 
my  Amendment,  '*  bywords  or  signs  in- 
ducing his  comrades  to  take  flight."  I 
supposed  that,  in  doing  so,  I  had  done 
all  that  was  necessary  in  moving  it ; 
but,  of  course,  if  I  am  wrong — for  I  am 
not  much  experienced  in  the  proceedings 
of  this  House  on  Report  of  Committees 
— I  shall,  in  future,   comply  with    tlie 
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Form,  and  endeayour  not  to  make  a 
similar  mistake  again.  I  can  only  say 
that  I  had  no  intention  of  showing  any 
disrespect  whatever. 

[The  hon.  Member  then  handed  his 
Amendment  to  Mr.  Speaker,  saying 
that,  if  in  Order,  he  now  formally 
moved  it,] 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  last  Amendment,  to  insert  the  words 
**  by  words  or  signs  inducing  his  com- 
rades to  take  flight." — (Mr.  I'arnelL) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  ifiserted.'' 

Colonel  STANLEY,  in  opposing  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  all  matters  con- 
nected with  the  offence  contemplated  by 
the  sub-section  would  have  to  be  proved 
upon  evidence  before  a  court  martial, 
and  it  might  safely  be  left  to  the  discre- 
tion of  that  tribunal  to  deal  with  them 
properly. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  2,  line  20,  to 
insert,  after  the  word  "  death,"  the  fol- 
lowing words: — 

"  Provided,  That  in  the  case  of  persons 
charged  under  sections  two,  six,  and  seven, 
serious  loss  to  Her  Majesty's  forces  has  been 
proved  to  have  been  the  consequence  of  this 
act." 

His  object  was  to  limit  the  number  of 
offences  involving  the  penalty  of  death, 
which,  under  the  clause,  appeared  to 
him  to  be  of  too  general  application.  In 
moving  the  Amendment,  he  was  only 
asking  the  House  to  follow  the  provisions 
of  the  German  Military  Code.  In  his 
opinion,  leaving  out  of  view  altogether 
the  powers  it  gave  for  flogging,  the 
Military  Code  of  England  was  the  most 
bloody  and  barbarous  in  Europe ;  and 
he  was,  therefore,  obliged  to  be  very 
determined  in  his  opposition  to  it,  es- 
pecially as  some  persons  had  attributed 
inhumanity  to  him  and  those  with  whom 
he  had  the  honour  to  act.  For  himself, 
however,  he  must  say  that  he  denied  in 
toto  the  imputation  that  he  was  less 
humane  than  any  other  hon.  Member. 
He  would  conclude  by  moving  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  20,  after  the  word  "  death," 
to  insert  the  words  "  Provided,  That  in  the  case 
of  persons  charged  under  sections  two,  six,  and 

Mr,  FarneU 


seven,  serious  loss  to  Her  Kajesty's  forces  has 
been  proved  to  have  been  the  consequence  of 
this  act."— (ifr.  O'DonnelL) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

CoLOOTL  STANLEY  said,  that  he 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  which 
laid  down  the  principle  that  the  heinous- 
ness  of  the  offence  should  be  measured 
by  its  consequences — a  principle  which 
was  entirely  foreign  to  the  discipline  of 
the  English  Army. 

Captain  MILNE-HOME  also  opposed 
the  Amendment,  and  remarked  that  the 
idea  of  proposing  it  could  only  have 
originated  in  a  general  ignorance  on  the 
part  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  of  military  matters  and 
the  exigencies  of  discipline.  He  (Cap- 
tain Milne-Home)  considered  the  ar- 
gument of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  conclusive  upon  the  point. 

Sir  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIK,  in 
supporting  the  Amendment,  said,  that 
within  the  last  day  or  two  he  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  to  a  distin- 
guished German  officer,  the  Military 
AttacM  at  the  German  Embassy,  who 
was  in  charge  of  a  corps  d^armie  of 
36,000  men  during  the  whole  of  the 
Franco-German  War,  and  who  informed 
him  that  not  a  single  German  soldier  in 
that  corps  had  been  shot  for  any  offence 
whatever.  He  also  stated  that  other 
Generals  who  held  similar  positions  had 
had  the  same  experience;  so  that  in 
several  corps  d^armie^  numbering  between 
100,000  and  200,000  men,  it  had  not 
been  found  necessary  to  inflict  death  in  a 
single  instance.  The  same  circumstance 
existed  in  connection  with  the  French 
Armies ;  and  he  should,  therefore,  Uke 
to  know  why  the  same  motives  which 
guided  and  restrained  Frenchmen,  Ger- 
mans, and  Americans,  should  not  con- 
trol Englishmen  in  the  Army  ?  To  say 
they  would  not  was  an  aspersion  upon 
our  liation  and  Army.  Why  not,  he 
asked,  inflict  flogging  upon  officers  as 
well  as  men  ? 

Me.  SPEAKER  desired  the  hon. 
Baronet  to  confine  himself  directly  to 
the  Amendment.  The  question  of 
flogging  was  not  before  the  House. 

SiK  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIR  said, 
he  had  conceived  that  flogging  was  so 
mixed  up  with  the  death  penalty  that  it 
might  refer  to  it. 
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Thb  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER rose  to  Order,  and  said,  that  if 
the  hon.  Baronet  was  going  to  dispute 
Mr.  Speaker's  ruling,  he  apprehended 
Mr.  Speaker  would  desire  to  submit  the 
matter  to  the  House. 

Mr.  PARNELL  denied  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  had  contested  Mr.  Speaker's 
ruling. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  invited  the  hon. 
Member  to  apply  himself  to  the  Amend- 
ment before  the  House,  and  if  he  will 
do  so  there  will  be  no  interposition  on 
my  part. 

SiB  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIR  wiU- 
ingly  bowed  to  Mr.  Speaker's  ruling, 
and  though  he  had  intended  to  address 
several  observations  to  the  House  on  the 
subject  of  flogging  he  would  refrain 
from  doing  so.  He  supported  the 
Amendment. 

Mr.  BAILLIE  COCHRANE  asserted 
that  though  soldiers  in  Germany  and 
France  were  not  ordered  by  courts  mar- 
tial to  suffer  corporal  punishment,  they 
were  often  thoroughly  well  flogged  and 
licked  on  active  service. 

Mb.  RYLANDS  thought  that  if  they 
were  ever  to  get  through  the  Session 
they  must  refrain  from  re-opening  the 
discussion  upon  flogging.  Indeed,  after 
the  decision  last  evening,  no  other  course 
was  open  to  them.  He  could  not  support 
the  Amendment,  because  it  limited  to  a 
great  extent  the  action  of  Commanders 
in  time  of  war. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  when  in  Com- 
mittee, he  withdrew  his  Amendments 
limiting  the  cases  in  which  flogging  could 
be  inflicted,  on  the  distinct  assurance 
that  he  would  be  able  to  discuss  them 
when  the  Report  was  under  considera- 
tion to-day.  If  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  was  satisfied  with 
the  victory  of  the  Liberal  Party  last 
night,  all  he  (Mr.  Parnell)  could  say 
was,  he  sympathized  with  him. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  could  not  re- 
gard  the  Amendment  in  any  other  light 
than  as  being  opposed  to  equity  and 
jnstice. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  5  (Offences  in  relation  to  the 
enemy  not  punishable  with  death). 

Mb.  PARNELL  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  omit  sub-section  5,  under  which, 
be  said,  it  would  be  possible  for  a  court 


martial  to  sentence  a  newspaper  corre- 
spondent to  penal  servitude  for  anything 
he  wrote  home  to  his  newspaper.  He 
could  not  imagine  how  any  newspaper 
correspondent  could,  while  this  sub- 
section was  maintained,  perform  his 
duty  properly.  He  would  be  entirely 
at  the  beck  and  nod  of  any  Commander, 
who  might  summon  him  before  a  court 
martial  for  anything  that  he  wrote,  and 
he  might  be  sent  to  penal  servitude. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  2,  line 
35,  to  leave  out  sub-section  5  of  Clause  5. 
—  {Mr.  Parnell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  sub-section 
5  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Colonel  STANLEY  made  no  reply. 

Mb.  BIGOAR  asked  why  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  was  silent  as  to  the 
views  of  the  Government  upon  the  ques- 
tion ?  For  himself,  he  could  see  no  reason 
for  not  accepting  the  Amendment. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  suggested  that 
the  word  **  wilfully"  should  be  intro- 
duced after  the  word  **  writing,"  in  order 
that  a  man  might  not  be  punished  for 
writing  in  innocence  and  without  any 
wilful  intent. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  thought  some  words 
should  be  inserted,  in  order  that  protec- 
tion should  be  afforded  to  newspaper 
correspondents  against  the  irascibility  of 
commanders  whose  conduct  they  might 
have  criticized.  Under  the  clause,  the 
correspondent  of  The  Daily  Newain  South 
Africa  might  be  brought  under  the 
action  of  a  court  martial.  Newspaper 
correspondence  was  beneficial  to  the 
public,  and  he  objected  entirely  to  the 
action  of  this  clause.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  state 
the  views  of  the  Government  on  tho 
Amendment. 

Mb.  rylands  hoped  the  clause 
would  be  modified,  so  as  not  to  include 
newspaper  correspondents.  Occasionally, 
they  could  not  help  **  spreading  reports 
calculated  to  occasion  alarm  and  de- 
spondency," and  for  that  they  might  be 
subjected  to  severe  punishment. 

Mb.  CALLAN,  on  the  other  hand, 
hoped  the  Government  would  not  accept 
the  Amendment.  He  had  no  sympathy 
with  sensational  war  corresponaence. 
With  all  due  respect  for  the  great  ser- 
vices rendered  by  Dr.  Russell  and  other 
eijually  celebrated  correspondents  during 
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late  wars,  he  thouglit  there  were  far 
Superior  considerations  to  the  conven- 
tional respect  paid  to  the  newspaper 
correspondents  at  the  seat  of  war.  Com- 
manders should  have  power  to  deter 
correspondents  from  writing  sensational 
reports  to  increase  the  circulation  of  the 
papers  rather  than  give  true  informa- 
tion. He  wished,  further,  to  point  out 
that  great  injury  had  been  done  to  the 
French  cause  during  the  Franco-German 
War  in  consequence  of  correspondents 
spreading  reports  calculated  to  cause 
unnecessary  alarm. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  it  would 
not  be  right  to  strike  out  the  sub-section; 
neither  did  he  think  these  words  were 
unduly  harsh  in  an  Article  of  War  which 
had  existed  for  a  long  time.  Nothing 
could  have  been  more  unfavourable  than 
reports  sent  home,  at  various  times, 
from  persons  with  the  Army  on  foreign 
service ;  and  the  authorities  had  not  ex- 
hibited any  desire  to  take  action,  unless 
the  effect  of  the  reports  was  to  produce 
alarm  or  despondency  among  the  troops. 
If  a  man  went  about  among  them, 
sajring — **We  have  got  no  supplies; 
they  are  thinking  nothing  about  us  at 
home  ;  why  don't  you  desert  ?  " — there 
could  har(Uy  be  a  question  but  that  he 
should  be  liable  to  severe  punishment. 
Why  was  he  to  be  exempted  from  the 
consequences  merely  because  he  put  it 
in  writing  ?  The  law  had  always  been 
read  and  acted  upon  in  the  light  of 
common  sense.  A  man  would  be  liable 
to  punishment  only  on  conviction  by  a 
court  martial  composed  of  officers  who 
were  gentlemen,  and  were  sworn  to  try 
the  facts.  However  strong  the  words 
might  be,  he  did  not  believe  that  any 
practical  application  of  them  would  be 
found  to  be  unduly  harsh. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  urged  that  news- 
paper correspondents  were  now  for  the 
first  time  brought  under  military  law, 
and  pointed  out  that  the  old  Mutiny  Act 
had  not  referred  to  newspaper  corre- 
spondents, and  that  the  spreading  of 
alarming  reports  which  was  made  punish- 
able under  tne  old  Act  meant  the  spread- 
ing of  these  reports  in  the  Anny  itself. 
Nothing  should  be  done  to  restrain  free 
and  honest  criticism  of  the  operations  of 
an  Army  and  the  conduct  of  its  Generals 
in  letters  sent  to  journals  at  home. 
There  was  all  the  difference  between 
the  conduct  described  by  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 

Mr.  Callan 


State  for  War  and  the  writing  of  such 
letters  as  Dr.  BusseU  sent  from  the 
Crimea.  Although  those  letters  did  nn- 
doubtedly  create  alarm  and  despondency 
at  the  time,  yet  he  would  remind  the 
House  that  they  ultimately  led  to  great 
and  much-needed  reforms.  The  words, 
he  thought,  should  be — "create  alarm 
and  despondency  in  the  Army." 

Sir  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIR  said, 
as  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  seemed 
only  to  be  afraid  of  the  despondency 
which  might  be  created  amongst  the 
soldiers,  he  would  propose  that  the 
words,  * '  amongst  the  troops  in  the  field," 
be  inserted  in  the  section. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  that  his  pro- 
posal to  omit  the  sub-section  was,  per- 
haps, too  sweeping,  and,  in  order  to 
allow  the  Amendment  just  suggested  to 
be  moved,  he  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Motion.  [Cries  of  **  No,  no  !  "] 

Sm  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIE 
again  rose  to  make  some  remarks,  when 

Mr.  speaker  ruled  that  he  could 
not  do  so,  as  he  had  already  addressed 
the  House. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  - 
Noes  42:  Majority  181.- 
No.  174.) 


Ayes    223; 
-(Div.    List, 


SirTOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIE 
moved,  as  an  Amendment,  to  add  to 
the  sub-section  the  following  rider,  after 
the  word  **or"  —  '* insubordination: 
Provided  such  reports  are  wilfully 
spread  among  the  troops  in  the  field.'' 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  37,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
**or,'*  the  words  "insubordination:  Provided 
such  reports  are  wilfully  spread  among  troops 
in  the  field." — {Sir  Tollemaehe  Sinclair,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  the  words 
proposed  were  not  free  from  objection. 
This  section  had  existed  for  a  consider- 
able time  in  the  old  Act,  and  it  had 
never  been  found  to  operate  prejudi- 
cially. Its  wording  showed  that  it  could 
not  apply  to  newspaper  correspondents. 

Major  NOLAN  observed,  that  the  fact 
that  this  provision  had  existed  for  some 
time  could  hardly  be,  because,  on  refer- 


769      Army  DUciplim  and  { Jitly  18,  1879] 


E$guUstum  BiU, 


770 


ring  to  the  old  Act,  he  found  that  the 
words  ''  in  the  vicinity  or  rear  of  the 
Anny  "  were  in  the  clause,  and  this  con- 
tinued certainly  as  late  as  1871.  Oor- 
T^pondents  did  not  publish  their  letters 
in  the  vicinity  or  rear  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  K  JENKINS  thought  the  Go- 
yemment  might  agree  to  put  in  these 
words,  which  formerly  were  in  the  old 
Act.  The  creation  of  alarm  and  de- 
spondency at  home  was  never  intended 
to  be  punished  by  the  Mutiny  Act. 
Newspaper  articles  from  South  Africa 
might  have  great  effect  in  this  country, 
but  could  have  none  on  the  Army  there. 
Mb.  ANDERSOJ^observed,  that  this 
clause,  as  it  stood,  seemed  intended  to 
i  catch  newspaper  correspondents.  He 
I  should  like  to  know,  if  that  provision 
had  been  in  existence,  what  would 
have  happened  to  the  correspondent  of 
T/ie  Sta^^dard  with  General  Roberts  in 
the  Kh')st  Yalley  ?  Instead  of  sending 
him  to  the  rear,  they  would  have  tried 
him  by  court  martial  and  given  him 
penal  servitude.  All  that  that  corre- 
spondent was  doing  was  informing  the 
people  of  this  country  of  the  barbarous 
and  cruel  manner  in  which  that  officer 
vas  destroying  peaceful  villages  in  the 
country  which  the  British  troops  had 
invaded,  and  through  which  they  were 
carrying  fire  and  sword,  and  behaving 
altogether  in  a  manner  opposed  to  the 
principles  of  civilized  warfare.  This 
newspaper  correspondent  did  no  more 
than  tell  the  people  of  this  country  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  war  was  going 
on.  But  in  the  future  the  British  public 
must  expect  no  impartial  accounts,  no- 
thing but  what  a  commanding  officer 
niight  allow. 


Ayes    66 ; 
•(Div.   List, 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  - 
Noes  213:  Majority  147.- 
No.  175.) 


Me.  SULLIVAN,  in  moving  the  in- 
lertion,  in  line  37,  of  a  Proviso  limiting 
the  operation  of  the  sub-section  to  cases 
in  which  the  offence  consisted  in  spread- 
ing reports  calculated  to  create  despon- 
dency, alarm,  or  **  desertion  in  thevicinity 
or  in  the  rear  of  the  Army  "  said,  the 
▼ords  were  taken  from  the  Article  of 
Var  upon  which  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  declared  the  sub-section  to  have 

wen  based.     Without  the  addition  of 


the  words  which  he  desired  to  see  in- 
serted, the  clause  would  enable  an  officer 
to  interfere  when  interference  was  not 
required  with  a  member  of  the  Press  in 
the  legitimate  exercise  of  his  duties. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  37,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
*'  or,"  the  words  "  desertion :  Provided,  That  the 
offence  consists  in  spreading  such  reports  in  the 
vicinity  or  rear  of  the  Army.** — {Mr,  Suihran.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  supported 
the  Amendment.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  way,  seeing  that 
the  Amendment  merely  maintained  the 
present  law  and  practice. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  hoped  the  House 
would  stand  firm  and  resist  to  the  last 
the  ill-concealed  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  terrorize  over  the  Press. 

Colonel  STANLEY  asked  the  House 
to  reject  the  Amendment,  which  was 
exactly  similar  to  the  one  which  had 
just  been  negatived  by  the  House.  It 
should  be  observed  that  the  Article  of 
"War  upon  which  the  clause  was  based 
did  not  require  that  the  reports  should 
be  spread  upon  active  service,  whereas 
the  clause  before  the  House  related  only 
to  cases  occurring  on  such  service. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  approved  the 
Amendment.  The  clause,  as  it  stood, 
would  disadvantageously  affect  the 
position  of  newspaper  correspondents. 
Those  gentlemen  had  often  done  good 
service  by  exposing  the  rottenness  of  the 
Army,  and  they  ought  not  to  be  brought 
within  the  operations  of  the  clause. 

Major  NOLAN  regarded  the  clause 
as  directed  against  newspaper  corre- 
spondents. 

Sir  HENEY  JAMES  deprecated  the 
discussion,  as  going  again  over  ground 
which  had  already  been  discussed  in 
Committee.  The  clause  would  put  news- 
paper correspondents  in  no  worse  posi- 
tion than  they  would  be  placed  in  by 
the  Articles  of  War.  They  were  for- 
merl}'  under  the  arbitrary  power  of  the 
Commander  of  the  Forces  in  the  field. 
This  Bill  protected  them  by  its  definite 
provisions ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  neces- 
sary there  should  be  some  equivalent 
provision  against  their  abusing  their 
position,  and  doing  harm  to  the  Army. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  thought  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  failed  to  show 
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Form,  and  endeavour  not  to  make  a 
similar  mistake  again.  I  can  only  say 
that  I  had  no  intention  of  showing  any 
disrespect  whatever. 

[The  hon.  Member  then  handed  his 
Amendment  to  Mr.  Speaker,  saying 
that,  if  in  Order,  he  now  formally 
moved  it.] 

Amendment  proposed,  at  the  end  of 
the  last  Amendment,  to  insert  the  words 
**  by  words  or  signs  inducing  his  com- 
rades to  take  flight." — {Mr,  ParnelL) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  ifiserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY,  in  opposing  the 
Amendment,  said,  that  all  matters  con- 
nected with  the  offence  contemplated  by 
the  sub-section  would  have  to  be  proved 
upon  evidence  before  a  court  martial, 
and  it  might  safely  be  left  to  the  discre- 
tion of  that  tribunal  to  deal  with  them 
properly. 

Question  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  2,  lino  20,  to 
insert,  after  the  word  **  death,*' the  fol- 
lowing words : — 

"  Provided,  That  in  the  case  of  persons 
charged  under  sections  two,  six,  and  seven, 
serious  loss  to  Hor  Majesty's  forces  has  been 
proved  to  have  been  the  consequence  of  this 
act." 

His  object  was  to  limit  the  number  of 
offences  involving  the  penalty  of  death, 
which,  under  the  clause,  appeared  to 
him  to  be  of  too  general  application.  In 
moving  the  Amendment,  he  was  only 
asking  the  House  to  follow  the  provisions 
of  the  German  Military  Code.  In  his 
opinion,  leaving  out  of  view  altogether 
the  powers  it  gave  for  flogging,  the 
Military  Code  of  England  was  the  most 
bloody  and  barbarous  in  Europe ;  and 
ho  was,  therefore,  obliged  to  be  very 
determined  in  his  opposition  to  it,  es- 
pecially as  some  persons  had  attributed 
inhumanity  to  him  and  those  with  whom 
he  had  the  honour  to  act.  For  himself, 
however,  he  must  say  that  he  denied  in 
toto  the  imputation  that  he  was  less 
humane  than  any  other  hon.  Member. 
He  would  conclude  by  moving  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  20,  after  the  word  **  death,'* 

the  words  *'  Provided,  That  in  the  case 

charged  under  sections  two,  six,  and 

,  Parnell 


seven,  serionB  loss  to  Her  MaJMtj'i  lotoeihii 
been  proved  to  have  been  the  coiueqiieiioe  of 
this  act."— (ifr.  0*Donnell.) 

Question  proposed, '' That  those  woidi 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  lie 
could  not  accept  the  Amendment,  whidi 
laid  down  the  principle  that  the  heinons- 
ness  of  the  offence  should  be  measured 
by  its  consequences — a  principle  whick 
was  entirely  foreign  to  tne  discipline  of 
the  English  Army. 

Captain  MILNE-HOME  also  opposed 
the  Amendment,  and  remarked  that  the 
idea  of  proposing  it  could  only  have 
originated  in  a  general  ignorance  on  ike 
part  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungamn 
(Mr.  O'Donnell)  of  military  matters  and 
the  exigencies  of  discipline.  He  (Gap* 
tain  Milne-Home)  considered  the  a^ 
gument  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  conclusive  upon  the  point. 

Sir  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIE,  ii 
supporting  the  Amendment,  said,  that 
within  the  last  day  or  two  he  had  had 
an  opportunity  of  speaking  to  a  distin- 
guished German  officer,  the  Militaiy 
Aitachi  at  the  German  Embassy,  who 
was  in  charge  of  a  eorpB  d'armit  d 
36,000  men  during  the  whole  of  tha 
Franco-German  War,  and  who  informed 
him  that  not  a  single  German  soldier  in 
that  corps  had  been  shot  for  any  offence 
whatever.  He  also  stated  that  oth« 
Generals  who  held  similar  positions  had 
had  the  same  experience ;  so  that  ii 
several  corps  d^armie^  n umbering betweet 
100,000  and  200,000  men,  it  had  vA 
been  found  necessary  to  inflict  death iat.j 
single  instance.  The  same  circuiustanea 
existed  in  connection  with  the  PreaA 
Armies ;  and  he  should,  therefore,  Ijkt.j 
to  know  why  the  same  motives  whkT 
guided  and  restrained  Frenchmen,  Qefr 
mans,  and  Americans,  should  not  oat" 
trol  Englishmen  in  the  Army  ?  To  saf 
they  would  not  was  an  aspersion  upot 
our  liation  and  Army.  Why  not,  hi 
asked,  inflict  flogging  upon  officers  al 
well  as  men  ? 

Mb.  speaker  desired  the  hw. 
Baronet  to  confine  himself  directly  to 
the  Amendment.  The  question  ». 
flogging  was  not  before  the  House. 

Sir  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIR  bA 
he  had  conceived  that  flogging  was  ■• 
mixed  up  with  the  death  penalty  that  <; 
might  refer  to  it. 
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ling  to  the  old  Act,  he  found  that  the 
words  "  in  the  vicinity  or  rear  of  the 
Army  "  were  in  the  clause,  and  this  con- 
tinued certainly  as  late  as  1871.  Cor- 
respondents did  not  publish  their  letters 
in  the  vicinity  or  rear  of  the  Army. 

Me.  E.  JENKINS  thought  the  Qo- 
vemment  might  agree  to  put  in  these 
words,  which  formerly  were  in  the  old 
Act.  The  creation  of  alarm  and  de- 
spondency at  home  was  never  intended 
to  be  punished  by  the  Mutiny  Act. 
Newspaper  articles  from  South  Africa 
might  have  great  effect  in  this  country, 
but  could  have  none  on  the  Army  there. 

Mb.  ANDERSOI^observed,  that  this 
clause,  as  it  stood,  seemed  intended  to 
catch  newspaper  correspondents.  He 
should  like  to  know,  if  that  provision 
had  been  in  existence,  what  would 
have  happened  to  the  correspondent  of 
The  Standard  with  General  Eoberts  in 
the  Khnst  Valley  ?  Instead  of  sending 
him  to  the  rear,  they  would  have  tried 
him  by  court  martial  and  given  him 
penal  servitude.  All  that  that  corre- 
Bpmdent  was  doing  was  informing  the 
people  of  this  country  of  the  barbarous 
and  cruel  manner  in  which  that  officer 
was  destroying  peaceful  villages  in  the 
country  which  the  British  troops  had 
invaded,  and  through  which  they  were 
carrying  fire  and  sword,  and  behaving 
altogether  in  a  manner  opposed  to  the 
principles  of  civilized  warfare.  This 
newspaper  correspondent  did  no  more 
than  tell  the  people  of  this  country  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  war  was  going 
on.  But  in  the  future  the  British  public 
must  expect  no  impartial  accounts,  no- 
thing but  what  a  commanding  officer 
might  allow. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  - 
Noes  213:  Majority  147.- 
No.  175.) 


Ayes    66 ; 
■(Div.  List, 


Mr.  SULLIVAN,  in  moving  the  in- 
sertion, in  line  37,  of  a  Proviso  limiting 
the  operation  of  the  sub-section  to  cases 
in  which  the  offence  consisted  in  spread- 
ing reports  calculated  to  create  despon- 
dency, alarm,  or  *  *  desertion  in  the  vicinity 
or  in  the  rear  of  the  Army  "  said,  the 
words  were  taken  from  the  Article  of 
War  upon  which  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  declared  the  sub-section  to  have 
been  based.    Without  the  addition  of 
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the  words  which  he  desired  to  see  in- 
serted, the  clause  would  enable  an  officer 
to  interfere  when  interference  was  not 
required  with  a  member  of  the  Press  in 
the  legitimate  exercise  of  his  duties. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  37,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
*^  or,"  the  words  "  desertion :  Provided,  That  the 
offence  consists  in  spreading  such  reports  in  the 
vicinity  or  rear  of  the  Army." — {Mr.  Sullivan,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

SiK  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  supported 
the  Amendment.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  way,  seeing  that 
the  Amendment  merely  maintained  the 
present  law  and  practice. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  hoped  the  House 
would  stand  firm  and  resist  to  the  last 
the  ill-concealed  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  terrorize  over  the  Press. 

Colonel  STANLEY  asked  the  House 
to  reject  the  Amendment,  which  was 
exactly  similar  to  the  one  which  had 
just  been  negatived  by  the  House.  It 
should  bo  observed  that  the  Article  of 
War  upon  which  the  clause  was  based 
did  not  require  that  the  reports  should 
be  spread  upon  active  service,  whereas 
the  clause  before  the  House  related  only 
to  cases  occurring  on  such  service. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  approved  the 
Amendment.  The  clause,  as  it  stood, 
would  disadvantageously  affect  the 
position  of  newspaper  correspondents. 
Those  gentlemen  had  often  done  good 
service  by  exposing  the  rottenness  of  the 
Army,  and  they  ought  not  to  be  brought 
within  the  operations  of  the  clause. 

Ma  JOB  NOLAN  regarded  the  clause 
as  directed  against  newspaper  corre- 
spondents. 

Sib  HENEY  JAMES  deprecated  the 
discussion,  as  going  again  over  ground 
which  had  already  been  discussed  in 
Committee.  The  clause  would  put  news- 
paper correspondents  in  no  worse  posi- 
tion than  they  would  be  placed  in  by 
the  Articles  of  War.  They  were  for- 
merl}'  under  the  arbitrary  power  of  the 
Commander  of  the  Forces  in  the  field. 
This  Bill  protected  them  by  its  definite 
provisions ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  neces- 
sary there  should  be  some  equivalent 
provision  against  their  abusing  their 
position,  and  doing  harm  to  the  Army. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  thought  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  failed  to  show 
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late  wars,  lie  thought  there  were  far 
Superior  considerations  to  the  conven- 
tional respect  paid  to  the  newspaper 
correspondents  at  the  seat  of  war.  Com- 
manders should  have  power  to  deter 
correspondents  from  writing  sensational 
reports  to  increase  the  circulation  of  the 
papers  rather  than  g^ve  true  informa- 
tion. He  wished,  further,  to  point  out 
that  great  injury  had  been  done  to  the 
French  cause  during  the  Franco- German 
War  in  consequence  of  correspondents 
spreading  reports  calculated  to  cause 
unnecessary  alarm. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  it  would 
not  be  ri&^ht  to  strike  out  the  sub-section; 
neither  aid  he  think  these  words  were 
unduly  harsh  in  an  Article  of  War  which 
had  existed  for  a  long  time.  Nothing 
could  have  been  more  unfavourable  than 
reports  sent  home,  at  various  times, 
from  persons  with  the  Army  on  foreign 
service ;  and  the  authorities  had  not  ex- 
hibited any  desire  to  take  action,  unless 
the  effect  of  the  reports  was  to  produce 
alarm  or  despondency  among  the  troops. 
If  a  man  went  about  among  them, 
saying — '*We  have  got  no  supplies; 
they  are  thinking  nothing  about  us  at 
home;  why  don't  you  desert?" — there 
could  hardly  be  a  question  but  that  he 
should  be  liable  to  severe  punishment. 
Why  was  he  to  be  exempted  from  the 
consequences  merely  because  he  put  it 
in  writing  ?  The  law  had  always  been 
read  and  acted  upon  in  the  Ught  of 
common  sense.  A  man  would  be  liable 
to  punishment  only  on  conviction  by  a 
court  martial  composed  of  officers  who 
were  gentlemen,  and  were  sworn  to  try 
the  facts.  However  strong  the  words 
might  be,  he  did  not  believe  that  any 
practical  application  of  them  would  be 
found  to  be  unduly  harsh. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  urged  that  news- 
paper correspondents  were  now  for  the 
first  time  brought  under  military  law, 
and  pointed  out  that  the  old  Mutiny  Act 
had  not  referred  to  newspaper  corre- 
spondents, and  that  the  spreading  of 
alarming  reports  which  was  made  punish- 
able under  the  old  Act  meant  the  spread- 
ing of  these  reports  in  the  Ai-my  itself. 
Nothing  should  be  done  to  restrain  free 
and  honest  criticism  of  the  operations  of 
an  Army  and  the  conduct  of  its  Generals 
in  letters  sent  to  journals  at  home. 
There  was  all  the  difference  between 
the  conduct  described  by  the  right  hon. 
find  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
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State  for  War  and  the  writing  of  such 
letters  as  Dr.  Bussell  sent  from  the 
Crimea.  Although  those  letters  did  un- 
doubtedly create  alarm  and  despondency 
at  the  time,  yet  he  would  remind  the 
House  that  they  ultimately  led  to  g^eat 
and  much-needed  reforms.  The  words, 
he  thought,  should  be — ''  create  alarm 
and  despondency  in  the  Army." 

SiE  T9LLEMACHE  SINCLATR  said, 
as  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  seemed 
only  to  be  afraid  of  the  despondency 
which  might  be  created  amongst  the 
soldiers,  he  would  propose  that  the 
words,  ^'amongst  the  troops  in  the  field," 
be  inserted  in  the  section. 

Mr.  PARNELL  said,  that  his  pro- 
posal to  omit  the  sub-section  was,  per- 
haps, too  sweeping,  and,  in  order  to 
allow  the  Amendment  just  suggested  to 
be  moved,  he  would  ask  leave  to  with- 
draw the  Motion.  [CrtM  of  **  No,  no  !  "] 

Sp  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIR 
again  rose  to  make  some  remarks,  when 

Mb.  speaker  ruled  that  he  could 
not  do  so,  as  he  had  already  addressed 
the  House. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  - 
Noes  42:  Majority  181.- 
No.  174.) 


Ayes    223 ; 
•(3>iv.    List, 


SikTOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIR 
moved,  as  an  Amendment,  to  add  to 
the  sub-section  the  following  rider,  after 
the  word  "or"  —  "insubordination: 
Provided  such  reports  are  wilfully 
spread  among  the  troops  in  the  field." 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  2,  line  37,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"or,"  the  words  ^'insubordination:  Provided 
such  reports  are  wilfully  spread  among  troops 
in  the  field.'*— (5ir  ToUtmache  Sinclair.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  the  words 
proposed  were  not  free  from  objection. 
This  section  had  existed  for  a  consider- 
able time  in  the  old  Act,  and  it  had 
never  been  found  to  operate  prejudi- 
cially. Its  wording  showed  that  it  could 
not  apply  to  newspaper  correspondents. 

Major  NOLAN  observed,  that  the  fact 
that  this  provision  had  existed  for  some 
time  could  hardly  be,  because,  on  refer- 
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ring  to  tlie  old  Act,  he  found  that  the 
words  "  in  the  vicinity  or  rear  of  the 
Army  "  were  in  the  clause,  and  this  con- 
tinued certainly  as  late  as  1871.  Cor- 
respondents did  not  publish  their  letters 
in  the  vicinity  or  rear  of  the  Army. 

Mr.  R  JENKINS  thought  the  Qo- 
rernment  might  agree  to  put  in  these 
words,  which  formerly  were  in  the  old 
Act.  The  creation  of  alarm  and  de- 
spondency at  home  was  never  intended 
to  be  punished  by  the  Mutiny  Act. 
Newspaper  articles  from  South  Africa 
might  have  great  effect  in  this  country, 
but  could  have  none  on  the  Army  there. 

Mtt.  ANDERSO^observed,  that  this 
clause,  as  it  stood,  seemed  intended  to 
catch  newspaper  correspondents.  He 
6hould  like  to  know,  if  that  provision 
had  been  in  existence,  what  would 
have  happened  to  the  correspondent  of 
The  Standard  with  General  Eoberts  in 
the  Khost  Valley  ?  Instead  of  sending 
him  to  the  rear,  they  would  have  tried 
him  by  court  martial  and  given  him 
penal  servitude.  All  that  that  corre- 
spondent was  doing  was  informing  the 
people  of  this  country  of  the  barbarous 
and  cruel  manner  in  which  that  officer 
was  destroying  peaceful  villages  in  the 
country  which  the  British  troops  had 
invaded,  and  through  which  they  were 
carrying  fire  and  sword,  and  behaving 
altogether  in  a  manner  opposed  to  the 
principles  of  civilized  warfare.  This 
newspaper  correspondent  did  no  more 
than  tell  the  people  of  this  country  of 
the  manner  in  which  the  war  was  going 
on.  But  in  the  future  the  British  public 
mnst  expect  no  impartial  accounts,  no- 
thing but  what  a  commanding  officer 
might  allow. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided:  - 
Noes  213:  Majority  147.- 
No.  176.) 


Ayes    66 ; 
■(Div.   List, 


Mr.  SULLIVAN,  in  moving  the  in- 
sertion, in  line  37,  of  a  Proviso  limiting 
the  operation  of  the  sub-section  to  cases 
in  wmch  the  offence  consisted  in  spread- 
ing reports  calculated  to  create  despon- 
dency, alarm,  or  **  desertion  in  the  vicinity 
or  in  the  rear  of  the  Army  "  said,  the 
words  were  taken  from  the  Article  of 
War  upon  which  the  right  hon,  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  declared  the  sub-section  to  have 
been  based.    Without  the  addition  of 
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the  words  which  he  desired  to  see  in- 
serted, the  clause  would  enable  an  officer 
to  interfere  when  interference  was  not 
required  with  a  member  of  the  Press  in 
the  legitimate  exercise  of  his  duties. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  2,  line  37,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
**  or,"  the  words  "  desertion :  Provided,  That  the 
offence  consists  in  spreading  such  reports  in  the 
vicinity  or  rear  of  the  Army." — {Mr.  Sullivan.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  supported 
the  Amendment.  He  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  way,  seeing  that 
the  Amendment  merely  maintained  the 
present  law  and  practice. 

Me.  0*D0NNELL  hoped  the  House 
would  stand  firm  and  resist  to  the  last 
the  ill-concealed  object  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  terrorize  over  the  Press. 

Colonel  STANLEY  asked  the  House 
to  reject  the  Amendment,  which  was 
exactly  similar  to  the  one  which  had 
just  been  negatived  by  the  House.  It 
should  be  observed  that  the  Article  of 
War  upon  which  the  clause  was  based 
did  not  >require  that  the  reports  should 
be  spread  upon  active  service,  whereas 
the  clause  before  the  House  related  only 
to  cases  occurring  on  such  service. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  approved  the 
Amendment.  The  clause,  as  it  stood, 
would  disadvantageously  affect  the 
position  of  newspaper  correspondents. 
Those  gentlemen  had  often  done  good 
service  by  exposing  the  rottenness  of  the 
Army,  and  they  ought  not  to  be  brought 
within  the  operations  of  the  clause. 

Major  NOLAN  regarded  the  clause 
as  directed  against  newspaper  corre- 
spondents. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  deprecated  the 
discussion,  as  going  again  over  ground 
which  had  already  been  discussed  in 
Committee.  The  clause  would  put  news- 
paper correspondents  in  no  worse  posi- 
tion than  they  would  be  placed  in  by 
the  Articles  of  War.  They  were  for- 
merly' under  the  arbitrary  power  of  the 
Commander  of  the  Forces  in  the  field. 
This  Bill  protected  them  by  its  definite 
provisions ;  and  it  was,  therefore,  neces- 
sary there  should  be  some  equivalent 
provision  against  their  abusing  their 
position,  and  doing  harm  to  the  Army. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  thought  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  had  failed  to  show 
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any  reasonable  f^^und  for  altering  the 
old  Articles  of  War  in  regard  to  news- 
paper correspondents.  Without  some 
proviso,  such  as  the  one  under  notice, 
their  position  would  be  seriously  af- 
fected. 

Sib  TOLLEMACHE  SINCLAIEsaid. 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Taunton 
(Sir  Henry  James)  seemed  to  forget  that 
some  of  these  newspaper  correspondents 
were  officers  serving  in  the  Army. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  - 
Noes  231:  Majority  172.- 
No.  176.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 


Ayes    59  ; 
(Div.  List, 


Clause  6  (Offences  punishable  more 
severely  on  active  servico  than  at  other 
times). 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  moved,  in  page  3, 
line  2,  to  leave  out  sub-section  1,  by 
which  the  punishment  of  death  was  in- 
curred by  any  soldier  who,  in  search  of 
? lander,  left  his  commanding  officer, 
n  the  German  Army,  the  punishment 
for  that  offence  was  three  years'  im- 
prisonment, and  yet  the  German  Military 
Code  was  the  severest  in  Europe.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  he  would  divide 
the  House,  for  he  did  not  want  to  waste 
time — \^Laughter'\ — but  he  was  pre- 
pared to  challenge,  by  way  of  protest, 
every  case  in  which  this  Bill  proposed  a 
severerpunishmentthan  was  contained  in 
the  German  Code  for  the  same  offence. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3, 
line  2,  to  leave  out  sub-section  1  of 
Clause  6.— (i/r.  O'DonnelL) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  sub-sec- 
tion 1  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  BIGGAR,  in  seconding  the 
Amendment,  asked  how  it  was  to  be 
proved  that  a  man  left  his  commanding 
officer  in  search  of  plunder  ?  The  pro- 
position of  the  Government  was  utterly 
unreasonable,  and,  therefore,  he  sup- 
ported the  Amendment. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  3,  line  4,  to  leave 
out  sub-section  2,  by  which  a  soldier  was 
liable  to  the  punishment  of  death  if, 
without  the  orders  of  his  superior  officer, 
he  left  his  guard,  picket,  patrol,  or  post. 
In  the  German  Code  these  offences  were 
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punished  with  various  kinds  of  unit 
or,  at  the  outside,  with  two  yean  im- 
prisonment, unless  where  some  diftinet 
damage  to  the  Army  was  the  result 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8, 
line  3,  to  leave  out  sub-section  2  of 
Clause  6.— (ifr.  O'DonneU.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  sab-seo- 
tion  2  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  supported  the 
Amendment.  His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Dungarvan  ^Mr.  O'Donnell) 
had  said  that  he  was  inaisposed  to  tab 
up  the  time  of  the  House  in  dividing 
upon  these  matters.  [^Laughterf  anienn 
of  *'  Oh ! "]  If  that  was  the  way  in 
which  the  announcement  of  the  hon. 
Member  was  to  be  received — the  an- 
nouncement that  he  would  endeayour  to 
facilitate  the  Business  of  the  Hoaae,  hj 
not  taking  Divisions,  but  by  recordbg 
his  protest  against  the  death  sentence- 
he  himself  would  challenge  the  proposi- 
tion of  the  Government  in  a  matter  so 
perfectly  reasonable,  so  that,  at  anj 
rate,  there  might  be  a  record  of  the 
names. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided :  —  Ayes  345 ; 
Noes  17  :  Majority  228.— (Div.  List, 
No.  177.) 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  moved,  in  page  ^ 
line  8,  the  omission  of  sub-section  5,  im- 
posing the  death  or  lesser  penalty  6r 
impeding  or  refusing  to  assist  the  promiA 
marshal  or  any  officer  in  the  ezecatki 
of  his  duty.  He  remarked  that  ondsc 
the  sub-section  a  man  might  be  shot  ftr 
refusing  to  flog  a  comrade  who  migU 
be  his  own  brother. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  Eni  '^ 
8,  to  leave  out  sub-section  5  of  Claiiae0> 
--(Ifr.  O'DonnelL) 

Question  put,  ''That  sub-section ( 
stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  House  divided  :— Ayes  238 ;  No» 
16  :  Majority217.— (Div.  List,  No.  178.) 

Mr.  0*D0NNELL,  in  moving. in  pp 
3,  line  12,  to  omit  sub-section  6,  makiBg 
it  an  offence  to  do  violence  to  a  persoi 
bringing  supplies,  or  injury  to  thepio* 
perty  or  person  of  a  resident  in  Ai 
country,  said  he  did  so  to  show  thst.] 
those  with  whom  he  was  acting  ^ 
not  prefer  the  bullet  to  the  lash,  as  hd 
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been  aaeerted.  When  these  death  dauses 
had  been  dispoBed  of,  he  would  make 
no  further  objection  to  the  progress  of 
the  Bill,  except  on  Clause  44.  These 
offences  were  not  in  the  German  Code  ; 
and  though,  undoubtedly,  it  contained 
many  offences  deserving  death,  the  phra- 
seology of  the  sub-section  was  so  large 
and  BO  vag^e  that  all  degrees  of  offences 
might  be  included  in  it,  and  the  effect 
might  be  that  persons  guilty  of  the 
minor  degrees  might  not  be  actually  shot, 
but  under  the  terms  of  the  section  could 
be  shot,  and,  of  course,  could  be  flogged. 
He  would  prove  that  the  majority  was  a 
shooting  majority  as  well  as  a  flogging 
majority,  and  he  would  confine  his  pro- 
tests to  offences  visited  with  the  death 
penalty. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  Hne 
12,  to  leave  out  sub-section  6  of  Clause 
6.--(J/r.  O'DonnelL) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  sub-section 
6  stand  part  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  FAENELL  taunted  the  Govern- 
ment with  having  a  majority  as  favour- 
able to  the  bullet^as  the  lash. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  229  ;  Noes 
12 :  Majority  217.— (Div.  List,  No.  179.) 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  moved  the  omis- 
sion, in  page  «3,  line  16,  of  sub-sec- 
tion 6,  of  the  words  '*  breaks  into 
any  house  or  other  place  in  search  of 
plunder."  He  did  so  because  it  was 
very  wide  in  its  terms  and  would  easily 
expose  a  man  to  be  flogged,  if  not  to  be 
shot.  He  contended  that  the  Govern- 
ment should  more  clearly  define  what 
▼ere  the  offences  intended  to  be  included 
under  the  sub- section.  The  punishment 
for  this  offence,  unaggravated  by  any 
other  circumstances,  was  imprisonment 
under  the  German  Code. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3,  line 
16,  to  leave  out  suo-section  7  of  Clause 
6.-(lfr.  O'Lonnell) 

Question  put,  '^  That  sub-section  7 
ttand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  211 ;  Noes 
10 :  Majority  201.— (Div.  list.  No.  180.) 

And  it  being  ten  minutes  before 
Seven  of  the  clock,  further  Considera- 
tion of  the  Bill,  as  amended,  stood 
Adjourned  till  thii  day. 


It  being  five  minutes  to  Seven  of  the 
clock,  House  suspended  its  Sitting. 


House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 


ORDER  8    OF    TEE   DA  T. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  appealed  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert),  who  had  a 
Motion  on  the  Paper  for  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  Married  Women's  Property 
Acts,  1870  and  1874,  and  other  hon. 
Members  who  had  Motions  on  the  Paper, 
to  refrain  from  bringing  them  forward, 
so  that  progress  should  be  made  with 
the  Army  Discipline  and  Eegulation 
Bill,  which  it  was  of  great  importance 
should  be  concluded  that  evening,  or,  at 
the  latent,  on  the  following  day. 

Mb.  HIBBEET  said,  that  he  was  left 
in  a  position  of  some  difficulty,  for  he 
had  balloted  ever  since  Easter  without 
being  able  to  bring  forward  until  now 
his  Motion  with  respect  to  the  g^evances 
which  married  women  lay  under  with 
regard  to  their  property,  for  under  the 
Acts  of  1870  and  1874  there  had  arisen 
so  many  cases  that  he  hoped  the  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney 
General  would  see  the  necessity  for 
amending  the  law.  He  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
would  give  way  now,  feeling  the  diffi- 
culty of  the  Government ;  but  he  hoped 
the  Government  would  next  Session  give 
him  an  opportunity  of  bringing  forward 
his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdravon. 
Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 

AKMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 

BILL— [Bill  246.] 
{Mr,  Secretary  StanUy,  Mr.  Secretary  CrosSy  3fr. 

William  Henry  Smithy  J%e  Judge  Advocate 

General.) 

FUSTHEB  PBOCEEDIKO    ON   COKSIDEBATIOir 
AS  AMENDED.      []8^A</u/y.] 

Bill,  as  amended,  furthsr  wnuid&red, 
2  0  2 
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Clause  6  (Offences  punishable  more 
severely  on  active  service  than  at  other 
times). 

CoLoxEL  STANLEY  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  3,  line  39,  at  end  of  clause, 
renderinj^  an  officer  convicted  by  court 
martial  liable  to  be  cashiered,  and  a  sol- 
dier to  imprisonment,  for  committing 
any  of  the  following  offences  : — 

"  Discharging  firearms,  drawing  swords, 
beating  drums,  making  signals,  using  words, 
or  by  any  means  whatever,  negligently  occa- 
sions false  alarms  in  action,  on  the  march,  in 
the  field,  or  elsewhere  ;  or  (2)  makes  known  the 
parole  or  watchword  to  any  person  not  entitled 
to  receive  it :  or,  without  good  and  sufficient 
cause,  gives  a  parole  or  watchword  different 
from  what  he  received." 

The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
explained  that  he  proposed  the  Amend- 
ment in  pursuance  of  an  undertaking 
given  by  him  in  Committee. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  3,  line  39,  at  the  end  of  Clause  6, 
to  insert  the  words  **  Every  person  subject  to 
military  law  who  commits  any  of  the  following 
offences  (that  is  to  say) : — 

(1. )  By  discharging  firearms,  drawing  swords, 
beating  drums,  making    signals,  using 
words,  or  by  any  means  whatever,  negli- 
gently  occasions  false  alarms  in  action, 
on  the   march,    in    the  field,  or   else- 
where; or 
(2.)  Makes  known  the  parole  or  watchword 
to  any  person  not  entitled  to  receive  it ; 
or,  without  good  or  sufficient  cause,  gives 
a  parole  or  watchword  different  from  what 
he  received, 
shall  on  conviction  by  court  martial  be  liable, 
if  an  officer,  to  be  cashiered,  or  to  suffer  such  less 
punishment  as  is  in  this  Act  mentioned,  and  if 
a  soldier,  to  suffer  imprisonment,  on  such  less 
punishment  as  is  in  this  Act   mentioned." — 
{Colonel  Stanley.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 
be  there  ioserted." 

Mr.  PAENELL,  believing  that  it  was 
not  fair  to  inflict  imprisonment  with 
hard  labour  for  the  offence  of  negli- 
gence simply,  moved  to  amend  the  pro- 
posed Amendment  by  adding  the  words 
**  without  hard  labour." 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  insert,  after  the 
word  '*  imprisonment,"  the  words  with- 
out hard  labour." — {Mr,  Farnell.) 

CoLONFx  STANLEY  thought  they 
might  safely  trust  to  the  discretion  of 
the  court  martial,  whether  the  punish- 
ment should  or  should  not  be  accom- 
panied with  hard  labour.  He  was  sure 
they  would  not  inflict  the  punishment 
unless  necessity  called  for  it. 


Question,  '^  That  the  words  '  wiihoiii 
hard  labour '  be  there  inserted/'  pat, 
and  negatived. 

Original  Question  pnt,  and  agred  U. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  9  (Disobedience  to  superior 
officer). 

On  the  Motion  of  Colonel  Stahlet, 
Amendment  in  page  4,  line  42,  after 
the  word  *'  officer,"  by  inserting  the 
words  **  in  such  a  manner  as  to  show  a 
wilful  defiance  of  authority." 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  19  (Drunkenness). 

Major  NOLAN  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  8,  line  25,  to  leave  out 
the  words  **  whether  on  duty  or  not" 
with  the  object  of  separating  the  punish- 
ment for  drunkenness  off  duty  from  that 
for  drunkenness  on  duty.  As  regarded 
the  latter,  he  proposed  to  leave  the  Bill 
untouched  ;  and  with  respect  to  the 
former,  he  desired  to  make  the  degree 
of  punishment  less  severe  than  it  was  at 
present.  A  soldier  would,  under  the 
Act,  be  liable  to  imprisonment  for  the 
first  time  he  was  found  drunk  off  dutj, 
though,  practically,  he  was  only  ad- 
mooished  for  the  first  two  or  three 
times.  It  was  left  quite  uncertain  whea 
he  would  be  punished,  and  that  nn- 
certainty  itself  was  an  evil  which  ehouU 
be  remedied.  He  regretted  that  seferal 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  the  opposite  aid^ 
who  had  promised  to  support  the  Amend* 
ment,  were  not,  owing  to  the  matter 
coming  on  suddenly,  in  their  places. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  8,  liB« 
25,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  whether 
on  duty  or  not." — {Major  Nolan,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  worJi 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
BiU." 

Colonel  STANLEY  thought  itirouM 
be  unadvisable  to  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. The  matter  had  been  carefiJl^ 
looked  at ;  and  it  had  been  coneidereo 
necessary  to  put  the  offence  of  drunkflt* 
ness  in  the  form — he  admitted  the  som** 
what  complicated  form — in  which  it  ap* 
peared  in  the  present  Bill ;  because,^  •■ 
the  law  at  present  stood,  the  Muti^ 
Act  and  the  Articles  of  War  were  not  d 
one  on  the  point.    The  Commander-in- 
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Ayes     82  ; 
(Div.  Liat, 


Cbi<^f  was,  in  all  these  cases,  the  Court 
of  First  Instance,  and  it  was  within  his 
discretion  to  decide  whether  or  not  each 
particular  offence  of  this  character  was 
g^ave  enough  to  he  sentfortrial.  Hecould 
not,  therefore,  accept  the  Amendment ; 
and  he  believed  that  the  proposals  he  had 
placed  on  the  Paper  would,  practically, 
meet  the  views  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman.  The  amount  of  difference 
between  them  was  extremely  small ;  and 
he  trusted,  after  his  explanation,  the 
Amendment  would  be  withdrawn. 

Question  put, 

The    House     divided  : 
Noes  25  :    Majority   57.  • 
No.  181.) 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  42  (Offences  punishable  by  or- 
dinary law). 

Mr.  PAENELL  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, at  the  end  of  clause,  to  add  the 
following  Proviso  : — 

"  That,  where  practicable,  every  person  sub- 
ject to  military  law  who  commits  any  of  the 
offences  mentioned  in  Schedule  of  this  Bill 

shall  bo  proceeded  against  before  a  civil  court  of 
competent  jurisdiction,  and,  on  conviction,  shall 
be  punished  in  accordance  with  the  provisions 
of  the  Statute  or  Statutes  dealing  with  such 
offence.'* 

Amendment  proposed. 

At  the  end  of  Clause  42,  to  insert  the  words 
"  Provided,  That,  where  practicable,  every  per- 
son subject  to  military  law  who  commits  any  of 
the  offences  mentioned  in  Schedule  of  this 
Bill  shall  be  proceeded  against  before  a  civil 
court  of  competent  jurisdiction,  and,  on  convic- 
tion, shall  be  punished  in  accordance  with  the 
provisions  of  the  statute  or  statutes  dealing  with 
such  offence." — (Jfr.  Farnell.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those 
words  be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  pointed  out  that 
this  was  already  provided  for  in  the 
last  section  of  the  clause — '^when  in 
Her  Majesty's  Dominions ;"  and  he  did 
not  thinlc  it  was  advisable  for  them  to 
go  any  further  than  that. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  PAKNELL  moved  to  insert  an 
Amendment,  the  object  of  which,  he  said, 
was  to  render  sub-section  h  more  intelligi- 
ble. Sub-section  h  provided  that  a  person 
subject  to  military  law  when  in  Her 
Majesty's  Dominions  might  be  tried  by 
any  competent  civil  court  for  any  offence 
for  which  he  would  be  triable  if  he  were 


not  subject  to  military  law.  He  pro- 
posed, in  page  17,  line  31 ,  to  strike  out 
the  word  **may"  in  this  sub-section, 
and  to  substitute  for  it  the  words  '^  shall 
when  practicable." 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  17,  line  31,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"  may,"  and  insert  the  words  "  shall  when 
practicable." — {Mr,  Farnell.) 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  word 
*  may '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
John  Hole£k)  opposed  the  Amendment, 
because,  instead  of  improving  the  clause, 
it  would  only  introduce  into  it  fresh  un- 
certainty and  difficulty. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  45  (Scale  of  punishments  by 
courts  martial). 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, with  the  view  of  abolishing  dis- 
tinction of  punishment  between  officers 
and  private  soldiers. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  18,  line 
20,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  in  the  case 
of  officers." — (J/r.  Sullivan.) 

Question  proposed,  **  Tliat  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Bill." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  as  a  general 
rule,  officers  and  men  were  on  the  same 
footing  with  regard  to  civil  crimes ;  but 
with  regard  to  military  offences  it  was 
different,  and  he  should  oppose  the 
Amendment. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  would  not 
put  the  House  to  the  trouble  of 
dividing. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  moved  an 
Amendment  in  page  19,  line  24,  in 
order  to  except  Cyprus  in  time  of  peace 
from  the  possibility  of  being  considered 
as  a  **  foreign  country  in  our  military 
occupation,"  in  which  the  punishments 
of  death  or  flogging  could  be  inflicted 
for  certain  military  offences. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  19,  line  24,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
**  service,"  the  words  "  except  in  Cyprus  in  time 
of  peace." — {Mr,  E,  SatnueUon.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 
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The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
John  Holkeb),  in  opposing  the  Amend- 
ment, said,  that  no  corporal  punishment 
was  inflicted  except  on  active  service  ; 
and  that,  therefore,  troops  serving  in 
Cyprus  in  time  of  peace  would  not  be 
liable  to  it.  He  saw  no  difficulty  in  con- 
struing the  paragraph.  Active  service 
meant  the  presence  of  a  soldier — 

''With  a  force  engag^ed  in  operations  in  a 
country  or  place  wholly  or  partly  occupied  by 
an  enemy" 


condition  certainly  not  fulfilled  in 
the  case  of  service  in  Cyprus.  There 
could  be  no  necessity  for  the  Amend- 
ment, as  our  occupation  of  Cyprus  was 
not  of  a  hostile  character. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  could  not  alto- 
gether concur  with  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  opposite.  In  his  opinion,  we 
were  in  military  occupation  of  the  Island. 
Further  than  that,  the  Bill  was  to  be 
interpreted  by  soldiers  and  not  by  lawyers ; 
and  it  should,  therefore,  be  most  explicit 
in  its  terms. 

Colonel  STANLEY  observed,  that 
the  highest  legal  authorities  had  held 
that  the  words  of  the  Bill  were  con- 
sistent with  the  interpretation  placed  on 
them  by  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General ;  and  he  (Colonel 
Stanley)  fully  agreed  with  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend's  opinion  that  the  Amend- 
ment was  unnecessary. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  moved  to  add 
at  the  end  of  the  clause  a  Proviso  to  the 
effect  that  no  corporal  punishment  should 
be  inflicted  on  soldiers  whilst  in  friendly 
occupation  of  foreign  countries. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  19,  line  34,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"  days,**  the  words  "  Provided,  That  no  ooiporal 
punishment  shall  be  inflicted  on  soldiers  while 
m  friendly  occupation  of  a  foreign  country." — 
{Mr.  H  Samuehon.) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  could 
not  accept  the  Amendment,  because  the 
words  were  not  required,  as  corporal 
punishment  could  not  be  inflicted,  ex- 
cept on  active  service,  and  soldiers  in 
friendly  Occupation  were  not  on  active 
service. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 


Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  (for  Mr.  E. 
Jenkins)  moved  the  addition  of  the  fol- 
lowing Proviso— 

"That  in  time  of  peace  within  the  United 
Kingdom  no  officer  or  soldier  shall  be  kept  in 
arrest  and  without  trial  for  a  longer  period  than 
eight  days,  without  the  written  order  of  the 
Commander  in  Chief  ezpressing^the  grounds  oa 
which  the  continuation  of  the  arrest  and  delay 
of  trial  are  ordered." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  21,  line  16,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"  custody,"  the  words  "Provided,  That  in  time 
of  peace  within  the  United  Kingdom  no  officer 
or  soldier  shall  be  kept  in  arrest  and  without 
trial  for  a  longer  perioKl  than  eight  days,  without 
the  written  order  of  the  Commander  in  Chief 
expressing  the  g^unds  on  which  the  continua- 
tion of  the  arrest  and  delay  of  trial  are  ordered." 
—{Mr.  O'ShaughrtMsy.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  the  Amend- 
ment was  wholly  unnecessary,  as  its  sab- 
stance  was  contained  in  Clause  6. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  PAENELL  moved  the  insertion, 
at  end  of  Clause  45,  after  sub-section  8, 
of  words  providing  that  a  Volunteer 
should  not  be  liable  under  any  circam- 
stances  to  be  sentenced  by  court  martial 
to  penal  servitude,  imprisonment,  or 
corporal  punishment.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said,  that  by  Clause  164  Volunteers 
were  made  subject  to  the  same  law  on 
active  service  as  the  Begular  Forces, 
and  he  thought  they  ought  not  to  be 
subject  to  any  but  the  civil  law. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  20,  at  the  end  of  Clauae  45,  to  insert 
the  words  "  A  volunteer  shall  not  be  liable  to 
be  sentenced  by  a  court  martial  under  any  cir- 
cumstances to  the  punishment  of  penal  serri- 
tude,  imprisonment  with  hard  labour,  or  cor- 
poral punishment." — {Mr.  Darnell.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  did  not  think 
that  these  words  were  necessary,  because 
it  would  be  borne  in  mind  that  words 
had  been  inserted  in  the  Bill  to  the  effect 
that  a  Volunteer  when  on  active  service 
should  not  come  under  severer  punish- 
ment without  having  fuUy  understood, 
before  he  incurred  that  liability,  that  he 
did  so  incur  it.  It  was  not  desirable  to 
make    distinctions    between    different 
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branches  of  the  SerTice  as  suggested  by 
the  Amendment. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  sup- 
ported the  Amendment,  so  far  as  re- 
garded corporal  punishment,  and  hoped 
the  Government  would  protect  a  Volun- 
teer soldier  from  liability  to  the  very 
degrading  punishment  of  the  lash.  It 
was  really  quite  unnecessary,  for  they 
had  not  to  deal  with  desperate,  unwill- 
ing soldiers  in  the  Volunteers ;  and,  on 
the  other  hand,  this  liability  might  deter 
many  from  giving  their  aid  as  Volunteer 
soldiers. 

Mr.  A.  H.  BROWN  regarded  the 
Amendment  as  unnecessary. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  moved  to  amend 
the  Amendment  so  that  the  Volunteers 
could  only  be  exempted  from  corporal 
punishment. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  the 
words  "  the  punishment  of  penal  servi- 
tude, imprisonment  with  hard  labour, 
or."— (i/r.  Sullivan,) 

Mr.  FABNELL  expressed  his  will- 
ingness to  alter  his  Amendment  so  as 
only  to  exempt  Volunteers  from  being 
sentenced  to  corporal  punishment. 

Question,  ''That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  proposed 
Amendment,"  put,  and  negatived, 

Mr.  monk  supported  the  Amend- 
ment with  that  limitation. 

Mr.  morgan  LLOYD  also  sup- 
ported the  exemption  of  corporal  punish- 
ment only. 

Sir  CHARLES  RUSSELL  said,  he 
had  always  heard  the  Volunteers  say 
that  if  they  were  ever  called  upon  to 
serve  in  the  field  they  would  like  to  be 
placed  on  exactly  the  same  footing  as  the 
Begular  Army.  He  was  quite  sure  they 
would  never  be  subjected  to  corporal 
punishment,  for  he  believed  they  would 
never  put  themselves  in  the  position  to 
require  its  infliction. 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  strongly  de- 
murred to  the  opinion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Baronet  the  Member  for  West- 
mmster  (Sir  Charles  Russell).  He 
doubted  whether  men  of  education  in 
the  Volunteer  Force  would  be  content 
to  be  placed  on  the  same  level  as  what 
had  been  called  gaol-birds. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he  was 
sure  that  if  the  Volunteers  never  com- 
mitted the  offence  for  which  the  punish- 


ment could  be  inflicted  they  would  never 
receive  it ;  but  if  they  did  commit  such 
an  offence,  then  they  deserved  it.  . 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  characterized  this  as 
a  piece  of  sophistry.  [".Oh!"]  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  denied  there 
was  iLny  force  in  it,  when  others  wished 
to  make  officers  liable  to  the  same 
punishments  as  soldiers. 

Sir  henry  JAMES  supported  the 
Amendment,  saying  there  had  been  no 
reason  for  exempting  officers  from  the 
liability  to  corporal  punishment  which 
did  not  apply  equally  to  the  case  of 
Volunteers. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  urged 
that  the  Amendment  was  worthy  of  the 
favourable  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. It  had  been  an  argument  used 
by  hon.  Members  on  the  Ministerial  side 
of  the  House,  in  support  of  the  lash,  that 
it  was  a  necessity  in  consequence  of  the 
bad  class  of  men  that  got  into  the  Army ; 
but  that  with  a  better  class  of  men  it 
might  be  done  away  with.  Now,  they 
could  not  hope  to  get  a  better  class  of 
men  in  their  Army  than  the  Volunteers ; 
and,  therefore,  if  the  Amendment  were 
rejected,  the  Government  would  be  de- 
claring that,  no  matter  how  good  a  class 
of  men  the  Army  might  contain,  the  lash 
should  not  be  abolished.  He  also 
charged  the  Government  with  inconsis- 
tency in  resisting  the  Amendment.  On 
the  previous  evening,  they  stated  there 
would  be  no  necessity  for  floji^ging  if  the 
material  of  our  Army  was  of  the  same 
class  as  that  of  Germany,  while  they  now 
proposed  to  flog  the  Volunteers,  who 
were  soldiers  of  an  iltte  class. 

Mr.  BIRLEY  reminded  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  who  had  last  spoken 
(Sir  William  Harcourt)  of  the  inconve- 
nience of  having  in  the  field  an  Army 
subject  to  two  different  systems.  There 
would  be  some  force  in  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  if  all 
our  Forces  were  of  the  same  class  as  the 
Volunteers ;  but  while  an  Army  was 
composed  of  different  classes  it  was  ne- 
cessary they  should  be  all  under  the 
same  law.  It  was  to  be  hoped  the  Go- 
vernment would  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  it  was  useless 
to  remind  the  Gt>vernment  of  their  in- 
consistency. The  fact  was  that  flogging 
had  become  the  great  Conservative 
Party  cry.  The  Government  stuck  to 
flogging,  simply  because  they  had  nailed 
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thoir  colours  to  the  mast,  and  vers  de-  i  House  with  any  remarliB.    It  i 


termined  to  abide 

Me.  W.  E.  DENISON  was  a  Volun- 
teer officer  of  20  years'  standing,  and 
he  knew  that  the  feeling  of  Volunteer-^ 
was  that  there  should  he  no  dintiDctioii 
between  the  treatment  of  Volunteers  or\ 
active  Hervice  and  ordinary  soldiers. 

Mb.  WHITWELL  would  oppose  the 
clause,  as  he  disapproved  altogcthor  of 
flogging,  and  more  especially  for  Volun- 

CoLosEL  BOTJSFIELD  considered 
that  the  same  punishment  in  the  field 
should  apply  to  all  branches  of  the  Ser- 
vice. Heheld  that  if  a  Volunteer,  when 
brigaded  with  the  Regulars,  committed 
an  oiTence  to  which  military  law  attached 
^oggi"S>  he  ought  to  be  flogged,  if  he 
deserved  it. 

Question  put, 
"That  the  words  'avotunteiT  shall  not  be 
liable  to  be  aentenced  by  a  court  mnrtial  under 
BD}' oircumatuncos  to  corporal  puoishiuent '  be 
there  iueetted.'' 

The  House  rfiVfrferf:— Ayes  60;  Noes 
143 :  Majority  83.— {Div.  List,  No.  182.^ 

Me.  PARNELL  moved  the  insertion, 
at  end  of  Clause  43,  of  the  sub-section — 

'  >A  female  camp-follower  shall  not  ba  linbla 
to  be  senteaced  by  court  martial  to  corporal 
puniBhmunt." 

Amendment  agreed  to;  sub-section  in- 
ter ted  accordingly. 

Mr.  PARNELL,  in  the  hope  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Qentlemau  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  agree 
to  some  limitation  of  the  number  of 
times  a  sohlier  should  be  liable  to  cor- 
poral punishmtnt,  moved  the  addition 
of  the  following  sub-sertion  at  the  end 
of  Clause  45:—"  A  soldier  shall  not  bo 
sentenced  to  vorpural  punishment  more 
than  once  in  six  month k." 
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lent  proposeil, 

At  the 

d  of  Clause  45,  to 

insert  the  wordH 
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possible  to  insure  that  a  man  i 
not  commit  a  crime  twice  within  a  pariod 
of  six  months,  and,  therefore,  he  «nU 

not  assent  to  the  proposed  Amendnunt 
Question,  "  That  those  words  be  thsn 
inserted,"  put,  and  negaliied. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  that  there  had 
boen  evidence  presented  to  the  Com- 
mittee, duriug  the  discUBBion  upon  tho 
Bill,  that  no  uniformity  existed  with 
regard  to  the  cats  used  throughout  tht 
Army  and  the  Nary.  His  opinion  nu, 
therefore,  that  one  pattern  should  bs 
adopted,  and  that  it  should  be  niUont 
knots.  It  would  be  rememhared  thit, 
although  it  had  been  stated  that  thsrs 
were  no  knots  in  the  Admiralty  cats,  it 
had  turned  out  that  most  of  them  had 
knots.  He  trusted  the  Govennnenl 
would  show  their  sense  of  the  evidenes 
whiiili  had  been  adduced  with  refereau 
to  this  point,  by  agreeing  to  his  Motioi 
to  add  tho  following  eub-sectioa  st  ths 
end  of  Clause  45:— 

"  The  instrument  to  bo  used  in  the  LnBietka 

of  corporal  iiuniahment  ahall  be  a  cat-o'-ains- 

taila  actordiDit  to  the  scaled  pattern  ippcand 

by  the  First  Lord  ol  the  Admiralty,  datiJtbs 

seventh  ijay  of  December,  one  thoosand  B^ 

hundred  and  sevpntv-acven.  from  tha  Beji 

Murine  Omef,   nnd  endorwd   W.  J.  BoduT- 

D.A.O.,  but  without  knots." 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  Clause  4j,  to  insert  the  mit 

"The   inalrumcnt    lo    be    uaed    in    the  ialli»- 

tion   of   corporiil  punishment  ehnll  be  a  E*t> 

o' -nine-tails  according  to   the  sealed  pitttn 

a|>]>Toved  by  tho  First  Lord  of  tho  AdminllT, 

dated  the  Rcvcnth  day  of  December,  one  tlnM- 

•l  eight  hundred  and  seventy-seven,  from  tin 

,-ul    Jlnrine    Uflice.    and    endorsed   W.  I. 

D.A.U.,  but   without  knoti-'M*- 


Mr.  NEWDEGATE  opposed  the 
Ameiidnient,  on  the  ground  that  it  ap- 
peared to  reverse  tho  principle  of  the 
ordinary  criminal  law  of  the  country. 

CoLONKL  STANLEY  said,  he  had  es- 
pressed  his  opinion  on  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
I'arnell)  only  a  few  days  ago,  and  should, 
therefore,  not  occupy  the  time  of  the 
^      Mr.  Sylandt 


Question  proposed.  "  That  those  woidl 
be  there  iusurted." 

R  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  wid, 
id  not  think  llic  Amendment  appiO> 
o  to  the  Ai-t ;  but  considerwl  tlist  it 
n'ould  bo  satisfaetory  to  have  soms  tt- 
sunince  that  the  character  of  the  puoisli- 
inent  should  not  differ  as  between  tita 
.\.rniy  and  the  Navy.  As  he  undentoM 
(he  matter,  a  certain  cat  was  used  iailu 
Navy  without  knots,  and  that  ia  Ibf 
Army,  and  fur  the  Marines  when  thef 
were  on  shore,  a  knotted  cat  was  in  n<& 
He  could  see  no  reason  why  the  punish- 
ment in  the  Army  should  be  moresevU* 
than  it  was  in  the  Navy.  Why  should 
aMarine  when  onboard  ahipbeponishtd 
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with  one  instraxnent,  and  when  on  land 
with  another  ?  There  was  obviously  no 
reason  for  this  difference,  and  he  thought 
it  would  be  well  that  equality  of  punish- 
ment should  be  assured. 

CoLONBL  STANLEY  replied,  that  he 
had  previously  promised  that  a  pattern 
should  be  sealed,  in  order  that  there 
might  be  uniformity  with  regard  to  the 
instruments  of  punishment.  He  agreed 
with  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  that  it 
would  not  be  well  to  insert  these  matters 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament.  With  respect 
to  uniformity  of  punishment  between 
the  two  Services,  he  could  not,  of  course, 
speak  off-hand  as  to  what  might  be  done 
by  the  Admiralty,  but  would  confer  with 
his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith) 
on  the  question.  There  was,  he  thought, 
a  good  deal  in  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member,  although  he 
could  not  give  a  positive  promise  at  that 
moment  in  the  direction  indicated. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  said,  there  had 
been  much  confusion  in  the  minds  of 
the  Members  of  the  Government  as  to 
the  "cats"  used  in  the  Navy.  That 
was  strange,  seeing  that  they  had  two 
hon.  and  gallant  Admirals  at  hand  to 
inform  them  on  the  subject,  one  being 
the  fog-horn  of  the  Government — the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Stirling- 
shire (Sir  William  Edmonstone) — and 
the  other  the  amiable  figure-head  of  the 
Treasury  Bench — the  hon.  and  gallant 
Admiralthe  Member  for  Portsmouth.  [Sir 
Jak£S  Elphinstone:  I  am  not  an  Ad- 
miral.] Those  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
bers could,  at  least,  have  given  a  clear 
explanation  upon  this  point  to  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  who  would  thereby 
have  been  freed  from  the  miserable  plight 
he  was  put  in  at  the  moment.  The  punish- 
ment should  be  equally  gentle  for  both 
soldiers  and  sailors,  and  the  most  gentle 
"  cat''  he  (Mr.  Macdonald)  knew  was  the 
Army  cat.  He  denied,  however,  that 
the  cat  produced  was  the  cat  used  in  the 
Navy  at  the  present  time.  He  had, 
himself,  when  on  the  Pacific  Coast,  only 
about  three  years  ago,  been  assured  by 
an  officer  in  Her  Majesty's  Fleet  that 
the  cat  used  on  board  the  ships  on  the 
station  had  nine  tails,  and  nine  knots 
upon  each  tail,  whereas  the  Admiralty 
cat  produced  had  no  knots.  If  there 
were  to  be  knots  at  all,  they  should  be 
used  equally  for  the  soldier  and  for  the 
sailor.    He  trusted  that  the  hon.  Mem- 


ber for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell)  would  press 
his  Amendment  to  a  Division. 

Mb.  CALLAN  reminded  the  House 
that  an  assurance  had  been  given,  in  the 
course  of  the  preceding  discussions,  that 
the  cat  in  use  in  the  Army  had  no  knots 
in  it;  but  that  it  had  turned  out  that 
the  cat  in  use  in  the  Army  and  the  Eoyal 
Marines  on  shore  was  knotted.  The 
only  sealed  cat  in  the  Service  was  the 
'^Marine  cat,"  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell)  wished  that  cat 
to  be  used  in  the  Army,  but  without 
knots.  He  trusted  his  hon.  Friend 
would  persist  in  dividing  the  House, 
until  he  had  ascertained  who  were  in 
favour  of  knots  and  who  were  against 
them. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  moved 
the  omission  from  the  proposed  Amend- 
ment of  the  words — 

**A  cat-o' -nine-tails  according  to  the  sealed 
pattern  approved  by  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty, dated  the  seventh  day  of  December, 
one  thousand  eight  hundred  and  soventy-nine, 
from  the  Hoyal  Marine  Office,  and  endorsed 
W.  J.  Rodney,  D.A.G.,  but" 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment, 

To  leave  out  all  the  words  after  the  words 
**  shall  be,"  in  lino  1,  to  the  word  "  but,*'  in  line 
6,  inclusive. — (Sir  Charles  W,  Dilke.) 

Sir  henry  HA V BLOCK  said,  the 
Amendment  went  in  the  direction  which 
he  himself  had  indicated  as  desirable, 
not  with  the  object  of  diminishing  the 
punishment,  but  to  prevent  its  being  left 
in  the  hands  of  individuals  to  be  made 
more  severe  in  one  case  than  in  another. 
It  was,  in  his  opinion,  perfectly  sensible 
and  perfectly  practicable.  He  could  not 
see,  if  corporal  punishment  was  going 
to  be  maintained,  why  the  Act  should 
not  regulate  the  character  of  the  instru- 
ment by  which  it  would  be  inflicted.  He 
felt  it  was  right  to  insist,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell)  had 
insisted,  that,  during  the  short  time  that 
in  his  opinion  this  punishment  would 
endure,  it  should  be  regulated  both  on 
sea  and  on  land  in  a  manner  which 
would  prevent  its  being  varied  at  the 
caprice  of  individuals. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  felt  him- 
self bound  to  vote  for  the  Amendment. 
He  thought  the  House  was  entitled  to 
have  an  assurance  from  the  Government 
that  the  instrument  of  punishment  used 
in  the  Army  would  not  be  more  severe 
than  that  used  in  the  Navy. 
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Mr.  chamberlain  said,  every- 
body  had  admitted  that  the  *' Marine 
cat  "  was  the  most  severe  of  all  the  in- 
struments exhibited  to  hon.  Members  of 
the  House.  It  was  not  pretended  that 
the  Army  required  a  more  severe  instru- 
ment than  the  Navy,  and  the  instrument 
for  the  Navy  had  been  submitted  to,  and 
approved  by,  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty. What  possible  reason,  there- 
fore, could  there  be  that  the  right  lion, 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  should  not  tell  the  House 
that  he  was  prepared  to  accept  that  in- 
strument ? 

Mr.  BIGGAR  said,  that  notwith- 
standing the  extent  of  the  humanity 
claimed  by  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on  the 
Treasury  Bench,  they  always  seemed  to 
hold  out  for  the  extreme  amount  of  tor- 
ture that  could  by  any  possibility  be  in- 
flicted. The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  assured  hon.  Members,  when 
the  Bill  was  in  Committee,  that  ho  would 
make  the  punishment  as  moderate  as 
possible ;  but  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  thought 
it  might  be  assumed  that  it  was  intended 
to  make  the  instrument  of  torture  quite 
as  severe  as  that  used  heretofore  in  the 
Army.  Thanks  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundalk  (Mr.  Callan),  the  House  had 
gained  an  insight  into  the  way  affairs  of 
this  kind  were  manipulated,  and  one 
result  of  the  hon.  Member's  inquiry  had 
been  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  been 
constrained  to  come  forward  and  apolo- 
gize for  having  misled  the  Committee 
as  to  the  facts  relating  to  the  cats.  If 
some  stipulation  wore  not  now  made, 
when  the  Mutiny  Bill  of  next  Session 
was  brought  forward,  another  debate 
would  certainly  take  place  upon  the  sub- 
ject.  He  would  suggest  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  adopt  for  use  in  the 
Army  the  cat  without  knots,  with  the 
object  of  making  the  punishment  as 
moderate  as  possible. 

Mr.  FABNELL  said,  he  was  ready 
to  accept  the  modification  of  the  Amend- 
ment as  proposed  by  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Memoer  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke) ;  but,  in  doing  so,  wished  to 
point  out  the  mistake  which  had  been 
made  in  postponing  the  consideration  of 
these  matters  until  the  Report.  The 
Government,  now  feeling  that  they  could 
pass  the  Bill  through  the  House  by  a 
majority,  refused  the  slightest  conces- 


sion; whereas,  had  this  Amendment 
been  proposed  in  Committee,  he  (Mr. 
Farnell)  felt  sure  that  it  would  have 
been  accepted.  The  question  was  thii. 
The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gbntleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  hid 
stated  that  the  Army  cat  had  no  knota. 
It  had  since  appeared  that  the  Ann/ 
cat  had  knots.  All  that  was  asked  by 
the  Amendment  was,  that  he  should 
adopt  the  cat  without  knots,  and  make 
the  pattern  uniform  throughout  the 
Army.  K  this  was  not  agreed  to,  it 
would  go  forth  to  the  country  that  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  insisted  upon 
retaining,  as  the  instrument  of  tortore^ 
a  cat  that  had  knots,  and  which  miglit 
be  of  any  pattern  that  the  commanding 
officer  might  think  proper. 

Question,  *'  That  the  words  proposed 
to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the  Qaes- 
tion,"  put,  and  negatived. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  propoeed, 

"  That  the  instrument  to  be  used  in  thein^ 
fliction  of  corporal  X)uni8hment  shall  be  withfloft 
knots." 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  reminded  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  thit 
he  had  warned  him  not  to  give  way  to 
the  blandishments  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  and  yield  the  advantage 
they  had  in  Committee.  However,  thef 
could  renew  the  struggle  next  springi 
when  the  Continuance  Bill  came  up. 
He  had  no  doubt  that  the  Grovemmeoft 
were  influenced  to  maintain  the  lash  hj 
a  feeling  of  pride  ;  but  could  not  help 
thinking  that  they  would  next  yeir 
generously  abandon  it.  It  seemed  to  him 
better  that  the  Amendment  should  bo 
withdrawn  entirely,  and  that  a  statutoiy 
definition  of  the  instrument  should  be 
given  in  the  Schedule.  It  was  suidj 
anomalous  to  deal  with  the  subject  of 
punishment  without  attempting  to  define 
the  instrument  by  which  it  was  to  be 
iuiiictod.  He  suggested  that  the  lashee 
should  not  exceed  12  inches  in  length, 
and  that  the  handle  should  not  exceed 
eight  inches  in  length  and  four  ooBcei 
in  weight. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  —  Ayes  54  ; 
Noes  137:  Majority  83.— (Div.  IM 
No.  183.) 

Mr.  PAENELL  moved  as  an  Amend- 
ment that,  at  the  end  of  Clause  45,  the 
following  sub-section  be  inserted — 
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(Manner  of  infliction.) 

**  SentenoeB  of  corporal  punifthment  shall  be 
inflicted  in  manner  directed  by  rules,  to  be  is- 
Bued  hj  a  Secretary  of  State,  and  care  shall  be 
taken  that  the  infliction  of  such  punishment 
shall  not  be  continued  after  the  skin  is  broken, 
or  blood  drawn,  and  that  no  flogging  In  front  is 
permitted,  and  that  if  the  infliction  of  a  sentence 
of  corporal  punishment  is  stopped  for  any  cause, 
before  completion,  it  shall  not  be  afterwards 
completed.'* 

Daring  the  course  of  these  debates,  it 
had  been  stated  by  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  the  Member  for  the  County  of 
Waterford  (Lord  Charles  Beresford)  that 
he  had  never  seen  the  skin  broken  in 
flogging,  although  he  had  seen  many  in- 
stances of  flogging.  There  was  also  the 
testimony  of  other  hon.and  gallant  OfRcers 
who  stated  that  they  had  not  only  fre- 
quently seen  the  skin  broken,  but  blood 
drawn,  and  particles  of  flesh  flying  about. 
If  the  Oovernment  desired  to  follow  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  the  Member  for 
the  County  of  Waterford,  who  was  a 
Naval  officer  of  considerable  distinction, 
in  his  testimony  as  to  how  flogging  was  to 
be  restricted,  he  would  ask  them  to  ac- 
cept the  Amendment  which  he  (Mr.  Far- 
nell)  now  proposed,  and  to  provide  that 
if  the  infliction  of  a  sentence  of  corporal 
punishment  was  stopped  for  any  cause 
whatever  before  its  completion  it  should 
not  afterwards  be  completed.  Sentences 
had  been  frequently  stopped,  because  a  | 
man  had  not  been  able  to  bear  the 
punishment,  and  it  was  not  right  that 
he  should  be  afterwards  brought  out  to 
suffer  the  rest  of  his  penalty.  Such  a 
proceeding  was  calculated  to  inflict 
grievous  torture  which  no  man  should 
be  called  upon  to  endure.  With  regard  to 
flogging  in  front,  he  did  not  apprehend 
that  it  would  be  permitted  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances  ;  but  he  knew  that  it 
had  taken  place  under  somewhat  extra- 
ordinary circumstances.  It  had  taken 
place  where  martial  law  had  been  pro- 
claimed, and  he  would  not  be  surprised 
if  Zulus  who  happened  to  be  caught 
were  flogged  in  that  way.  He  thought 
it  was  exceedingly  desirable  that  they 
should  provide  in  that  Act  of  Parliament 
that  flogging  was  to  be  used  as  little  as 
possible  as  a  torture,  and,  therefore,  he 
begged  to  move  the  sub-section  which 
Btood  in  his  name. 

Amendment  proposed, 

At  the  end  of  Clause  45,  to  insert  the  words 
"Sentences  of  corporal  punishment  shall  be 
inflicted  in  manner  directed  by  rules  to  be  issued 
^  a  Secretary  of  State,  and  care  shall  be  taken 


that  the  infliction  of  such  punishment  shall  not 
be  continued  after  the  skin  is  broken  or  blood 
drawn,  and  that  no  flogging  in  front  is  permitted, 
and  that  if  the  infliction  of  a  sentence  of  corpo- 
ral punishment  is  stopped  for  any  cause  before 
completion,  it  shall  not  be  afterwards  completed." 
— (Jfr.  Pamell.) 

Question  proposed,  '*That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  wished  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell)  to  un- 
derstand that  it  did  not  at  all  follow  that 
because  the  Government  objected  to  the 
insertion  of  this  sub-section  in  the 
Bill  they  would  sanction  the  practice 
against  which  the  Amendment  was  di- 
rected. Undoubtedly,  they  would  not ; 
but  the  objection  to  the  insertion  of  the 
sub-section  in  the  Bill  was  owing  to  rea- 
sons which  he  had  already  explained, 
lie  would  repeat  that  he  coidd  not  accept 
the  Amendment,  because  it  would  be  im- 
possible to  describe  all  the  circumstances 
under  which  punishment  could  be  in- 
flicted; and  it  would  be  impossible  to 
provide  that  no  punishment  should  be 
continued  after  the  skin  had  been  broken 
or  the  blood  drawn.  He  was  bound  to 
say  that,  so  far  as  his  experience  went, 
he  had  never  seen  blood  drawn.  With 
regard  to  flogging  in  front,  he  would  ask 
the  hon.  Member  to  state  any  case,  within 
the  last  50  years,  in  which  that  had  been 
permitted ;  for  his  own  part,  he  had 
never  heard  of  the  practice.  He  would 
not  go  as  far  as  to  say  that  it  had  not 
occurred;  but  he  would  only  say  that 
he  had  never  heard  of  it  except  from  the 
hon.  Member.  With  regard  to  the  part  of 
the  Amendment  relating  to  the  comple- 
tion of  sentences  of  corporal  punishment 
which  had  once  been  stopped,  he  knew 
of  no  cause,  nor  did  he  think  it  possible 
that  a  case  could  occur,  why  a  man 
should  be  taken  to  a  hospital  and  then 
brought  out  to  receive  the  remainder  of 
his  sentence.  Such  a  thing  would  be  con 
trary  to  the  custom  of  the  Service,  and  he 
believed  it  would  be  positively  illegal. 

Mb.  H.  SAMUELSON  observed,  that 
it  appeared  to  him  that  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  objected  to  that  part  of 
the  Amendment  which  stated  that  blood 
was  not  to  be  drawn.  He  thought  that 
if  they  were  to  have  their  flesh  it 
would  be  as  well  to  have  their  blood 
also.  Perhaps  the  objection  might 
be  met  by  leaving  out  all  the  words 
after  the  word  **  State,"  thus  provid- 
ing that  sentences  of  corporal  punish- 
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ment  were  to  be  inflicted  in  the  man- 
ner directed  by  rules  to  be  issued  by 
a  Secretary  of  State.  He  begged  to 
move  that  all  the  words  be  omitted  after 
the  word  "  State  "  in  the  Amendment. 

Sib  henry  HAVELOCK  seconded 
the  Amendment.  He  conceived  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  do  well 
to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Pamell)  as 
amended  in  the  manner  proposed.  He 
could  not  see  any  reason  at  all  why,  if 
this  punishment  were  to  be  retained,  it 
should  not  be  regulated  by  all  the  means 
in  their  power.  There  did  not  seem  to 
him  to  be  any  shadow  of  reason  why  it 
should  not  be  provided  that  the  punish- 
ment was  only  to  be  inflicted  in  accord- 
ance with  rules  laid  down  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  It  was  a  reasonable  and 
a  practical  suggestion,  and  on  those 
grounds  he  recommended  it  to  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War.  The  adoption  of 
the  proposal  would  not  limit  the  punish- 
ment ;  it  could  only  prevent  it  from  being 
abused.  He  could  see  no  reason  why  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  should 
not  assent  to  so  reasonable  a  proposition. 
It  had  been  decided  to  retain  corporal 
punishment  for  reasons  with  which  he 
did  not  agree ;  but,  that  being  so,  he 
thought  that  it  should  be  recognized  that 
the  manner  of  its  infliction  should  be  re- 
gulated as  well  as  the  punishment  itself 
being  authorized.  There  would  be  no 
difficulty  at  all  for  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  draw  up  rules  regu- 
lating in  detail  the  application  of  the 
punishment  in  the  same  manner  as  he 
was  going  to  draw  up  rules  regulating  the 
procedure  of  Courts  of  Inquiry.  They 
desired  that  while  this  punishment  was 
retained  as  a  matter  of  necessity,  although 
for  reasons  with  which  many  of  them  did 
not  agree,  that,  at  all  events,  the  evil 
attendant  on  the  punishment  should  be 
prevented,  and  they  should  preclude 
the  punishment  from  being  used  capri- 
ciously. 

Amendment  proposed  to  the  said  pro- 
posed Amendment,  to  leave  out  all  the 
words  after  the  word  "  State,"  in  line  2, 
to  the  end  of  the  Question. — {Mr,  H, 
SamueUon,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
proposed  to  oe  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
proposed  Amendment." 

Mr,  H,  SamueUon 


Colonel  ARBUTHNOT  thought  it 
would  expedite  Business  if  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  agreed  to  the 
clause  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  Parnell),  in  the  manner  in  which 
it  was  now  proposed  to  be  amended. 

Mr.  MILBANK  wished  to  ask  a 
question  of  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War,  with  reference  to  flogging  with 
the  left  hand  as  well  as  with  the  right. 
Sentences  of  corporal  punishment  were, 
according  to  the  Amendment,  to  be  in- 
flicted in  the  manner  directed  by  rules 
drawn  up  by  a  Secretary  of  State.  The 
practice  now  was  that  men  were  flogged 
beginning  with  the  right  hand,  and  when 
a  man  had  received  a  certain  number  of 
cuts  from  the  lash  from  a  right-handed 
man,  a  left-handed  man — usually  a 
drummer  in  the  Infantry,  and  a  farrier 
in  the  Cavalry — was  put  on  to  give  him 
the  remaining  quantity  of  lashes.  The 
consequence  of  that  practice  was,  what 
was  known  in  the  Army  a^  *'  cross-cuts." 
He  had  observed  that  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  the  Member  for  the  County 
of  Waterford  (Lord  Charles  Beresford), 
in  the  Division  which  had  just  taken 
place  had  voted  with  the  minority.  He 
would  like  to  know  from  him  whether 
he  was  speaking  correctly  in  what  he 
said  ?  His  opinion  was  that  when  a  man 
had  received  some  20  lashes  from  a  cat 
with  knots  the  skin  was  broken.  It 
was  another  question  whether  blood 
flowed,  for  that  would  probably  happen 
after  three  or  four  cuts ;  but  he  main- 
tained that  after  the  skin  was  broken 
a  man  ought  to  be  cut  down  from  the 
triangles,  and  let  off  the  remainder  of 
the  punishment.  If  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  the  Member  for  Waterford 
was  in  his  place,  perhaps  he  would  in- 
form the  House  whether  he  was  in 
favour  of  corporal  punishment  being  in- 
flicted under  rules  directed  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  For  his  part,  he  (Mr. 
Milbank;  could  assure  the  right  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  that  he  had  seen  the  skin 
broken  many  times,  and  he  knew  many 
officers  now  serving  in  the  Army  who 
had  also  seen  it. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  that 
his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
have  no  objection  to  adopting  the 
Amendment,  if  all  the  words  after 
'*  Secretary  of  State  "  were  struck  out. 
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Mb.  FAENELL  said,  that  he  would 
be  very  happy  to  agree  to  the  Amend- 
ment proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Frome  (Mr.  H.  Samuelson).  He  merely 
wished  to  suggest  to  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  that  these  rules  should 
be  laid  before  the  House. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  said,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  perfectly 
right  in  saying  that  flogging  in  front 
had  been  abandoned.  He  believed  it 
had  been  abandoned  for  something  like 
40  years;  but  it  did  exist  for  a  long 
time.  He  thought  that  the  mode  of 
flogging  required  regulation,  for  there 
were  several  practices  —  there  was 
floggii^g  half-length  and  flogging  three- 
quarter-length,  the  latter  of  which  was 
of  a  very  much  more  severe  character 
than  the  former.  If  the  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  was  about  to  issue 
instructions  upon  the  subject  of  flogging, 
he  hoped  he  would  insert,  amongst  the 
directions,  that  the  officer  who  was 
present  at  every  act  of  punishment 
should  direct  that  flogging  should  only 
he  half-length.  In  that  case,  the  injury 
would  not  be  so  severe,  and  the  danger 
to  the  sufferer  was  not  so  great  as 
that  incurred  by  three-quarter-length ; 
and,  above  all,  he  should  instruct  that 
there  should  be  right-handed  and  left- 
handed  flogging. 

Mb.  BIG  gar  was  sorry  that  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Pamell)  had  agreed  to  the  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Frome  (Mr.  H. 
Samuelson),  for  it  was  his  conviction 
that  hon.  and  right  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
the  Treasury  Bench  were  disposed  to 
inflict  very  cruel  punishments.  For  his 
part,  he  expected  that  the  rules  that 
would  be  framed  by  the  three  right  hon. 
Gentlemen  who  had  charge  of  the  dif- 
ferent Departments  of  the  Prisons,  the 
Army,  and  the  Navy,  with  reference  to 
flogging,  would  permit  all  the  cruelties 
that  could  be  inflicted.  He  fully  ex- 
pected that  the  joint  labours  of  those 
three  right  hon.  Gentlemen  would  end 
in  the  infliction  of  every  cruelty  that  was 
possible. 

LoBD  0HAELB8  BEEESFORD 
thonght  there  had  been  some  misunder- 
standing with  regard  to  this  matter.  He 
had  been  asked  why  he  voted  against 
the  Government  just  now  ?  He  did  so, 
because  he  understood  that  the  question 


was  whether  the  cat  to  be  used  for 
flogging  was  to  have  knots.  He  really 
thought  there  must  be  some  mistake 
with  regard  to  this  matter,  for  he  did 
not  believe  that  any  hon.  Gentlemen  on 
those  Benches  would  vote  for  a  cat  with 
knots.  If  there  was  any  doubt  upon  the 
matter,  it  would  be  far  better  to  put  in 
a  clause  to  the  effect  that  there  should 
be  no  knots  in  the  cat. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Amendment,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Mr.  PABNELL  moved,  to  add,  at  end 
of  Clause  45,  the  following  sub-section :  — 

(Annual  returns  of  sentences  of  flogging.) 

**  Kctums  shall  be  annually  laid  before  Par- 
liament uf  all  sentences  of  flogging  which  have 
been  inflicted  in  whole  or  in  part,  specifying  the 
number  of  lashes  and  the  nature  of  the  offence.* ' 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  sub-section  in- 
serted accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  in  Clause 
46,  page  20,  line  20,  to  leave  out  all  the 
words  from  the  beginning  of  the  line 
to  the  end  of  line  27. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  struck 
out  accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  47  (Power  of  commanding 
officer). 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  in  page 
21,  line  36,  after  sub-section  (c),  to 
insert,  as  a  further  paragraph — 

**  Where  the  charp:e  is  against  a  soldier  for 
drunkenness  not  un  duty,  the  commanding  ofiicer 
shall  deal  with  the  case  summarily,  unless  the 
soldier  was  guilty  of  drunkenness  after  being 
warned  for  duty,  or  unless  he  has  been  guilty  of 
drunkenness  on  not  less  than  four  occasions  in 
the  preceding  twelve  months.'* 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  paragraph  iw- 
serted  accordingly. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  in  page 

21,  line   38,  before  the  words  **is  in 
temporary  command,"  to  insert — 

**  Is  in  command  of  a  detachment  of  troops 
consisting  of,  or  equivalent  in  strength  to,  not 
less  than  four  troops,  or  companies,  or  " 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  in  page 

22,  line  2,  after  "twenty-one  days,"  to 
insert  as  a  new  paragraph — 
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**  Provided,  That  where  impriaoninent  is 
awarded  for  absence  without  leave,  the  com- 
manding officer  shall  have  regard  to  the  number 
of  days  during  which  the  oflfender  has  been 
absent,  and  in  no  case  shall  the  term  of  impri- 
Bonmont  awarded  exceed  the  term  of  absence  by 
more  than  four  clear  days." 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  it  had  now 
been  provided  that  a  commanding  officer 
was  only  to  inflict  such  a  term  of  im- 
prisonment for  absence  without  leave  as 
should  correspond  with  the  period  during 
which  the  man  had  been  absent.  The 
commanding  officer  was  thus  only  a 
registry  clerk,  and  there  was  no  case  in 
which  necessity  for  this  paragraph  would 
arise.  He  apprehended  that  this  Amend- 
ment was  not  required. 

Colonel  ALEXANDER  said,  he  was 
disposed  to  agree  with  the  view  taken 
of  the  Amendment  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Gal  way  (Major 
Nolan),  and  he  did  not  think  there 
would  be  any  good  in  retaining  the 
words. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  paragraph  in- 
serted  accordingly. 

On  the  Motion  of  Major  Nolan, 
Amendment  made,  in  page  22,  line  2, 
after  *'  days,"  by  inserting — 

"  Provided  that  tho  number  of  days'  imprison- 
ment does  not  exceed  the  number  of  days'  ab- 


sence. 


Mr.  C.  S.  PAEKER  said,  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Member  for  Bath  (Sir 
Arthur  Hayter)  was  absent;  but  he  (Mr. 
C.  S.  Parker)  would  move  the  Amend- 
ment standing  in  his  name — namely,  to 
insert  the  word  **  district "  before  the 
word  **  court  martial "  in  page  22,  line  1 6. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  word  inserted 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  49  (General  and  district  courts 
martial). 

Major  NOLAN  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, in  page  23.  line  33,  to  leave  out 
the  word  **  seven,"  and  insert  the  words 
'*not  less  than  five."  His  object  was 
to  insure  that  a  court  martial  should 
always  consist  of  five  officers.  In  the 
cases  where  they  provided  that  three 
officers  should  be  sufficient,  they  were 
the  very  cases  in  which  courts  martial 

Colonel  Stanley 


ought  to  be  most  stringenflj  looked 
after.  They  ought,  in  his  opinioB, 
never  to  have  less  than  five. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  3S, 
line  32,  to  leave  out  the  word  "aerea,** 
and  insert  the  words  ''  not  leas  flua 
five." — {Major  Nolan.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  woid 
'  seven '  stand  part  of  the  BiU." 

Colonel  STANLEY  replied,  thatthii 
question  was  much  discussed  in  Com- 
mittee, and,  while  he  agreed  with  the 
views  of  the  hon.  and  g&Uant  Member 
(Major  Nolan)   to  some  extent,  ex^ 
rience  had  shown  that,  in  certain  cbv 
cumstances  of  the  Service,  and  espedaUj 
in  certain  Colonies,   it  was  practical^ 
impossible  to  obtain  more  than  three 
officers.       Considerable    inconvenience 
would  result  from  the  limitation  to  fiYe> 
On  the  West  Coast  of  Africa,  for  instane^ 
and  other  Colonies  where  there  werenoi 
many    officers   serving,  five   would  be 
very  rarely  obtainable,  and  the  resaB 
would  be  to  keep  the  prisoner  detained 
for  an  unnecessary  time.     The  balanet 
of  many  years'  experience  had  showi 
that  the  numbers  proposed  in  the  dtnaa 
were  the  best ;  and  he,  therefore,  though 
it  was  better  to  adhere  to  what  hadbM 
proved  by  practice. 

Sir  henry  HAVELOCK  h<^ 
that  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Cfes*' 
tlcman  would  retain  the  number  met*; 
tioned  in  line  32,  because  he  propoaald 
to  alter  the  clause  himself,  lower  aoviy 
60  as  to  give  three  alternative  coane%^ 
and  to  have  seven  at  home,  five  whaflj] 
they  were  obtainable,  and  where  fivei 
not  obtainable,  then  three.  He  belie 
that  would  meet  the  exigencies  of 
Service  and  the  wishes  of  the  hon. 
gallant  Gentleman  (Major  Nolan)  atl 
same  time.  He  therefore  proposed, 
line  35,  to  move  the  insertion  of  < 
words. 

Mr.    speaker  said,  the  Amc 
ment  of  tho  right  hon.  and  gallant 
tleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Wl 
should  be  put  first. 

Major  NOLAN  withdrew  hit 
ment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Colonel    STANLEY  moved,  aa 
Amendment,  in  page  23,  line  32,  to 
out  all  the  words  m>m  **  consiat  ott" 
order  to  insert  these  worda — 
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Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  xnBerted 
accordingly. 

8iB  HENEY  HAVELOOK  asked, 
whether  the  acceptance  of  the  Amend- 
ment excluded  the  one  he  had  stated  it 
was  his  intention  to  propose  ? 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Yes. 

Clanse,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clanse  52  (Challenges  by  prisoner). 

Amendments  made. 

OoLoxEL  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  26,  line  18,  to 
leave  out  "two- thirds  are  required  to 
concur,"  and  insert  "  one  third  are 
expressed  to  be  sufficient." 

Major  NOLAN  asked,  what  was  thf 
meaning  of  the  phrase  that  one-third 
should  be  expressed  to  be  sufficient  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY  explained,  that 
these  Amendments  had  to  do  with  ob- 
jections raised  by  a  prisoner.  They  all 
hung  together. 

8iB  HENRY  HAYELOCK  com- 
plained that  it  was  impossible  to  under- 
stand Amendments  moved  in  this  way 
without  explanation.  He  was  sure 
neither  he,  nor  his  hon.  and  gallant 
Friend  the  Member  for  Gal  way  (Major 
Nolan)  had  the  least  idea  what  the 
effect  of  the  clause  would  be  when  these 
Amendments  were  inserted. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  thought 
the  alteration  made  was  quite  intelligible, 
and  fell  in  quite  easily  with  the  pre- 
vious changes.  He  thought,  however, 
there  must  be  some  mistake  in  inserting 
the  word  "  one-third." 

M&.  G.  8.  PARKER  also  was  of 
opinion  that  it  was  not  business-like  to 
insert  Amendments  which  they  did  not 
understand.  There  must  be  some  mis- 
take, as  his  hon.  Friend  had  pointed 
out.    In  many  places  in  the  Bill,  a 


majority  of  two-thirds  was  received ;  but 
there  was  no  place  where  the  vote  of 
one-third  carried  the  decision. 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  substi- 
tuted accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  55  (Confirmation,  revision,  and 
approval  of  sentences). 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  30,  line  2,  after 
**  authority,"  to  insert — 

"  And  where  a  court  martial  is  held  in  a 
Colony,  and  there  is  no  such  superior  officer  in 
that  Colony,  the  Governor  of  that  Colony  shall 
have  authority  to  confirm  the  finding  and  sen- 
tence of  such  court  martial  in  like  manner  in  all 
respects  as  if  he  were  such  superior  officer  as 
abore  mentioned.*' 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  had  never 
heard  of  the  principle  contained  in  the 
Amendment,  of  allowing  the  Governor 
of  a  Colony  to  confirm  the  finding  of 
courts  martial.  It  would  be  extremely 
dangerous  as  a  precedent  when  martial 
law  was  proclaimed ;  and  it  was,  in  his 
opinion,  unfair  to  bring  up  such  a  clause 
on  Report,  the  principle  of  which  was 
totally  unprecedented. 

Colonel  STANLEY  explained,  that 
the  Amendment  was  intended  to  apply 
to  very  rare  cases,  which  might  happen, 
for  instance,  in  such  places  as  the  West 
Coast  of  Africa,  where,  the  decision  of 
the  court  martial  having  to  be  sent  home 
for  confirmation,  a  man  might  be  kept, 
in  consequence,  a  considerable  time  in 
prison.  The  object  of  the  Amendment 
was,  therefore,  to  save  the  detention  of 
the  prisoner. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  63  ^Execution  of  sentences  of 
imprisonment). 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  to  leave  out  the  word 
"  civil,"  in  page  84,  line  38. 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  word  struck  out 
accordingly. 

Clause^  as  amended,  agreed  to. 


\ 


799         Army  Diaetplme  and  { COMMONS ) 


Eeyuhaiim  BtO. 


800 


Clause  72  (Clause  6.  Provost  marshal). 

Colonel  AEBUTHNOT,  in  moving 

as  an  Amendment,  in  page  40,  line  35, 

after  **  authority,"  to  insert — 

"  On  any  soldier,  but  in  the  case  of  persons 
who  are  employod  by  or  are  in  the  service  of 
any  of  Her  Majesty's  troops  when  employed 
on  active  service  beyond  the  seas,  it  shall  bo 
lawful  for  such  provost  marshal  to  award  and 
inflict  punishment  for  minor  offences,  for  dealing 
with  which  he  may  not  consider  it  convenient 
to  convene  a  court  martial,  subject  always  to 
regulations  issued  for  his  guidance  by  the  gene- 
ral or  other  officer  commanding ;  '* 

said,  the  Bill  as  it  then  stood  contained 
a  great  anomaly,  which  the  Amendment 
he  was  about  to  move  was  intended  to 
remedy — namely,  thatall  camp-followers, 
and  those  who  were  described  in  the 
Amendment  as  persons  in  the  employ 
and  Service  of  Her  Majesty's  troops 
when  employed  on  active  service  be- 
yond the  seas,  must  be  tried  by  court 
martial  for  any  sort  of  offence  which 
they  might  commit.  He  was  aware  that 
provision  was  made  in  the  Indian  Mili- 
tary Code  to  meet  this  case.  But  this 
would  certainly  not  meet  the  caj^e  of, 
for  instance,  the  persons  employed  in 
South  Africa  as  carriers  by  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseloy,  all  of  whom  would  have  to  be 
tried  by  court  martial  for  any  offence 
they  might  commit.  It  was  necessary 
that  some  organization  should  be  pro- 
vided by  which  minor  offences  might  be 
cheeked  ;  and  he,  therefore,  moved  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  40,  line  35,  aft^r  the  word  "  autho- 
rity," to  insert  the  words,  "On  any  soldior, 
but  in  the  case  of  persons  who  are  employed 
by  or  are  in  the  sorvieo  of  any  of  IT<ir  Ma- 
jesty's troops  when  employed  on  active  ser- 
vice bevond  the  seas,  it  shall  bo  lawful  for 
such  provost  marshal  to  award  and  intlirt 
punishment  for  minor  offences  for  dealing 
with  which  it  may  not  be  considered  expedient 
to  convene  a  court  martial,  subject  always  to 
regulations  issued  for  his  guidance  by  the 
general  or  other  officer  commanding." — (Coloml 
Arbathnot.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  nENRY  HAVELOCK  opposed 
the  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  the 
practical  difficulty  could  be  got  over  by 
convening  a  small  standing  court  martial 
to  deal  with  camp-followers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 


Clause  75  (Change  of  oonditionB  of 

service). 

Colonel  STANLEY  moyed,  as  an 
Amendment,  the  addition  of  the  fol- 
lowing  words  at  the  end  of  the  clause— 

'*0r  for  any  period  of  time  not  exoeediog 
twelve  years  in  the  whole  from  the  day  od 
which  he  enlisted." 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inurid 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  77  (Mode  of  enlistment  and 
attestation). 

Major  NOLAN  said,  it  would  be 
useful  to  insert  a  provision  agaiust  the 
enlistment  of  men  when  under  the  influ- 
ence of  liquor,  and  he  proposed  to  add 
words  which  would  decide  a  doubtful 
magistrate  to  stop  the  enlistment  of 
recruits  in  that  condition.  It  bad  be^ 
objected  that  an  Amendment  which  was 
proposed  in  Committee  with  this  object 
would  be  looked  upon  as  an  insult  to 
the  magistrates ;  but  the  words  that  he 
desired  to  introduce  could  be  acted  upon 
by  the  magistrates  without  any  loss  of 
dignity;  and  he  therefore  moved,  ia 
page  42,  line  34,  to  insert  the  words— 

**  And  shall  not  proceed  ^"ith  the  enlistmait, 
if  he  considers  the  recruit  under  the  infloeMV 
of  liquor.'* 

Mr.  O'SULLR^AN  hoped  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Seoe* 
tary  of  State  for  War  would  see  hk 
way  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  thi 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal  way. 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  pointed  out  that 
many  recruits  at  the  time  of  their  enlist- 
ment were,  although  not  very  drunk» 
just  able  to  understand  what  was  said 
to  them  when  they  were  prompted. 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  inurid 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  78  (Power  of  recruit  to  p«^ 
chase  discharge). 

Captain  MILNE-HOME  said.  \»\ 
was  sorry  that  the  hon.  and  gallaal-^ 
Member  for  Brighton  (General  Shots) j 
was  not  in  his  place  to  bring  the  weiglift  .j* 
of  his  experience  to  bear  upon  tkt| 
points  which  he  (Captain  Milne-Home) 
wished  to  urge  in  connection  with  tht 
Amendments  to  the  clause  standing  B 
the  names  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Meni* 


801         Army  DueipUne  and        (July  18,  1879) 


RegtMion  Bill.  802 


ber  and  himself.    It  was  not  his  inten- 
tion to  take   the    extreme   course   of 
moving  the  rejection  of  the  clause,  which 
had  been  already  discussed  and  disposed 
of  in  Committee ;  but  he  could  not  help 
feeling  that  its  retention,  at  all  events, 
in  the  form  in  which  it  then  stood,  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  Service,  and  a 
source  of  unfairness  to  many  soldiers 
serving  in  the  Army.     He  objected  to 
the  clause  altogether,  because  it  treated 
of  a  matter  which  he  considered  to  be  one 
of  Departmental  detail  that  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  military  authorities. 
Without  wishing  to  detain  the  House, 
he  would  only  place  the  Amendments 
before  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
in  the  hope  that  he  would  turn  round  in 
his  place  to  say  that  he  agreed  to  them. 
He  was,  however,  obliged  to  remind  the 
House  that  the  clause  presented  an  en- 
tirely new  principle,  and  he  thought  the 
House  should  be  informed  by  whom 
that  principle  had  been  recommended; 
because,   if   he  mistook  not,   no  such 
recommendation  was  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs.    The    21st  Article  of 
War  provided  that  a  soldier  should  not 
be  dismissed  from  the  Service  without  a 
discharge  granted  according  to  General 
Order,  and  the  Warrant  then  in  force 
stated  that  no  soldier  could  demand  his 
discharge  as  a  matter  of  right.    The 
present  clause,  however,  allowed  a  sol- 
dier of  under  three  months'  service  to 
claim  his  discharge  upon  the  payment 
of  £10.  His  (Captain  Milne-Home's)  first 
Amendment  was  to  leave  out  the  word 
'*  three,"  and  insert  the  word  "  one,"  in 
line  32,  pa^e  43,  of  the  Bill.     He  ob- 
jected to  the  period  of  three  months 
named  in  the  clause  upon  the  score  of 
the  expense  to  the  country  which  it  en- 
tailed.   This  was  particularly  apparent 
in  the  case  of  Cavalry  regiments,   in 
which  the  training  of  a  recruit  during  a 
period  of  three  months  cost  from  £20  to 
£30.     If,   therefore,   the    soldier    was 
discharged  at  the  end  of  three  months, 
the  country  would  thereby  be  at  a  loss 
of  £10  to  £20;   because,  on  his  dis- 
charge, he  had  only  to  pay  the  sum  of 
£10  for  the  use  of  Her  Majesty.    The 
man  would  leave  the  Service  a  much 
better  article,  so  to  speak — well  con- 
ducted, set  up,  drilled,  and,  in  short,  a 
very  much  more  marketable  commodity 
in  the  labour  market  than  he  was  before 
he  joined  it.    It  must  also  be  recollected 

YOL.  CCXLYin.    [thibp  SBBDW.] 


that  if  a  man,  after  three  months'  ser- 
vice, was  discharged,  another  man 
would  have  to  be  brought  in  to  fill  his 
place  who  had  no  service  at  all.  With 
regard  to  his  second  Amendment,  he 
thought  that  if  the  clause  was  to  stand 
in  its  present  form,  the  commanding 
officer  ought  to  have  something  to  say 
with  reference  to  a  recruit's  leaving  at 
the  end  of  three  months,  because  g^eat 
inconvenience  might  result  from  this, 
especially  if  a  large  number  of  men 
claimed  their  discharge  at  one  time. 
Under  those  circumstances,  more  work 
would  be  thrown  on  their  comrades  who 
remained  in  the  regiment ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, thought  that  the  men  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  claim  their  discharge 
except  with  the  approval  of  the  com- 
manding officer.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
first  of  the  Amendments  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  43, 
line  32,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  three," 
and  insert  the  word  "one." — {^Captain 
Milne- Home.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
*  three '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Colonel  STANLEY  hoped  the  House 
would  not  accept  the  Amendment.  The 
subject  had  been  discussed  at  consider- 
able length  in  Committee,  and  tlie  pre- 
sent regulations  had  met  with  the  gene- 
ral approval  of  the  House.  His  own 
convictions  in  the  matter  were  strength- 
ened by  the  recommendations  of  a  JDe- 
partmental  Committee  consisting  of  very 
experienced  officers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  83  (Prolongation  of  service  in 
certain  cases). 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  47,  line  6,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "  active." 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  word  9truch  out 
accordingly. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  47,  line  12,  at  the 
end,  to  insert,  as  a  separate  paragraph — 

*'  If  a  soldier  required  under  this  section  to 
be  discharged  or  sent  to  the  United  Kingdom 
desires,  while  a  state  of  war  exists  between  Her 
Majesty  and  any  foreign  power,  to  continue  io 
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Her  M^iraty's  serrice,  and  the  i 
tury  Buthoritv  approve,  he  ma; 
tinao  as  a  loiter  of  the  regular  lorcei  m  lae 
(tame  niRiin?r  in  all  reepcds  a(  if  liJa  t«nn  of 
■enicp  wffre  stili  unexpired,  except  that  he  may 
claim  his  discharp:e  at  the  end  of  mich  state  of 
var.  or.  if  it  is  bo  provided  by  Bucb  a((nieiDeDt, 
at  the  eipiralioD  of  any  period  of  three  miinths 
•Iter  he  has  fnven  notice  to  his  commanding 
officer  of  his  wish  to  be  discharged." 

AmeDdmPDt  agrted  to;  pftragraph  tn- 
itrted  accord  ID  gly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agretd  to. 

Clause  84  (In  imminent  national 
dan^rer.  Her  Majesty  may  continue 
Boldiers  in,  or  require  soldiers  to  re- 
enter, army  Bervice). 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  47,  line  IH,  after 
"  all,"  to  insert  "  or  any." 

Amendment  agreed  lo;  words  in»trt«d 
accordingly. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  47,  line  26,  after 
tlie  word  ■'  tnlistment,"  to  insert — 


Amendment  agreed  to;  vorda  ineertei 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  86  (Discharge  or  transfer  to 
reserve]. 

8iE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  48,  line  4, 
after  "  Act,"  to  insert  "or  the  Acts  re- 
lating to  the  reserved  forces."  Thehon. 
Gentleman  Raid,  in  explanation,  that 
that  and  the  fiiUowing  Amendment 
were  for  tlie  pui-piise  of  enabling  a 
soldier  to.be  continued  in  the  Xteserre 
after  having  served  his  time  in  the 
Army.  Under  othpr  Acts,  a  soldier 
could  be  kept  in  the  He^erves  -when  his 
period  of  Aimy  serviro  bad  expired,  and 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
make  it  clear  that  he  could  do  bo  with 
his  consent. 

Amendment  agretd  to  ;  words  interted 
accordingly. 

SiE  GEOKGE  CAMPBELL  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  48,  line  6, 
to  add  at  the  end  "  or,  with  his  assent, 
transferred  to  the  reBerve  foroea." 


ipotent  milj- 1     Amendment  proposed, 

uroe  to  con-  I      „  j^  p^^,  ^^    jj^^  g_  ,((„  ^j^  ,^  » j^ 

hi8  term  ot  i  ^^^  tranaferred  to  the  leserra   foroM."— (Bif 
thnt  hfi  mav      -      ,    -. ,  ,, ,  ' 

Question  proposed,  "  Ihatthowioidl 
be  there  inserted." 


Cohntl  Stanley 


Colonel  STANLEY  thongbt  tbit 
those  words  were  useless.  Under  ths 
Beserved  Forces  Act,  anyone  who  ^avA 
and  was  eligible  might  go  into  the  Be- 
serves.  There  was  no  power  to  tramfet 
a  man  without  his  consent. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  90  (Justices  of  the  peace  fin' 
the  purposes  of  enliEtment). 

Mr.  H.  8AMUELS0N  said,  thatu 
thehon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Wii- 
chester  (Colonel  Naghten)  waa  not  ii  . 
his  place,  he  (Mr.  SiLmueUon]  woitld  . 
move  the  Amendment  which  stood  ii 
his  name.  Militia  officers  were  al'^ 
subject  to  military  taw,  and  it  would  bt 
quite  impossible  for  them  to  actaijni- 
tices  of  the  peace  as  the  clause  ttooi 
To  remedy  that  he  would  move  ia  page 
60,  line  4'J,  after  the  word  "Act,"  U 
insert  "  except  officers  of  Militia  whill 
the  regiments  to  which  they  Wong  ut 
disembodied." 

AmeaAmeut  agreed  to  ;  worda  ituirtii 
accordingly. 

Clause,  aa  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  91  (Enlistment  of  foreigisi 
and  negroes). 

SiK  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  mowd, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  fil,  linsiL 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  so  eoliilsd. 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  wu  H 
make  it  quite  clear  how  far  aliens  «n  ' 
eligible  for  the  position  of  commisuonrf  j 
ottiters  in  Her  Majesty'a  Service,    Tfct  i 
clause  under  notice  provided  for  the  ■■•  .^ 
liBtment  of  aliens   as   soldiers  in  He  ] 
Majesty's  Army,  and  proceeded  to  eiiMlj 
that  aliens  so  enlisted  should  not  b*1 
competent  to  hold    higher    rank  thtt  ■-. 
that  of  warrant  officer  or  non-conmu^  ! 
sioned    officer.      It  seemed  hard  tilt 
after  having  served  a  certain  period  It 
soldiers,  aliens  should  ha  incapable  rf 
being    made   officers,    unless    it   wn 
also  dear  that  they  were  incapabls  v 
being  made    officers   if  the; 
entered  the  ranks  at  alL 
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to  omit  the  words  *'  so  enlisted,"  in 
order  to  make  it  quite  clear  that  no 
alien  should  be  capable  of  holding  higher 
rank  in  Her  Majesty's  Service  than  that 
of  warrant  or  non-commissioned  officer. 
It  would,  of  course,  be  open  to  an  alien 
to  be  naturalized  and  then  to  hold  a 
commission,  whether  he  had  served  in 
the  ranks  or  not. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  51, 
line  7,  to  leave  out  the  words  **  so  en- 
listed."— {Sir  George  Campbell,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  the  words 
'  so  enlisted '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Major  NOLAN  deprecated  so  strict  a 
line  as  that  proposed  being  drawn.  The 
suggestion  came  at  an  important  time ; 
because,  if  the  late  Prince  Imperial  had 
had  a  more  defined  position,  he  would 
probably  not  have  been  allowed  to  have 
entered  on  the  expedition  which  resulted 
in  his  death. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  made. 

Clause  101  (Liability  to  provide 
billets). 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  54,  line  35,  after 
the  word  "  alehouses,"  to  insert 
"bakers,  butchers,  and  refreshment 
house  keepers."  He  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  have 
DO  objection  to  the  insertion  of  this 
Amendment.  Under  the  jiresent  system 
of  limiting  billeting  to  alehouses  and 
inns,  there  was  often  a  great  want  of 
accommodation.  He  did  not  see  why  the 
butchers  and  bakers,  and  refreshment 
house  keepers,  should  not  be  under  the 
same  liability  to  accommodate  the  troops 
as  the  inn-keepers.  Many  times  he  had 
seen  great  inconvenience  result  from  the 
accommodation  being  limited,  as  it  now 
was,  to  public-houses.  He  trusted  it 
would  be  extended  according  to  the 
terms  of  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  64,  line  35,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"  alehouses,"  the  Words  ^'  bakers,  butchers,  and 
refreshment  housekeepers." — {Mr.  0* Sullivan.) 

Question  proposed,  ^ '  That  those  words 
be  the^iB  inserted." 

Mr.  CALLAN  hoped  that  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 


tary of  State  for  War  would  not  yield 
to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'SuUivan).  The 
butchers  and  bakers  only  kept  houses  for 
their  own  accommodation  ;  whereas,  by 
the  Acts  under  which  public-houses  were 
licensed  in  Ireland,  they  were  compelled 
to  provide  accommodation  for  the  public. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  would  not  inflic^t  private 
soldiers  upon  the  butchers  and  bakers, 
but  would  limit  the  accommodation,  as  at 
present,  to  licensed  houses. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  the 
question  of  billeting  was  of  some  im- 
portance. The  Bill  placed  the  Irish 
law  of  billeting  upon  the  same  footing 
as  the  English.  Formerly,  billeting  in 
private  houses  took  place  in  Ireland. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  say  more 
than  that  he  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. He  should  be  prepared,  how- 
ever, to  make  arrangements  to  prevent 
inconvenience  to  the  troops,  if  it  were 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  authorities. 

Major  O'BEIRNE  considered  that 
the  convenience  of  troops  on  the  march 
was  a  matter  of  great  importance.  At 
present,  much  inconvenience  was  sufifered 
from  the  troops  having  to  be  billeted 
exclusively  in  taverns.  If  the  butchers 
and  bakers  had  the  best  houses  in  a 
town,  then  he  thought  that  the  troops 
ought  to  be  billeted  in  them.  He  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  be  accepted. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  pointed  out  that,  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  all  persons 
selling  wine,  brandy,  spirits,  strong 
waters,  cider,  or  metheglin  by  retail 
were  compellable  to  give  accommodation 
to  the  troops.  He  thought  it  would  be 
going  too  far  to  make  the  butchers  and 
bakers  also  take  the  troops  in. 

Major  NOLAN  understood  that  a 
new  Schedule  was  to  be  framed  fixing 
the  prices  for  billeting.  It  would  be 
absurd  to  make  the  butchers  and  bakers 
liable  to  have  troops  billeted  upon  them, 
for  their  houses  were  as  much  private 
houses  as  the  linendrapers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  103  ^Accommodation  and  pay- 
ment on  billet). 

Major  0*BEIRNE  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  56,  line  13,  after 
the  word  **  billets,"  to  insert  "  and  the 
officer  or  non-commissioned  officer  autho- 
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Her  UajHty'i  Mrrics,  and  tlie  competeDt  mili- 
tary authoritv  approve,  be  ni»y  ajiree  to  con- 
tinue as  a  soldier  of  the  regular  fareei  in  the 
Bsme  manner  in  all  reuppcls  b>  if  his  term  of 
gervicf  were  still  unexpired,  eioept  that  lie  maj' 
clHim  hiB  diBCliarifo  at  the  end  of  Ruch  state  of 
war,  or,  it  it  is  so  jirovided  by  Bueh  agreement, 
at  the  expiration  of  any  period  of  three  tnonths 
kttcr  be  has  fcivcn  notice  to  hia  eommanding 
officer  of  his  wish  to  be  discharged." 

Amendment  agrttd  to  ;  paragraph  tn- 
ttrted  accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  84  (In  imminent  national 
danger,  Her  Majesty  may  continue 
fioldiera  in,  or  require  eoldiera  to  re- 
enter, army  servite). 

OoLOSEL  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Ampndmeiit,  in  page  -17,  line  lit,  after 
"  all,"  to  insert  "  or  any." 

Amnndment  agreed  to;  voida  imerttd 
accordingly. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  aa  an 
Amendnient,  in  page  47,  line  26,  after 
tLe  word  "enlistment,"  to  insert — 

"  And  tbe  period  durinc  which  hia  service 
nay  be  prolonged  under  the  foregoing  provi- 
■ioDS  of  this  Act." 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inierted 
accordingly. 

Clause,  ae  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  86  (Discharge  or  transfer  to 
reserve). 

SiE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  48,  line  4, 
after  "  Act,"  to  insert  "  or  the  Acts  re- 
lating to  the  reserved  forpes."  Thehon. 
Gentlemnn  paid,  in  explanation,  that 
that  and  the  following  Amendment 
were  for  the  purpose  of  enabling  a 
soldier  to.be  continued  in  the  Beserve 
afler  having  served  his  time  in  the 
Army.  Under  other  Acts,  a  soldier 
could  he  kept  in  the  Eeserves  when  his 
period  of  Army  servire  had  expired,  and 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
make  it  clear  that  he  could  do  so  with 
his  consent. 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  interted 
accordingly. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  48,  line  6, 
to  add  at  the  end  "  or,  with  his  assent, 
transferred  to  the  reserve  forces," 


Colonel  Stanley 


Amendment  proposed, 

"In  fHgo  46,  line  6,  utter  the  word  "dis- 
charged," to  insert  tbe  words  "  or  with  hisat- 
■cnt  transferred  to  Che  reaerva  fonwa." — {Sir 
George  Campbell.) 

Question  proposed,  "  ThattiiOBewaidi 

be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  thongbt  tbil 
those  words  were  useless.  Under  tbs 
Eeserved  Forces  Act,  anyone  who  pleseed 
and  was  eligible  might  go  into  the  He- 
serves.  There  was  no  power  to  trsnilcr 
a  man  without  his  consent. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  ta. 

Clause  90  {JuBtiees  of  the  peace  (1» 
the  pui-poaes  of  enlis(nieiit). 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  said,  thslu 
thehon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Win- 
Chester  (Colonel  Nagbten)  was  i 
his  place,  be  (Mr.  Samueleoo) 
move  the  Amendment  which  stood  in 
his  name.  Militia  officers  were  slv*;i 
subject  to  military  law,  and  it  would  bt 
qiiile  impossible  for  them  to  act  ft<ja»- 
licos  of  the  peace  as  the  clause  ttooi 
To  remedy  that  he  would  move  in  pig* 
60,  line  42,  after  the  word  "Act,"  » 
insert  "  except  ofGcere  of  Militia  vbib 
the  regiments  to  which  they  beloDg< 
disembodied." 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  mhi 
accordingly. 


Clause  91   (Enlistment  of  fordgUB 


and  n 


?8). 


Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  i 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  61,  1 
to  leave  out  the  words  '' 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  i 
make  it  quite  clear  how  far  aliens  i 
eligible  fur  the  position  of  oouni' 
officers  in  Her  Majesty's  Service- 
provided  forlbfl 
libtmcnt  of  aliens   as   soldiers  in 
Majesty's  Army,  and  proceediid  to  i 
that  aliens  so  enlisted  should  Jl 
competent  to  hold    higher  i 
i\iiit  of  warrant  officer  ar 
woned    officer.      It 
after  having  sarved 
soldiers,  aliens 

also  clear  that 
being  made 
entered  the 
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words  "  80  ecliBted,"  i 
e  it  quite  clear  tbat  n 
^capable  of  holding  hif;Ii( 
fajesty's  Service  than  that 
non-coniDiissioned  off 
ourse,  be  open  to  an  alien 
ised  and  then  to  hold 
whether  he  had  served  in 

lOt. 

t  propfised,    in   page    61, 
e  out  the  words  *'  so  on- 
George  Caai/jbell.) 
oposed,  "That  the  wordi 
stand  part  of  the  BiU." 

.AN  deproeoted  bo  sttiff  a 
oposed  being  drawn.  Thi 
ue  at  an  iniporlnnt  time 
^  late  Prince  Imperial  had 
f^ned  position,  be  would 
bare  beon  allowed  to  have 
1  expedition  which  resulted 

it,  and  agreed  to, 

^dto. 

lendment  made. 

I    (Liability   to    provide 

LLITAN  moved,  as  an 
n  page  54,  lino  35,  after 
'  alehouses,"  to  insert 
tfhers,  and  rerreshnieut 
i."  lie  hoppd  that  the 
d  gallant  Gentlenian  tlie 
'tate  fur  War  would  have 
to  the  insorticju  uf  this 
Under  the  presoiit  system 
Ileting  to  alehouses  and 
s  ofien  a  great  want  of 
n.  Hedidnot  see  why  the 
bakers,  and  refreslimpiit 
,  should  not  be  under  the 
to  accommodate  the  troops 
pers.  Many  limes  he  had 
)nTenience  result  from  the 
a  being  limited,  as  it  now 
ic-houses.  He  trusted  it 
teoded  according  to  the 
jnendmeat. 
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tary  of  State  for  War  would  not  yield 

to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerict  (Mr.  O'Sullivan).  Tho 
butchers  and  bakers  only  kept  houses  for 
their  own  accommodation  ;  whereas,  by 
the  Acts  under  which  public-houses  were 
lieensed  in  Ireland,  they  were  compelled 
to  provide  accommodation  for  the  public. 
He  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  would  not  infliit private 
soldiers  upon  the  butchers  and  bakers, 
but  would  limit  the  accommodation,  a«  at 
present,  to  licpnsed  houses. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  the 
qucbtion  of  liitleling  was  of  some  im- 
portance. The  Bill  placr^  tho  Irish 
law  of  billeting  upon  the  same  footing 
as  the  English.  Formerly,  billeting  in 
privato  houses  took  place  in  Ireland. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  aay  more 
than  that  hecould  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment, lie  should  be  prepared,  how- 
ever, to  make  arrangements  to  prevent 
inc(mvenience  to  tho  troops,  if  it  were 
brought  to  tho  notice  of  tlie  authorities. 

Major  O'BEIRNE  considered  that 
the  convenience  of  troops  on  the  march 
was  a  matter  of  great  importance.     At 

S resent,  much  inconvenience  was  suffered 
■ora  the  troops  having  to  be  billeted 
exclusively  in  taverns.     If  the  butchers 
and  bakers  had  the  best  houses  in  a 
town,  then  he  thought  that  the  troops 
ought  to  be  billeted  in  them.     Ho  hoped 
till'  Amendment  would  be  accepted. 
Mr.  ONSLOW  pointwl  out  that,  by 
le  provisions  of  ihe  Itill,  all  persons 
'Iliug    wine,    brandy,    spirits,    strong 
waters,    cider,    or  metlieglin   by  retail 
pel  table  to  give  accommodation 
to  the  troops.     He  thought  it  would  be 
going  too  far  to  make  the  butchers  and 
ikers  also  lake  tho  troops  in. 
Majoh   NOLAN   understood   that    a 
iw  Schedule  was  to  bo  framed  fixing 
the  prices  for  billeting.     It  would  be 
absurd  to  make  the  butchers  and  bakers 
liable  to  have  troops  billeted  upon  them, 
'i  private 


Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  1 03  (Accommodation  and  pay- 


13,  after 
and  the 

missioned  officer  autlH>>  ^ 
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rised  to  demand  such  billets."  The 
effect  of  the  AEDendment  wae  to  give  an 
officer  OT  nan -com  missioned  ofHcer  a 
riffht  to  rpject  a  billet  he  did  not  con- 
sider suitable.  There  were  opportuni- 
ties at  present  for  some  innkeepers  to 
escape  receiving  troops  by  agreement 
with  the  constable,  the  excuse  being 
given  that  all  the  beds  in  their  hotek 
were  engaged.  In  consequence  of  that, 
troops  had  frequently  to  be  billeted 
two  or  three  miles  away  from  tbeir  place 
of  parade.  That  had  happened  at 
Leicester,  Beigate,  and  other  places ; 
and  he  had  known  it  done,  although  the 
innkeepers  had  plenty  of  accommoda- 


SegvUtio*  BiU. 


Amendment  proposed, 

In  ^ge  E6,  line  13,  after  the  word  "billets, 
to  ioaert  (ho  nords  "  nnd  the  officer  or  noi 
commissioDed  officer  authorized  to  demand  luch 
biUBts.''— [Jfq/or  O'Beiruf.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those worde 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  did  not  think  it 
would  be  wi^e  to  insert  these  words  in 
the  Bill,  as  they  would  introduce  an 
entirely  new  principle.  Hitherto,  billets 
had  had  to  be  demanded  from  the  civil 
authorities  entitled  to  issue  them,  and 
the  matter  was  entirely  in  their  hands. 
Moreover,  be  should  not  like  to  leave  so 
large  a  discretionary  power  in  the  bands 
of  the  non-commissioned  officers.  It 
would  be  far  better  to  leave  the  dis- 
cretion in  the  bands  of  the  civil  officials. 

Question  put,  and  ntgathtd. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  126  (Arrangements  with  Indian 
and  colonial  govorunionts  as  to  prisons). 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  had  to  move 
an  Amendment  in  page  69,  to  add,  at  the 
end  thereof — 

"  And  in  all  CHses  where  tho  court  has  m 
otherwise  ordered,  returns  shall  bo  annuHllj- 
laid  btforo  Parliament  Bpetifving  such  sen- 
tenets,  and  Btating  the  special  redaors  for  such 
order  in  each  case." 

This  Amendment  was  one  which  be 
thought  the  Government  would  agree  to. 
It  referred  to  the  limitation  placed  upon 
sentences  of  over  twelve  months'  im- 
prisonment inflicted  abroad.  It  had  been 
Srovided  that  unless  the  court  otherwise 
irected  the  punishment  should  take 
place  in  England.  Ha  only  wished  for 
Mi^or  O'Beimt 


Bcturns  to  be  laid  before  Fariisomt 
giving  the  special  reasons  whj  ceoili 
martial  bad  decided  that  the  imprim- 
ment  should  take  place  abroad. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  69,  to  insert,  at  the  end  of  dtut, 
the  words  "and  in  all  cases  vbere  thtcont 
has  so  otherwise  ordered,  Betmns  shall  kt 
annually  laid  before  Parliament  apAdfyiBi  ndl 
senteDces,  and  atatirg  the  special  rcauca  br 
fluch  order  in  each  case."— (Wr.  Fmnull.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  votdi 
be  there  inserted." 

CoLOKEL  STANLEY  said,  be  bid  no 
objection  to  the  proposal  in  pnnci|>l«. 
He  did  not  think,  however,  thatit«oiiU 
be  desirable  to  have  Betunis  of  all  tli« 
cases  laid  before  Parliament.    If  U7 

g articular  case  were   required,  then  i 
.eturn  in  rei>pect  of  it  could  be  nored 
for.    It  would  cause  a  great  deal  d 
useless   labour    and   expense   to  bin 
B«turns  mads  in  all  cases. 
Question  put,  and  negafited. 
Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  127  (Duty  of  goremor  o( 
prison  to  receive  prisoners,  deseito^ 
and  absentees  without  leave). 

Mr.  PABNELL  moved,  asan  Anond- 
ment,  to  add  at  the  end  of  clause— 

"And  Returns  shall  ho  annunllv  IiidbiCn 
Parliament  of  all  proceedings  and  sridtM 
taken  at  inquests  or  other  inquiries  into  Ui 
deaths  of  prisoners," 

Amendment  proposed, 

Ta  page  (i9,  to  insert,  at  the  end  of  QiM 
the  words  "and  Hetama  shall  be  anH^ 
laid  before  Parliament  of  all  proceeding)  N* 
evidence  taken  at  inqaetts  or  other  iD^mriM 
into  tho  deaths  o(  prisonera."— (Jfr.  Frma.) 

Question  proposed, "  ThatthoeavofV 
be  there  inserted." 

Mh.  ASSHETON  CE088  obserM 
that  the  evidence  and  proceedisgi ' 
inquests  on  prisoners  would  be  to* 
bulky  to  be  conveniently  laid  befors  tki 
Eouee. 

SiE  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  didi* 
see  why  the  evidence  in  these  cuM 
should  be  laid  before  Psrliament  mM 
than  in  other  cases.     No  Eetumi  im* 

equired  in  ordinary  cases,  and  he  conli 
,iee  no  reason  for  their  being  regnin' 
here.  If  tbo  bon.  Member  for  MmA 
(Mr.  Pamell)  wished  tbat  Parliunal 
should  have  cognizance  of  these  mattm 

'  course,  eveiyonfi   knew   that  tk^ 
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Friend  (Mr.  Pamell),  with  reference  to 
this  Motion,  and  would  ask  him  not  to 
press  it. 

Mb.  PAENELL  felt  the  force  of  what 
had  heen  said,  and  did  not  thiak  they 
could  do  much  good  in  pressing  this 
question  any  further.  The  House  was 
really  not  in  a  position  to  discuss  the 
question  as  it  ought  to  be  discussed; 
while,  if  they  had  a  Morning  Sitting, 
the  House  would  feel  rather  injured  at 
being  called  upon  to  discuss  once  more 
the  question  of  flogging.  He  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  bringing  this 
forward  on  the  Army  Estimates,  and  he 
thought  he  might  fairly  pnstpone  it  till 
then.  He,  therefore,  should  not  propose 
to  move  any  Amendment  in  Clause  128. 
He  should,  indeed,  take  no  further  part 
in  this  matter,  but  would  renew  his  op- 
position to  the  prison  cat  on  the  Irish 
Estimates  before  the  close  of  the  Session, 
and  deal  with  it  more  effectually  in  that 
way. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Other  Amendments  made. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  164  (Persons  subject  to  military 
law  as  soldiers). 

Colonel  ARBXJTHNOT,  in  moving 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  hoped  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Qentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would  not  object  to  it.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  could  hardly 
contemplate  leaving  the  Bill  in  its  pre- 
sent state,  and  he  really  thought  he 
might  consent  to  this  Amendment  with- 
out injuring  his  position. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  94,  line  15,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"law,"  the  words  **  and  such  persons  shall,  for 
purposes  of  military  control  and  discipline,  be 
sabject  to  such  regulations  as  may  be  issued 
from  time  to  time  by  the  general  or  other  officer 
oommanding,  though  not  specified  in  this  Act.'' 
— (CfafofiW  Arbuthnot.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  was  very 
sorry,  but  he  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  mthdravm. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 
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Clause  177  (Interpretation  of  terms). 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  106,  line  21,  after 
**  military,"  to  insert  '*and  hostile."  He 
wished  to  impress  upon  the  Government 
that  something  certainly  must  be  done  to 
meet  the  case  of  Cyprus.  It  was  cer- 
tainly not  a  hostile  occupation.  It  was 
an  occupation,  there  was  no  doubt,  and 
it  was  a  place  of  arms.  They  were  also 
bound  to  give  it  up  in  case  they  did  cer- 
tain things  which  it  was  not  at  all  likely 
they  would  do.  At  the  same  time,  it  was 
clear  that  Cyprus  was  not  a  Colony,  nor 
part  of  the  Dominions  of  Her  Majesty 
the  Queen.  Therefore,  something  ought 
to  be  done  to  bring  Cyprus  under  the 
administration  of  the  law. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  106,  line  21,  to  insert,  after  the 
word  "military,'*  the  words  "and  hostile.*' — 
{Mr,  H.  Samuelson,) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  sup- 
ported  the  Amendment,  observing  that 
Cyprus  was  not  a  colony,  and  was  not 
dealt  with  as  such.  If  they  would  look 
at  line  38,  page  106,  it  would  be  seen 
that  a  foreii^n  country  meant  any  place 
not  situate  in  the  United  Kingdom,  the 
Colonies,  or  India.  By  putting  in  the 
words  **  or  Cyprus,"  the  clause  would  be 
made  perfert. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  by  that  pro- 
position,  no  doubt,  the  case  of  Cyprus 
would  be  met.  At  present,  the  clause 
did  not  deal  with  cases  where  they  might 
be  in  possession  of  a  country,  or  part  of 
a  country,  in  which  they  were  not  carry- 
ing on  active  operations.  They  might, 
for  instance,  be  in  occupation  of  part  of 
Belgium,  Portugal,  or  Denmark,  and 
these  cases  would  not  be  dealt  with  at  all 
under  the  present  Bill.  He  thought  the 
insertion  of  the  words  would  meet  the 
case  very  fairly. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hardinge  Giffard)  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  words  suggested;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  phrase  '*  military 
occupation  "  was  perfectly  well  under- 
stood. It  was  an  occupation  by  tho 
military  forces  as  difiiiuct  from  the  civil 
government,  and  where  there  was  an 
occupation  by  the  military  forces  they 
ought  to  have  extraordinary  powers. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
it  was  not  a  question  whether  it  was  a 
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hostile  occupation.  For  instance,  suppos- 
ing they  were  in  occupation  of  Eastern 
Boumelia,  in  time  of  peace,  would  they 
allow  a  death-penalty  to  he  enforced 
under  such  circumstances  ? 

Question  put. 

TheHoMBB divided: — ^AyeslO;  Noes92: 
Majority  82.— {Div.  List,  No.  186.) 

Mr.  H.  8AMUEL80N  said,  he  had  al- 
ready explained  that  he  would  not  move 
any  of  his  Amendments,  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  one  of  them ;  and  if 
he  knew  the  Government  were  ahout  to 
accept  this  one,  he  certainly  would  not 
have  put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of 
division. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Question,  "That  the  Bill,  as  amended, 
be  reported  to  the  House,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Colonel  STANLEY  hoped  he  might 
appeal  to  the  House,  for  reasons  of 
Public  Business,  to  read  the  Bill  a  third 
time  at  once. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — (^Colonel  Stanley.) 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  hoping  that  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
further  consider  an  Amendment  which 
they  were  not  able  to  discuss  fully — 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Frome  (Mr.  H.  Samuelson). 
He  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  hoped  in 
"another place"  the  difference  betw^een 
a  military  and  a  hostile  occupation  would 
be  fully  considered.  He  thought,  if  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
carefully  consider  the  matter,  he  would 
come  to  the  same  conclusion. 

Colonel  ARBUTHNOT  hoped,  if 
time  would  allow,  that  the  matter  to 
which  he  had  already  called  attention 
twice  would  also  be  borne  in  mind  on 
another  occasion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND   RKGULATION  (COM- 
MENCEMENT) [expenses]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Sesolvedf  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par- 

Sir  William  Hareowrt 


liament,  of  rates  for  Billeting  and  other  Ex. 
penses  of  Troops  on  the  March,  in  pursoance  of 
the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session 
for  hringing  into  force  "  The  Army  Discipline 
and  Regulation  Act,  1S79.'* 
Resolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 


POOB  LAW   (SCOTLAND)    (NO.  2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtocatb,  Bill  for 
the  further  amendment  of  the  Laws  rdating  to 
the  Relief  of  the  Poor  in  Scotland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  The  Loan  Advocatb  and 
Mr.  Secretary  Cross. 

Bii\lpre»entedy9JL<Si  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  252.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Four  o'clock  in  the  morning 

till  Monday  neact. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Saturday,  l^thJulyy  1879. 


MINUTES.]— Public    ^ill— First  Reading— 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  *  (166). 

ARMY  DI8CIPLIKE  AKD  BEOTJLATION  BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  1*;  to  be 
printed ;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Monday  next : 
{The  Viscount  Cranbrook.)     (No.  156.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Fire 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  21  st  July,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— PvBLic  BuA^^Seeond  Reading— 
Customs  Buildings  (146). 

Second  Reading  —  Committee  negatived — Army 
Discipline  and  Regulation  ( 156). 

Committee — Report — Public  Loans  Remission* 
[144]. 

Thud  Reading  —  Tramways  Orders  Confirma- 
tion ♦(135);  Highway  Accounts  (Returns)* 
(143),  9.ii^pns»ed. 

Royal  J^M^n^— Dispensaries  (Ireland)  [42  &  43 
Vtct,  c.  26];  Parliamentary  Burghs  (Scot- 
land) [42  &  43  Vict.  c.  47]  :  Salmon  Fishery 
Law  Amendment  (No.  2)  [42  &  43  Viet.  c. 
26]  ;  Convention  (Ireland)  Act  Repeal  [42  & 
43  Vict.  c.  28] ;  Public  Health  Act  (1876) 
Amendment  (Interments)  [42  &  43   Viet.  c. 
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31];  Sale  of  Food  and  Drags  Act  (1875) 
Amendment  [42  &  43  Viet.  c.  30] ;  Marriages 
Confiimation  (Her  Majesty's  Ships^  [42  &  43 
FiVr.  c.  29];  Local  Government  Provisional 
Order  (Artisans  and  Labourers  Dwellings) 
[42  &  43  Viet.  c.  clviii]  ;  Gas  and  Water  Pro- 
visional Orders  Confirmation  [42  &  43  Viet,  c. 
diz];  Wormwood  Scrubs  Regulation  [42  & 
43  Viet.  c.  clx]  ;  Cork  Borough  Quarter  Ses- 
sions [42  &  43  Viet.  c.  clxi] ;  Indosure  Pro- 
visional Order  (Wbittington  Common)  [42  & 
43  Viet,  c  clxii]. 


SOUTH    AFRICA  — THE   ZULU    WAR- 
LATEST  TELEGRAMS.— QUESTION. 

ViacoTOT  OAEDWELL  asked  if  the 
Goyernment  had  received  any  fresh  in- 
telligence from  South  Africa  ? 

Viscount  BURY,  in  reply,  said,  the 
following  telegrams  from  Major  General 
Hon.  H.  Clifford  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  were  received 
yeterday  from  St.  Vincent : — 

«  PlETERMABITZBVBG,   July  3. 

*<  General  left  here  July  1,  7  a.m.,  for  Dum- 
ford  rii  Durban,  at  which  place  Chelmsford's 
despatch  in  answer  to  Wolseley's  orders  reached 
him.  General  arrived  Port  Dumford,  July  2, 
bat  not  yet  able  to  land,  surf  too  high.  Euphra^ 
USf  with  drafts,  arrived  Durban  to-day;  was 
to  have  disembarked  everything  at  Port  Dum- 
ford,  but  Commodore  cannot  anchor.  No  direct 
news  from  Chelmsford  since  29th  June ;  infor> 
mation  given  had  been  anticipated  by  officers 
who  arrived  from  his  camp  and  gave  news. 
Newdigate  advancing  on  Ulundi ;  force  of  500 
whites,  with  surplus  waggons,  in  laager,  left 
about  10  miles  from  Ulundi ;  expected  to  be  at 
Clandi  Ist  July.  Crealock  still  at  Napoleon 
Hill ;  ground  in  front  difficult ;  no  roads ;  trans- 
port required ;  have  sent  up  four  sections  mule 
transport,  48  wagons;  native  carrier  corps 
being  formed  for  transport  of  Crealock's  Divi- 
sion 2,000  strong  at  first,  if  found  to  answer 
will  be  increased  to  6,000. 

"July  4,  8  a.m. 

*'  Have  not  heard  that  Wolseley  has  landed 
at  Port  Dumford.  Chelmsford's  message  to 
Wolaeley  of  June  30  says,  *  Five  miles  from 
Entanguin,  10  from  Umvolosi  River;  King's 
messengers  have  just  left  with  message  from  me 
that  I  must  advance  to  position  left  bank  of 
river;  I  do  so  to*morrow,  but  will  stop  hosti- 
lities pending  negotiations  if  demands  com- 
monicated  are  complied  with  by  July  3  ;  these 
demands  are,  that  Indunas  come  with  cattle  and 
guns.  I  have  consented  to  receive  1,000  cap- 
tured rifles  instead  of  regiment  laying  down  its 
arms.  As  my  supply  will  only  |>ermit  of  my 
remaining  here  until  July  10,  it  is  desirable  I 
should  itiorm  you  of  conditions  of  peace  to  be 
demanded.  White  man  with  King  states  he 
has  20,000  men  ;  King  anxious  to  fight ;  Princes 
not.  Where  is  Crealock's  column  P  If  Wolse- 
ley lands  before  12  this  day,  which  is  last  mo- 
ment for  telegraphing  you  by  Olympus,  you 
will  bo  informed.  English  horses  have  arrived 
nfe  at  Cape.     Wolseley  not  able  land  Port 


Dumford ;  returns  in  Shah  to  Durban  to-day  ; 
proceeds  by  land  to  Ist  Division  immediately. 

"  Noon. 

"No  further  nows  from  Chelmsford  has 
reached  me ;  Wolseley  not  yet  arrived  at  Dur- 
ban from  Port  Dumford. 

"  2.36  p.m. 

"No  further  news  has  reached  me  from 
Chelmsford,  or  of  Wolseley  having  landed  at 
Durban.'* 

SLAVERY    IN    CUBA. 

MOTION  FOR   PAPERS. 

Lord  SELBORNE,  who  had  given 
Notice  to  call  attention  to  the  question 
of  slavery  in  Ouba,  and  to  move  for — 

"Copies  of  all  despatches  and  papers  con- 
taining any  commumcations  on  that  subject 
which  have  passed  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment or  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Madrid 
and  the  Spanish  Government,  and  which  have 
not  alrecuiy  been  laid  before  Parliament ; " 

said :  It  may  be  in  the  recollection  of 
those  of  your  Lordships  who  take  an  in- 
terest in  the  subject  of  Slavery,  that,  on 
the  21st  of  March  last,  my  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Granville)  asked  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  taking  any  steps  with  a  view 
to  obtain  the  fulfilment  of  the  assurances 
which  had  been  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Spain  as  to  the  total  abolition 
of  Slavery  in  the  Spanish  Possessions  ? 
My  noble  Friend  put  no  undue  pressure 
upon  the  Government :  he  would  have 
been  content  if  he  had  only  learned  that 
something  was  really  being  done.  But 
the  noble  Marquess,  after  referring  to 
the  change  which  had  then  lately  taken 
place  in  the  Spanish  Ministry,  said  that 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  matter 
was  one  entirely  of  internal  regulation, 
and  that,  but  for  the  promise  which  the 
Spanish  Government  had  volunteered, 
we  should  have  no  right  to  mention  the 
subject.  That  answer  occasioned  both 
disappointment  and  surprise  —  disap- 
pointment, because  it  was  very  different 
in  its  tone  from  a  letter  received  less 
than  a  year  before  from  the  Foreign 
Office  by  the  Anti-Slavery  Society,  in 
reply  to  a  Memorial  which  it  had  pre- 
sented; surprise,  because  it  was  im- 
possible to  reconcile  it  either  with  the 
tenour  of  the  language  held  by  the  Pre- 
decessors of  the  present  Secretary  of 
State,  or  with  the  real  facts  on  which 
the  right  of  this  country  to  remonstrate 
with  Spain  rested.  I  can  only  suppose 
that  the  noble  Marquess  had  been  too 
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Olanse  72  (Clause  6.  Ftovost  marshal). 

Colonel  AEBUTHNOT,  in  moving 

as  an  Amendment,  in  page  40,  line  35, 

after  "  authority,"  to  insert — 

"  On  any  soldier,  but  in  the  case  of  persons 
who  are  employed  by  or  arc  in  the  service  of 
any  of  Her  Majesty's  troops  when  employed 
on  active  service  beyond  the  seas,  it  shall  be 
lawful  for  such  provost  marshal  to  award  and 
inflict  punishment  for  minor  offences,  for  dealing 
with  which  he  may  not  consider  it  convenient 
to  convene  a  court  martial,  subject  always  to 
regulations  issued  for  his  guidance  by  the  gene- 
ral or  other  officer  commanding ; " 

said,  the  Bill  as  it  then  stood  contained 
a  great  anomaly,  which  the  Amendment 
he  was  about  to  move  was  intended  to 
remedy — namely,  that  all  camp-followers, 
and  those  who  were  described  in  the 
Amendment  as  persons  in  the  employ 
and  Service  of  Her  Majesty's  troops 
when  employed  on  active  service  be- 
yond the  seas,  must  bo  tried  by  court 
martial  for  any  sort  of  offence  which 
they  might  commit.  He  was  aware  that 
provision  was  made  in  the  Indian  Mili- 
tary Code  to  meet  this  case.  But  this 
would  certainly  not  meet  the  case  of, 
for  instance,  the  persons  employed  in 
South  Africa  as  carriers  by  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley,  all  of  whom  would  have  to  be 
tried  by  court  martial  for  any  offence 
they  might  commit.  It  was  necessary 
that  some  organization  should  be  pro- 
vided by  which  minor  offences  might  be 
checked  ;  and  he,  therefore,  moved  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  40,  line  35,  after  the  word  "  autho- 
rity,** to  insert  the  words,  "On  any  soldier, 
but  in  the  case  of  persons  who  are  employed 
by  or  are  in  the  service  of  any  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's troops  when  employed  on  active  ser- 
vice beyond  the  seas,  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
such  provost  marshal  to  award  and  inflict 
punishment  for  minor  offences  for  dealing 
with  which  it  may  not  bo  considered  expedient 
to  convene  a  court  martial,  subject  always  to 
regulations  issued  for  his  guidance  by  the 
general  or  other  officer  commanding." — [Colonel 
Arbuthnot.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

SiB  HENRY  HAVELOCK  opposed 
the  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  the 
practical  difficulty  could  be  got  over  by 
convening  a  small  standing  court  martial 
to  deal  with  camp-followers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 


Clause  75  (Change  of  conditions  of 
service). 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  the  addition  of  the  fol- 
lowing words  at  the  end  of  the  clause — 

'*0r  for  any  period  of  time  not  exceeding 
twelve  years  in  the  whole  from  the  day  on 
which  he  enlisted." 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  77  (Mode  of  enlistment  and 
attestation). 

Major  NOLAN  said,  it  would  be 
useful  to  insert  a  provision  against  the 
enlistment  of  men  when  under  the  influ- 
ence of  liquor,  and  he  proposed  to  add 
words  which  would  decide  a  doubtful 
magistrate  to  stop  the  enlistment  of 
recruits  in  that  condition.  It  had  been 
objected  that  an  Amendment  which  was 
proposed  in  Committee  with  this  object 
would  be  looked  upon  as  an  insult  to 
the  magistrates ;  but  the  words  that  he 
desired  to  introduce  could  be  acted  upon 
by  the  magistrates  without  any  loss  of 
dignity;  and  he  therefore  moved,  in 
page  42,  line  34,  to  insert  the  words — 

*<  And  shall  not  proceed  with  the  enlistment, 
if  he  considers  the  recruit  under  the  influence 
of  liquor." 

Mr.  O'SULLIYAN  hoped  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  would  see  his 
way  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Galway. 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  pointed  out  that 
many  recruits  at  the  time  of  their  enlist- 
ment were,  although  not  very  drunk, 
just  able  to  understand  what  was  said 
to  them  when  they  were  prompted. 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  words  inserted 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  78  (Power  of  recruit  to  pur- 
chase discharge). 

Captain  MILNE-HOME  said,  he 
was  sorry  that  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Brighton  (General  Shute) 
was  not  in  his  place  to  bring  the  weight 
of  his  experience  to  bear  upon  the 
points  which  he  (Captain  Milne-Home) 
wished  to  urge  in  connection  with  the 
Amendments  to  the  clause  standing  in 
the  names  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Mem- 
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ber  and  himself.    It  was  not  Us  inten- 
tion  to  take    the   extreme    course    of 
moving  the  rejection  of  the  clause,  which 
had  been  already  discussed  and  disposed 
of  in  Committee ;  but  he  could  not  help 
feeling  that  its  retention,  at  all  events, 
in  the  form  in  which  it  then  stood,  would 
be   detrimental  to  the  Service,  and  a 
source  of  unfairness  to  many  soldiers 
serving  in  the  Army.     He  objected  to 
the  clause  altogether,  because  it  treated 
of  a  matter  which  he  considered  to  be  one 
of  Departmental  detail  that  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  military  authorities. 
Without  wishing  to  detain  the  House, 
he  would  only  place  the  Amendments 
before  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  for  War, 
in  the  hope  that  he  would  turn  round  in 
his  place  to  say  that  he  agreed  to  them. 
He  was,  however,  obliged  to  remind  the 
House  that  the  clause  presented  an  en- 
tirely new  principle,  and  he  thought  the 
House  should  be  informed  by  whom 
that  principle  had  been  recommended ; 
because,   if   he  mistook  not,   no   such 
recommendation  was  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs.     The    21st  Article  of 
War  provided  that  a  soldier  should  not 
be  dismissed  from  the  Service  without  a 
discharge  granted  according  to  Qeneral 
Order,  and  the  Warrant  then  in  force 
stated  that  no  soldier  could  demand  his 
discharge  as  a  matter  of  right.     The 
present  clause,  however,  allowed  a  sol- 
dier of  under  three  months'  service  to 
claim  his  discharge  upon  the  payment 
of  £10.  His  (Captain  Milne-Home's)  first 
Amendment  was  to  leave  out  the  word 
'*  three,"  and  insert  the  word  *'  one,"  in 
line  32,  page  43,  of  the  Bill.     He  ob- 
jected to  the  period  of  three  months 
named  in  the  clause  upon  the  score  of 
the  expense  to  the  country  which  it  en- 
tailed.    This  was  particularly  apparent 
in  the  case  of  Cavalry  regiments,   in 
which  the  training  of  a  recruit  during  a 
period  of  three  months  cost  from  £20  to 
£30.     If,   therefore,   the    soldier    was 
discharged  at  the  end  of  three  months, 
the  country  would  thereby  be  at  a  loss 
of  £10  to  £20;    because,  on   his  dis- 
charge, he  had  only  to  pay  the  sum  of 
£lO  for  the  use  of  Her  Majesty.    The 
man  would  leave  the  Service  a  much 
better  article,  so  to  speak — well  con- 
ducted, set  up,  drilled,  and,  in  short,  a 
very  much  more  marketable  commodity 
in  the  labour  market  than  he  was  before 
he  joined  it.    It  must  also  be  recollected 
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that  if  a  man,  after  three  months'  ser- 
vice, was  discharged,  another  man 
would  have  to  be  brought  in  to  fill  his 
place  who  had  no  service  at  all.  With 
regard  to  his  second  Amendment,  he 
thought  that  if  the  clause  was  to  stand 
in  its  present  form,  the  commanding 
officer  ought  to  have  something  to  say 
with  reference  to  a  recruit's  leaving  at 
the  end  of  three  months,  because  g^eat 
inconvenience  might  result  from  this, 
especially  if  a  large  number  of  men 
claimed  their  discharge  at  one  time. 
Under  those  circumstances,  more  work 
would  be  thrown  on  their  comrades  who 
remained  in  the  regiment ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, thought  that  the  men  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  claim  their  discharge 
except  with  the  approval  of  the  com- 
manding officer.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
first  of  the  Amendments  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  43, 
line  32,  to  leave  out  the  word  '*  three," 
and  insert  the  word  *'one." — {^Captain 
Milne- If 0  me,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
*  three '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Colonel  STANLEY  hoped  the  House 
would  not  accept  the  Amendment.  The 
subject  had  been  discussed  at  consider- 
able length  in  Committee,  and  the  pre- 
sent regulations  had  met  with  the  gene- 
ral approval  of  the  House.  His  own 
convictions  in  the  matter  were  strength- 
ened by  the  recommendations  of  a  De- 
partmental Committee  consisting  of  very 
experienced  officers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  83  (Prolongation  of  service  in 
certain  cases). 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  47,  line  6,  to  leave 
out  the  word  "active." 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  word  atruek  out 
accordingly. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  47,  line  12,  at  the 
end,  to  insert,  as  a  separate  paragraph — 

*'  If  a  soldier  required  under  this  section  to 
be  discharged  or  sent  to  the  United  Kingdom 
desires,  while  a  state  of  war  exists  between  Her 
Majesty  and  any  foreign  power,  to  continue  in 
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Clause  72  (Clause  B.  Provost  marshal). 

Colonel  AEBUTHNOT,  in  moving 

as  an  Amendment,  in  page  40,  line  35, 

after  ''authority,"  to  insert — 

"  On  any  soldier,  but  in  the  case  of  persons 
who  are  employo<l  by  or  are  in  the  service  of 
any  of  Her  Majesty's  troops  when  employed 
on  active  service  beyond  the  seas,  it  shall  bo 
lawful  for  such  provost  marshal  to  award  and 
inilict  punishment  for  minor  offences,  for  defiling 
with  which  he  may  not  consider  it  convenient 
to  convene  a  court  martial,  subject  always  to 
reguLitions  issued  for  liis  guidance  by  the  gene- 
ral or  other  officer  commanding ;  '* 

said,  the  Bill  as  it  then  stood  contained 
a  great  anomaly,  which  the  Amendment 
he  was  about  to  move  was  intended  to 
remedy — namely,  that  all  camp-followers, 
and  those  who  wore  described  in  the 
Amendment  as  persons  in  the  employ 
and  Service  of  Her  Majesty's  troops 
when  employed  on  active  service  be- 
yond the  seas,  must  bo  tried  by  court 
martial  for  any  sort  of  offence  which 
they  might  commit.  lie  was  aware  that 
provision  was  made  in  the  Indian  Mili- 
tary Code  to  meet  this  case.  But  this 
would  certainly  not  meet  the  case  of, 
for  instance,  the  persons  employed  in 
South  Africa  as  carriers  by  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley,  all  of  whom  would  have  to  be 
tried  by  court  martial  for  any  offence 
they  might  commit.  It  was  necessary 
that  some  orp^anization  should  be  pro- 
vided by  which  minor  offences  might  be 
checked  ;  and  he,  therefore,  moved  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  40,  line;  35,  after  the  word  "  autho- 
rity," to  insert  the  words,  "On  any  soldier, 
but  in  the  case  of  persons  who  aro  cmi)loyed 
by  or  are  in  the  siTvice  of  any  of  ll(?r  Ma- 
jesty's troops  when  employed  on  active  ser- 
vice beyoncl  the  seas,  it  shall  be  lawful  for 
such  provost  marshal  to  award  and  intliot 
punishment  for  minor  offences  for  dealing 
with  which  it  may  not  bo  considered  expedient 
to  convene  a  court  martial,  subject  always  to 
regulations  issued  for  his  guidance  by  the 
general  or  other  officer  commanding." — (Coloiul 
Arbuthnot.) 

Question  proposed,  **That  those  words 
bo  there  inserted." 

Sir  henry  HAVELOCK  opposed 
the  Amendment,  on  the  ground  that  the 
practical  difficulty  could  be  got  over  by 
convening  a  small  standing  court  martial 
to  deal  with  camp-followers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Clause  agreed  to. 


Clause  75  (Change  of  conditionB  of 
service). 

Colonel  STANLEY  moyed,  as  an 
Amendment,  the  addition  of  the  fol- 
lowing words  at  the  end  of  the  dause— 

"  Or  for  any  period  of  time  not  exceediiog 
twelve  years  in  the  whole  from  the  day  oa 
which  he  enlisted." 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  imtrUi 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  77  (Mode  of  enlistment  and    ; 
attestation).  | 

Major  NOLAN  said,  it  would  be 
useful  to  insert  a  provision  agaiust  the 
enlistment  of  men  when  under  the  influ- 
ence of  liquor,  and  he  proposed  to  add 
words  which  would  decide  a  doubtful 
magistrate  to  stop  the  enlistment  of 
recruits  in  that  condition.  It  bad  been 
objected  that  an  Amendment  which  WM 
proposed  in  Committee  with  this  object 
would  be  looked  upon  as  an  insult  to 
the  magistrates ;  but  the  words  that  he 
desired  to  introduce  could  be  acted  upoi 
by  the  magistrates  without  any  loss  of 
dignity;  and  he  therefore  moved,  ia 
page  42,  line  34,  to  insert  the  words— 

'*  And  shall  not  proceed  ^ith  the  enlistiMBti 
if  he  considers  the  recruit  under  the  influttce 
of  liquor.** 

Mr.  O'SULLIYAN  hoped  the  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Seoe- 
tary  of  State  for  War  would  see  hk 
way  to  accept  the  Amendment  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Galway. 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  pointed  out  tW 
many  recruits  at  the  time  of  their  enlirt- 
ment  were,  although  not  very  drunki 
just  able  to  understand  what  was  saM 
to  them  when  they  were  prompted. 

Amendment  agreed  to ;  words  inatrUt 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  78  (Power  of  recruit  to  ptt^ 
chase  discharge). 

Captain  MILNE-HOME  said,  ht 
was  sorry  that  the  hon.  and  gallaat 
Member  for  Brighton  (General  8hit») 
was  not  in  his  place  to  bring  the  wdgU 
of  his  experience  to  bear  upon  tht, 
points  which  he  (Captain  MUne-Hoart) 
wished  to  urge  in  conneotion  with  tht: 
Amendments  to  the  clause  standiogi^ 
the  names  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Meoi*- 
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ber  and  himself.    It  was  not  Us  inten- 
tion to  take    the    extreme    course    of 
moving  the  rejection  of  the  clause,  which 
had  been  already  discussed  and  disposed 
of  in  (Committee ;  but  he  could  not  help 
feeling  that  its  retention,  at  all  events, 
in  the  form  in  which  it  then  stood,  would 
be  detrimental  to  the  Service,  and  a 
source  of  unfairness  to  many  soldiers 
serving  in  the  Army.     He  objected  to 
the  clause  altogether,  because  it  treated 
of  a  matter  which  he  considered  to  be  one 
of  Departmental  detail  that  ought  to  be 
dealt  with  by  the  military  authorities. 
Without  wishing  to  detain  the  House, 
he  would  only  place  the  Amendments 
before  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman the  Secretary  of  State  fur  War, 
in  the  hope  that  he  would  turn  round  in 
his  place  to  say  that  he  agreed  to  them. 
He  was,  however,  obliged  to  remind  the 
House  that  the  clause  presented  an  en- 
tirely new  principle,  and  he  thought  the 
House  should  be  informed   by  whom 
that  principle  had  been  recommended ; 
because,   if   he  mistook  not,   no  such 
recommendation  was  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee upstairs.     The    21st  Article  of 
War  provided  that  a  soldier  should  not 
be  dismissed  from  the  Service  without  a 
discharge  granted  according  to  Qeneral 
Order,  and  the  Warrant  then  in  force 
stated  that  no  soldier  could  demand  his 
discharge   as  a  matter  of  right.     The 
present  clause,  however,  allowed  a  sol- 
dier of  under  three  months'  service  to 
claim  his  discharge  upon  the  payment 
of  £10.  His  (Captain  Milne-Home's)  first 
Amendment  was  to  leave  out  the  word 
'*  three,"  and  insert  the  word  **  one,"  in 
Hne  32,  page  43,  of  the  Bill.     He  ob- 
jected to  the  period  of  three  months 
named  in  the  clause  upon  the  score  of 
the  expense  to  the  country  which  it  en- 
tailed.   This  was  particularly  apparent 
in  the  case  of  Cavalry  regiments,   in 
which  the  training  of  a  recruit  during  a 
period  of  three  months  cost  from  £20  to 
£30.     If,   therefore,   the    soldier    was 
discharged  at  the  end  of  three  months, 
the  country  would  thereby  be  at  a  loss 
of  £10  to  £20 ;    because,  on  his  dis- 
charge, he  had  only  to  pay  the  sum  of 
£10  for  the  use  of  Her  Majesty.    The 
man  would  leave  the  Service  a  much 
better  article,  so  to  speak — well  con- 
ducted, set  up,  drilled,  and,  in  short,  a 
▼ery  much  more  marketable  commodity 
m  the  labour  market  than  he  was  before 
be  joined  it.     It  must  also  be  recollected 

VOL.  COXLYIU.    [thibd  8?BiB8.] 


that  if  a  man,  after  three  months'  ser- 
vice, was  discharged,  another  man 
would  have  to  be  brought  in  to  fill  his 
place  who  had  no  service  at  all.  With 
regard  to  his  second  Amendment,  he 
thought  that  if  the  clause  was  to  stand 
in  its  present  form,  the  commanding 
officer  ought  to  have  something  to  say 
with  reference  to  a  recruit's  leaving  at 
the  end  of  three  months,  because  g^eat 
inconvenience  might  result  from  this, 
especially  if  a  large  number  of  men 
claimed  their  discharge  at  one  time. 
Under  those  circumstances,  more  work 
would  be  thrown  on  their  comrades  who 
remained  in  the  regiment ;  and  he,  there- 
fore, thought  that  the  men  ought  not  to 
be  allowed  to  claim  their  discharge 
except  with  the  approval  of  the  com- 
manding officer.  The  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
first  of  the  Amendments  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  43, 
line  32,  to  leave  out  the  word  **  three," 
and  insert  the  word  **one." — (^Captain 
Milne-Ifome,) 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  word 
'  three '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Colonel  STANLEY  hoped  the  House 
would  not  accept  the  Amendment.  The 
subject  had  been  discussed  at  consider- 
able length  in  Committee,  and  the  pre- 
sent regulations  had  met  with  the  gene- 
ral approval  of  the  House.  His  own 
convictions  in  the  matter  were  strength- 
ened by  the  recommendations  of  a  De- 
partmental Committee  consisting  of  very 
experienced  officers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  83  (Prolongation  of  service  in 
certain  cases). 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  47,  line  6,  to  leave 
out  the  word  **  active." 

Amendment  agreed  to  ;  word  atruek  out 
accordingly. 

Colonel  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  47,  line  12,  at  the 
end,  to  insert,  as  a  separate  paragraph — 

**  If  a  soldier  required  under  this  section  to 
he  discharged  or  sent  to  the  United  Kingdom 
desires,  while  a  state  of  war  exists  between  Her 
Majesty  and  any  foreign  power,  to  continue  in 
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Her  Uajeatj'i  anrice,  and  th«  competent  mili- 
blrr  autboHtv  approTe,  he  may  afrree  to  con- 
tinne  ai  a  soldier  of  tlie  regular  force*  In  the 
■amn  nmnrer  in  all  reBpccta  aa  if  his  term  of 
aerricfworp  itill  uneipired,  eicept  that  he  maj 
claim  hia  discharRO  nt  the  end  of  Buch  atote  of 
««r,  or,  if  it  ia  ao  provided  by  Buch  aitreement, 
at  the  eipiration  of  any  period  of  three  montha 
ftfter  he  has  given  notice  to  bia  commanding 
officer  of  hia  wish  to  be  discharged." 

Amendinent  agrttd  to;   paragrapb.  in- 
itrted  accordiogly. 

ClauBe,  BB  ameoded,  agreed  to. 


Clause  84  (In  imminent  national 
danger,  Eer  Majesty  may  continue 
soldiers  in,  or  require  soldiers  to  re- 
enter, army  servite). 

CoLOSEL  STANLEY  moved,  as  an 
Ampndineiit,  in  page  47,  line  IH,  after 
"  all,"  to  insert  "  or  any." 

Amendment  agreed  io;  words  iiutrted 
accordingly. 

Colonel  STANLEY  mored,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  pnge  47,  line  26,  after 
the  word  "enlistment,"  to  insert — 

"And  the  period  duriaR  which  bis  service 
may  bo  prolonged  under  tJie  foregoing  pnivi- 
rioDi  of  this  Act.'' 

Amendment  agreed  to;  words  inttrted 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  86  (Discharge  or  transfer  to 
reserve). 

Bitt  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  48,  line  4, 
after  "  Att,"  to  insert  "  or  the  Acts  re- 
lating to  the  reserved  forces."  The  hon. 
Gentleman  paid,  in  explanation,  that 
that  and  the  f<illowing  Amendment 
were  for  tho  pui-pi>Be  of  enabling  a 
soldier  to  ,  be  continued  in  the  BeHerve 
after  having  served  his  time  in  the 
Army.  Under  other  Acts,  a  soldier 
could  be  kept  in  the  Kpserves  ^hen  his 
period  of  Army  service  had  expired,  and 
the  object  of  the  Amendment  was  to 
make  it  clear  that  he  could  do  so  with 
bis  consent. 

Amendment  agr*ed  to  ;  words  interted 
accordingly. 

SiB  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  moved, 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  40,  line  6, 
to  add  at  the  end  "  or,  with  his  assent, 
transferred  to  the  reserve  forces." 
Cohiul  StanUf 


Amendment  proposed, 

"In  pnge  4S,  lino  6,  after  tlis  «oid*'d» 
chained,"  to  insert  the  vonU  "  or  wilh  Ui » 
sent  transferred  to  the  raaerro  tara»."-\St 
Gioifft  Campbdl.) 

Question  proposed,  "  ThatthoMVodi 
be  there  inserted." 

CoLOMEL  STANLEY  thought  tilt 
those  words  were  nselees.  Under  tlit 
Beserved  Forces  Act,  anyone  who  pleastJ 
and  was  eHgible  might  go  into  the  B»- 
serves.  There  was  no  power  totraufo 
a  man  without  hia  consent. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  90  (Justices  of  the  peue  tte 
the  purposes  of  enlistment).  I 

Me.  H.  SAMUELSON  laid,  thiti 
the  hon.  and  gaUant  Member  for  Via- 
Chester  (Colonel  Naghten)  was  ;  '  ' 
his  place,  he  (Mr.  Samuelson) 
move  the  Amendment  which  stood  ii 
his  name.  Militia  ofRcers  were  alviji 
subject  to  military  law,  and  it  would  bl 
quite  impossible  for  them  to  acta«j>u- 
tices  of  the  peace  as  the  clause  itood. 
To  remedy  that  he  would  move  in  pigl 
60,  line  42,  after  the  word  "Act,"  l> 
insert  "except  officers  of  Militia «hili 
the  regiments  to  which  they  beloiig' 
disembodied." 

Amendment  a^0AJ  to,-  words  imvM 
accordingly. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  91  (Enlistment  of  foieigun 
and  negroes). 

SiE  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  i 
as  an  Amendment,  in  page  51,  liosTi 
to  leave  out  the  words  "  so  eoliitei" 
The  object  of  the  Amendment  wM  ll 
make  it  quite  clear  how  far  ahens  MH: 
eligible  fur  the  ptisition  of  commisiicBrf 
otticers  in  Her  Majesty's  Service.  &I 
clause  under  notice  provided  for  Uu  i» 
listment  of  aliens  as   soldien  in  H« 


competent  to  hold  higher  nnk 
that  of  warrant  ofOcer  or  non-coi 
sioned  officer.  It  seemed  hard  tW 
after  having  served  a  certain  period  • 
soldiers,  aliens  should  be  incapabbc 
being  made  officers,  unless  it  vM 
also  dear  that  they  were  incapaUi « 
being  made  officers  if  they  oad  BW 
entered  the  raalu  at  all.    Be  pnpM' 
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to  omit  the  words  **  bo  enlisted,"  in 
order  to  make  it  quite  clear  that  no 
alien  should  be  capable  of  holding  higher 
rank  in  Her  Majesty's  Service  than  that 
of  warrant  or  non-commissioned  officer. 
It  would,  of  course,  be  open  to  an  alien 
to  be  naturalized  and  then  to  hold  a 
commission,  whether  he  had  served  in 
the  ranks  or  not. 

Amendment  proposed,  in  page  51, 
line  7,  to  leave  out  the  words  *'  so  en- 
listed."— {Sir  George  Campbell,) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  words 
'  so  enlisted '  stand  part  of  the  Bill." 

Majob  NOLAN  deprecated  so  strict  a 
line  as  that  proposed  being  drawn.  The 
suggestion  came  at  an  important  time  ; 
because,  if  the  late  Prince  Imperial  had 
had  a  more  defined  position,  he  would 
probably  not  have  been  allowed  to  have 
entered  on  the  expedition  which  resulted 
in  his  death. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Another  Amendment  made. 

Clause     101    (Liability   to    provide 

billets). 

Mb.  O'SULLIVAN  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  54,  line  35,  after 
the  word  **  alehouses,"  to  insert 
*' bakers,  butchers,  and  refreshment 
house  keepers."  He  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  would  have 
no  objection  to  the  insertion  of  this 
Amendment.  Under  the  present  system 
of  limiting  billeting  to  alehouses  and 
inns,  there  was  often  a  great  want  of 
accommodation.  He  did  not  see  why  the 
hutchers  and  bakers,  and  refreshment 
house  keepers,  should  not  be  under  the 
6ame  liability  to  accommodate  the  troops 
as  the  inn-keepers.  Many  times  he  had 
seen  great  inconvenience  result  from  the 
accommodation  being  limited,  as  it  now 
was,  to  public-houses.  He  trusted  it 
would  be  extended  according  to  the 
terms  of  his  Amendment. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  64,  line  36,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"  alehouses,*'  the  words  "  bakers,  butchers,  and 
tefreshment  housekeepers." — {Mr.  0* Sullivan.) 

Question  proposed,  ' '  That  those  words 
l)ethe5!B  inserted." 

Mr.  CALLAN  hoped  that  the  right 
lion,  and  gallant  Gentleman  the  Secre- 


taiy  of  State  for  "War  would  not  yield 
to  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  0' Sullivan).  The 
butchers  and  bakers  only  kept  houses  for 
their  own  accommodation  ;  whereas,  by 
the  Acts  under  which  public-houses  were 
licensed  in  Ireland,  they  were  compelled 
to  provide  accommodation  for  the  public. 
He  trusted  that  the  nght  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  would  not  infliot  private 
soldiers  upon  the  butchers  and  bakers, 
but  would  limit  the  accommodation,  as  at 
present,  to  licensed  houses. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  that  the 
question  of  billeting  was  of  some  im- 
portance. The  Bill  placod  the  Irish 
law  of  billeting  upon  the  same  footing 
as  the  English.  Formerly,  billeting  in 
private  houses  took  place  in  Ireland. 
It  was  not  necessary  for  him  to  say  more 
than  that  he  could  not  accept  the  Amend- 
ment. He  should  be  prepared,  how- 
ever, to  make  arrangements  to  prevent 
inconvenience  to  the  troops,  if  it  were 
brought  to  the  notice  of  the  authorities. 

Major  O'BEIENE  considered  that 
the  convenience  of  troops  on  the  march 
was  a  matter  of  great  importance.  At 
present,  much  inconvenience  was  sufiPered 
from  the  troops  having  to  be  billeted 
exclusively  in  taverns.  If  the  butchers 
and  bakers  had  the  best  houses  in  a 
town,  then  he  thought  that  the  troops 
ought  to  be  billeted  in  them.  He  hoped 
the  Amendment  would  be  accepted. 

Mr.  ONSLOW  pointed  out  that,  by 
the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  all  persons 
selling  wine,  brandy,  spirits,  strong 
waters,  cider,  or  metheglin  by  retail 
were  compellable  to  give  accommodation 
to  the  troops.  He  thought  it  would  be 
going  too  far  to  make  the  butchers  and 
bakers  also  take  the  troops  in. 

Major  NOLAN  understood  that  a 
new  Schedule  was  to  be  framed  fixing 
the  prices  for  billeting.  It  would  be 
absurd  to  make  the  butchers  and  bakers 
liable  to  have  troops  billeted  upon  them, 
for  their  houses  were  as  much  private 
houses  as  the  linendrapers. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  1 03  (Accommodation  and  pay- 
ment on  billet). 

Major  O'BEIRNE  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  66,  line  13,  after 
the  word  **  billets,"  to  insert  *'  and  the 
officer  or  non-commissioned  officer  autho- 
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rised  to  demand  such  billets."  The 
effect  of  the  Amendment  was  to  g:ive  an 
ofRcer  or  non-commissioned  officer  a 
right  to  reject  a  billet  he  did  not  con- 
sider suitable.  There  were  opportuni- 
ties at  present  for  some  innkeepers  to 
escape  receiving  troops  by  agreement 
with  the  constable,  the  excuse  being 
given  that  all  the  beds  in  their  hotels 
were  engaged.  In  consequence  of  that, 
troops  had  frequently  to  be  billeted 
two  or  three  miles  away  from  their  place 
of  parade.  That  had  happened  at 
Leicester,  Reigate,  and  other  places; 
and  he  had  known  it  done,  although  the 
innkeepers  had  plenty  of  accommoda- 
tion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  66,  line  13,  after  the  word  ""billets," 
to  insert  the  words  ''and  the  officer  or  non- 
commissioned officer  authorized  to  demand  such 
biUeto."— (i!fq;w  O'Beirne.) 

Question  proposed,  '*  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  did  not  think  it 
would  be  wise  to  insert  these  words  in 
the  Bill,  as  they  would  introduce  an 
entirely  new  principle.  Hitherto,  billets 
had  had  to  oe  demanded  from  the  civil 
authorities  entitled  to  issue  them,  and 
the  matter  was  entirely  in  their  hands. 
Moreover,  he  should  not  like  to  leave  so 
large  a  discretionary  power  in  the  hands 
of  the  non-commissioned  officers.  It 
would  be  far  better  to  leave  the  dis- 
cretion in  the  hands  of  the  civil  officials. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Clause  126  (Arrangements  with  Indian 
and  colonial  governments  as  to  prisons). 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  he  had  to  move 
an  Amendment  in  page  69,  to  add,  at  the 
end  thereof — 

*'And  in  all  cases  where  the  court  has  so 
otherwise  ordered,  returns  shall  be  annually 
laid  before  Parliament  specifying  such  sen- 
tences, and  stating  the  special  reasons  for  such 
order  in  each  case.'* 

This  Amendment  was  one  which  he 
thought  the  Government  would  agree  to. 
It  referred  to  the  limitation  placed  upon 
sentences  of  over  twelve  months'  im- 
prisonment inflicted  abroad.  It  had  been 
provided  that  unless  the  court  otherwise 
directed  the  punishment  should  take 
place  in  England.     He  only  wished  for 
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Eeturns  to  be  laid  before  Parliament 
giving  the  special  reasons  why  courts 
martial  had  decided  that  the  imprison- 
ment should  take  place  abroad. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  line  69,  to  insert,  at  the  end  of  Clause, 
the  words  ''and  in  all  cases  where  the  court 
has  BO  otherwise  ordered,  Betums  shall  be 
annually  laid  before  Parliament  specifying  such 
sentences,  and  stating  the  special  reasons  for 
such  order  in  each  case." — [Mr.  Famell.) 

Question  proposed, ''  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  had  no 
objection  to  the  proposal  in  principle. 
He  did  not  think,  however,  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  have  Betums  of  all  the 
cases  laid  before  Parliament.  If  any 
particular  case  were  required,  then  a 
Keturn  in  respect  of  it  could  be  moved 
for.  It  would  cause  a  great  deal  of 
useless  labour  and  expense  to  have 
Beturns  made  in  all  cases. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Clause  127  (Duty  of  governor  of 
prison  to  receive  prisoners,  deserters, 
and  absentees  without  leave). 

Mr.  PABNELL  moved,  as  an  Amend- 
ment, to  add  at  the  end  of  clause — 

"  And  Returns  shall  be  annually  laid  before 
Parliament  of  all  proceedings  and  evidence 
taken  at  inquests  or  other  inquiries  into  the 
deaths  of  prisoners." 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  69,  to  insert,  at  the  end  of  Clause, 
the  words  "and  Returns  shall  be  annually 
laid  before  Parliament  of  all  proceedings  ancl 
evidence  taken  at  inquests  or  other  inquiries 
into  the  deaths  of  prisoners." — (Jfr.  F«m€U.) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CB08S  observed, 
that  the  evidence  and  proceedings  at 
inquests  on  prisoners  would  be  too 
bulky  to  be  conveniently  laid  before  the 
House. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOURT  did  not 
see  why  the  evidence  in  these  cases 
should  be  laid  before  Parliament  more 
than  in  other  cases.  No  Beturns  were 
required  in  ordinary  cases,  and  he  could 
see  no  reason  for  their  being  required 
here.  If  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  Pamell)  wished  that  Parliament 
should  have  cognizance  of  these  matters, 
of  oourse,  everyone   knew   that   they 
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ooiild  take  cognizance  of  them.  Any 
particular  case  which  might  arise  could 
be  called  attention  to ;  but  it  would 
only  lead  to  unnecessary  labour  and 
expense  to  have  such  Betums  as  the 
hon.  Member  wished. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  that  if  he  were 
allowed  to  do  so  he  would  amend  his 
Amendment,  by  striking  from  it  the 
words,  ''proceedings  and  evidence  taken 
at,*'  and  it  would  then  read  as  fol- 
lows : — 

"  And  Betums  shall  be  annually  laid  before 
Parliament  of  all  inquests  or  other  inquiries  into 
the  deaths  of  prisoners." 

Mb.  speaker  said,  that  the  Amend- 
ment could  not  be  made,  unless  the 
House  would  first  allow  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  and  he 
could  then  move  the  proposed  amended 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leaye,  withdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  69,  to  insert,  at  the  end  of  Clause,  the 
words  "and  Returns  shall  be  annually  laid 
before  Parliament  of  all  inquests  or  other  in- 
quiries into  the  deaths  of  prisoners." — {Mr. 
Famell,) 

Question  put,  ''  That  those  words  be 
there  inserted." 

The  House  divided:  —  Ayes  14; 
Noes  116:  Majority  102. — (Div.  List, 
No.  184.) 

Clause  128  (Establishment  and  regu- 
lation of  military  prisons). 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  the  next 
clause — 128 — was  a  most  important  one, 
which  involved  a  question  not  settled 
till  the  Beport,  for  two  reasons ;  first  of 
all,  they  awaited  the  decision  of  the 
House  as  regarded  the  question  of  cor- 
poral punishment;  and,  secondly,  they 
were  waiting  for  the  Report  of  the 
Eoyal  Commission  which  was  charged 
to  inquire  ifito  the  question  of  prison 
discipline. 

Mb.  speaker  :  If  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  no  Amendment  to  move,  I  shall 
call  upon  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  to  move  his  Amendments. 

Mb.  PARNELL  replied,  that  he  pro- 
posed to  conclude  with  a  Motion  in 
order  to  put  himself  in  Order.  The 
Beport  of  the  Royal  Commission  had 
been  placed  on  their  Table.  He  himself 
objected  to  flogging  in  prisons  more  than 


to  flogging  in  the  Army,  because  flogging 
in  prisons  must  be  an  entirely  unneces- 
sary punishment.  A  man  was  under 
complete  control.  It  could  not  be  said 
that  they  were  then  in  the  presence  of  the 
enemy,  and  that  flogging  was,  therefore, 
necessary  for  the  preservation  of  disci- 
pline. A  man  might  be  punished  in  a 
variety  of  ways,  and  they  had  at  hand 
in  a  prison  all  kinds  of  mechanical  ap- 
pliances for  the  purpose.  They  could 
put  a  man  in  a  dark  and  solitary  cell  for 
seven  days,  or  they  could  half-starve 
him  on  bread  and  water,  or  do  a  num- 
ber of  other  things  which  would  reduce 
him  to  subjection.  The  Commission, 
however,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  had  re- 
ported in  favour  of  it,  though  they  said 
it  was  very  seldom  used,  and  so  on. 

Mb.  SPEAKER :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  that  the 
question  raised  here  is  Clause  128. 

Mb.  PARNELL  replied,  that  Clause 
128  was  the  clause  he  was  speaking 
upon.  He  was  sorry  that  he  would  not 
be  able  to  move  an  Amendment  on  the 
question,  because  he  had  to  leave  for 
Ireland  by  the  7  o'clock  train.  How- 
ever, he  could  inform  hon.  Gentlemen 
opposite  that  one  of  his  hon.  Friends 
would  take  charge  of  his  Amendment. 
It  was  really  of  such  an  important 
character  that  he  must  ask  the  House  to 
allow  them  to  discuss  this  question  fairly 
and  fully,  when  due  and  proper  con- 
sideration could  be  given  to  it.  This 
was  really  a  question  of  great  import- 
ance, and  he  exceedingly  regretted  that 
the  decision  of  the  Royal  Commission 
had  been  against  him.  He  did  not 
believe  flogging  in  prisons  to  be  at  all 
necessary,  for  they  had  done  without  it 
in  Ireland,  and  if  they  could  do  witliout 
it  there,  surely  it  was  unnecessary  here. 
He  would  not,  however,  pursue  the 
question  then  ;  for  at  that  hour — 2.45 — 
it  was  unfair  to  ask  the  House  to  do  so. 
He  would,  therefore,  request  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  concur  in  the 
adjournment  of  the  debate,  in  order  that 
the  matter  might  be  fully,  calmly,  and 
coolly  discussed.  He  thought  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  admit  he  had  not 
been  unfair  to  the  Government,  and  he 
had  no  desire  to  be  unfair  to  them.  He 
understood  there  must  be  a  Saturday 
Sitting,  and,  therefore,  they  might  surely 
be  allowed  to  conclude  the  Bill  then. 
He  begged  to  move  that  further  con- 
sideration be  adjourned. 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  further  Consideration  of  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  be  now  adjourned." — (i/r. 
Parnell.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER thought  the  general  feeling  of 
the  Committee  was  in  favour  of  going 
on.  He  was  not  at  all  disposed  to  com- 
plain of  the  conduct  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  had  pursued  in  the 
discussion  of  this  Bill  upon  Report ;  but 
he  thought  the  feeling  of  the  House  was 
decidedly  in  favour  of  proceeding  until 
it  was  finished.  Then  he  hoped  they 
would  be  allowed  to  read  it  a  third  time, 
so  as  finally  to  conclude  their  labours 
upon  it.  If  the  House  were  disposed  to 
do  that,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
have  a  Saturday  Sitting.  The  Com- 
mencement Bill  would  have  to  be  taken 
on  Monday.  He  thought  it  would  not 
be  so  very  great  an  inconvenience  to 
give  another  hour  or  two. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Parnell;  would  not  press  the  Motion. 
He  must  feel  it  was  impossible  that  the 
feeling  of  the  House  could  be  changed 
upon  the  question  of  flogging  now,  even 
by  an  adjournment  of  the  debate  till 
Saturday  morning. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  reminded  the  House 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  promised  that  due  opportunity 
would  be  given  for  the  discussion  of 
Amendments,  and  he  would  ask  him 
whether  there  could  be  a  proper  dis- 
cussion after  the  present  hour  ?  No 
Moticm  for  adjournment  had  been  made 
till  after  :^.30,  and  he  did  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  give  them 
the  trouble  of  going  to  the  Division 
Lobby  at  such  a  time. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  TOWER  would 
urge  liis  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Parnell)  not 
to  proceed  with  his  Motion.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  been  animated  by  a  sincere  desire 
to  improve  this  Bill.  He  must  confess, 
however,  that  in  the  present  temper  of 
the  House,  and  after  the  statement  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exclieqiier,  he 
could  not  expect  to  add  to  the  very  im- 
portant victories  he  had  already  achieved. 
He,  therefore,  thought  that  no  end  could 
be  gained  by  protracting  this  debate 
any  longer.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  was  going  to  Ireland  to  pursue 
his     patriotic    labours     there,    having 


achieved  victories  of  which  anymaa  in 
the  House  might  be  proud.  Whatever 
might  be  the  representations  of  hon. 
Members,  or  the  misconceptions  of  liii 
conduct,  these  were  victories  on  whidi 
he  could  look  back  with  pride.  Thef 
had  discussed  this  question  of  flogging 
over  and  over  again — they  had  debated 
it  under  almost  every  conceivable  d^ 
cumstance.  Although  he  was  far  from 
saying  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  ask 
the  House  to  adjourn,  and  to  continne 
the  discussion  on  another  day,  he  thought 
they  would  be  wise  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  substantial  victory  achieved,  and  he 
would,  therefore,  appeal  to  his  hon. 
Friend  to  withdraw  his  Amendment 

Mr.  DILLW YN  also  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell) 
to  withdraw  his  Motion,  as  the  conse- 
quence was,  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  stated,  it  was  now,  if 
the  Bill  were  finished  that  night,  un- 
necessary to  have  a  Morning  Sitting 
next  day.  He  would,  therefore,  suggeit 
that  the  Motion  should  not  be  pressed 
to  a  Division. 

Mr.  call  an  also  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell) 
to  withdraw  his  Motion.  If  he  read  the 
intention  of  line  21  of  the  128th  dause 
aright,  he  found  that  the  corporil 
punishment  of  2o  lashes  was  an  addi- 
tion to  the  general  power  given  in  mili- 
tary prisons  ;  and  they  were  told,  abd^ 
that  it  was  necessary  for  commandeil 
in  the  field  to  have  this  power.  [*'  Ordsr, 
Order !»'] 

Mr.  speaker  :  Is  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referring  to  Clause  128  ? 

]Mr.  CALLAN  replied,  that  thiswH 
a  Motion  for  continuing  the  debate.  He 
knew  from  whom  these  interruption 
came,  and  ho  was  conscious  that  the 
spirit  which  animated  the  flogging  Gen- 
tlemen below  the  Gangway,  who  were* 
favour 

Mk.  speaker  :  I  must  incite  th•^ 
hon.  ^Member  to  address  Xhh  Chair. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  addie«- 
ing  himself  to  the  Chairman,  in  cnUinff.j 
his  attention  to  the  spirit  which  animaled, 
a  portion  of  the  House,  in  interruptinf  | 
him  whilst  he  was  making  an  appeal  *ij 
the    Chancellor  of   the    Exchequer  t»j 
facilitate  the  progress  of  Pubhc  Bu«j 
ness.  Ho  would  not  condescend  to  appw 
personally,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  hfli- 
Members  who  were  in  favour  of  flogging? 
but  he  would  appeal  directly  to  hia  !<•• 
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Friend  (Mr.  Paniell),  with  reference  to 
tliifl  Motion,  and  would  ask  him  not  to 
press  it. 

Mr.  PARNELL  felt  the  force  of  what 
had  been  said,  and  did  not  think  they 
conld  do  much  good  in  pressing  this 
question  any  further.  The  House  was 
really  not  in  a  position  to  discuss  the 
question  as  it  ought  to  be  discussed; 
while,  if  they  had  a  Morning  Sitting, 
the  House  would  feel  rather  injured  at 
being  called  upon  to  discuss  once  more 
the  question  of  flogging.  He  would 
have  an  opportunity  of  bringing  this 
forward  on  the  Army  Estimates,  and  he 
thought  he  might  fairly  postpone  it  till 
then.  He,  therefore,  should  not  propose 
to  move  any  Amendment  in  Clause  128. 
He  should,  indeed,  take  no  further  part 
in  this  matter,  but  would  renew  his  op- 
position to  the  prison  cat  on  the  Irish 
Estimates  before  the  close  of  the  Session, 
and  deal  with  it  more  effectually  in  that 
way. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Other  Amendments  made. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  164  (Persons  subject  to  military 
law  as  soldiers). 

Colonel  ARBUTHNOT,  in  moving 
the  Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice,  hoped  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  would  not  object  to  it.  The  right 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  could  hardly 
contemplate  leaving  the  Bill  in  its  pre- 
sent state,  and  he  really  thought  he 
might  consent  to  this  Amendment  with- 
out injuring  his  position. 

Amendment  proposed. 

In  page  94,  line  15,  to  insert,  after  the  word 
"law,"  the  words  "  and  such  persons  shall,  for 
purposes  of  military  control  and  discipline,  be 
subject  to  such  regulations  as  may  be  issued 
from  time  to  time  by  the  general  or  other  officer 
commanding,  though  not  specified  in  this  Act." 
—{Colonel  Arbuthnot.) 

Question  proposed,  **  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  was  veiy 
sorry,  but  he  could  not  accept  the 
Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Clause  agreed  to. 

Other  Amendments  made. 
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Clause  177  (Interpretation  of  terms). 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  moved,  as  an 
Amendment,  in  page  106,  line  21,  after 
**  military,"  to  insert  **  and  hostile."  He 
wished  to  impress  upon  the  Government 
that  something  certainly  must  be  done  to 
meet  the  case  of  Cyprus.  It  was  cer- 
tainly not  a  hostile  occupation.  It  was 
an  occupation,  there  was  no  doubt,  and 
it  was  a  place  of  arms.  They  were  also 
bound  to  give  it  up  in  case  they  did  cer- 
tain things  which  it  was  not  at  all  likely 
they  would  do.  At  the  same  time,  it  was 
clear  that  Cyprus  was  not  a  Colony,  nor 
part  of  the  Dominions  of  Her  Majesty 
the  Queen.  Therefore,  something  ought 
to  be  done  to  bring  C3'prus  under  the 
administration  of  the  law. 

Amendment  proposed, 

In  page  106,  line  21,  to  insert,  after  the 
word  "military,'*  the  words  "and  hostile.*' — 
{Mr.  H.  SamutUon.) 

Question  proposed,  *  *  That  those  words 
be  there  inserted." 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOUBT  sup- 
ported the  Amendment,  observing  that 
Cyprus  was  not  a  colony,  and  was  not 
dealt  with  as  such.  If  they  would  look 
at  line  38,  page  106,  it  would  be  seen 
that  a  foreign  country  meant  any  place 
not  situate  in  the  United  Kingdom,  the 
Colonies,  or  India.  13y  putting  in  the 
words  **  or  Cyprus,"  the  clause  would  be 
made  perfe<  t. 

Mb.  COURTNEY  said,  by  that  pro- 
position, no  doubt,  the  case  of  Cyprus 
would  be  met.  At  present,  the  clause 
did  not  deal  with  cases  where  they  might 
be  in  possession  of  a  country,  or  part  of 
a  country,  in  which  they  were  not  carry- 
ing on  active  operations.  They  might, 
for  instance,  be  in  occupation  of  part  of 
Belgium,  Portugal,  or  Denmark,  and 
these  cases  would  not  be  dealt  with  at  all 
under  the  present  Bill.  He  thought  the 
insertion  of  the  words  would  meet  the 
case  very  fairly. 

The  SOLICITOR  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hardinge  Giffard)  said,  he  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  words  suggested;  but  it 
seemed  to  him  that  the  phrase  '*  military 
occupation  "  was  perfectly  well  under- 
stood. It  was  an  occupation  by  the 
military  forces  as  distinct  from  tlie  civil 
government,  and  where  there  was  an 
occupation  by  the  military  forces  they 
ought  to  have  extraordinary  powers. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  said, 
it  was  not  a  question  whether  it  was  a 
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hostile  occupation.  For  instance,  suppos- 
ing they  were  in  occupation  of  Eastern 
Boumelia,  in  time  of  peace,  would  they 
allow  a  death-penalty  to  be  enforced 
under  such  circumstances  ? 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  1 0 ;  Noes  92 : 
Majority  82.— (Div.  List,  No.  186.) 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  said,  he  had  al- 
ready explained  that  he  would  not  move 
any  of  his  Amendments,  if  the  Goyern- 
ment  would  accept  one  of  them ;  and  if 
he  knew  the  Government  were  about  to 
accept  this  one,  he  certainly  would  not 
haye  put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of 
division. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Question,  ''That  the  Bill,  as  amended, 
be  reported  to  the  House,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Colonel  STANLEY  hoped  he  might 
appeal  to  the  House,  for  reasons  of 
Public  Business,  to  read  the  Bill  a  third 
time  at  once. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'I  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Colonel  Stanley.) 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  hoping  that  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
further  consider  an  Amendment  which 
they  were  not  able  to  discuss  fully — 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Frome  (Mr.  H.  Samuelson). 
He  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  hoped  in 
"  another  place  "  the  difference  between 
a  military  and  a  hostile  occupation  would 
be  fully  considered.  He  thought,  if  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
carefully  consider  the  matter,  he  would 
come  to  the  same  conclusion. 

Colonel  ARBUTHNOT  hoped,  if 
time  would  allow,  that  the  matter  to 
which  he  had  already  called  attention 
twice  would  also  be  borne  in  mind  on 
another  occasion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  pasted. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND   RKOULATION  (COM- 
MENCEMENT) [expenses]. 
Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.] 

Betohedf  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par- 
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liament,  of  rates  for  Billeting  and  other  Ex- 
penses  of  Troops  on  the  March,  in  pursuance  of 
the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session 
for  bringing  into  force  "  The  Anny  Discipline 
and  Re^Uation  Act,  1879." 

Besolution  to  be  reported  upon  Monday  next. 


POOR  LAW  (SCOTLAND)    (NO.  2)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  The  Load  Adtocatb,  Bill  for 
the  further  amendment  of  the  Laws  relating  to 
the  Relief  of  the  Poor  in  Scotland,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  The  Lobd  Adtocatb  and 
Mr.  Secretary  Cross. 

'BUI  preaentedf  BJid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  252.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 

Four  o'clock  in  the  morning 

till  Monday  next. 


HOUSE     OF     LORDS, 
Saturday y  1 9th  July,  1879. 


MrNTJTES.]— Public    BiLi^Fir$t  Beading^ 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  *  (166). 

ARMT  DISCIPLINE  AND   REGULATION   BILL. 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  ]*;  tobe 
printed;  and  to  be  read  2>  on  Monday  next: 
{The  Viscount  Cranbrook,)     (No.  166.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Fire 

o'clock,  to  Monday  next, 

Eleven  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Monday,  2Ut  July,  1879. 


MTNUTES.]— Public  Biiaa— Second  Seadinff— 

Customs  Buildings  (146). 
Second  Reading  —  Committee  negatived — Aimy 

Discipline  and  Regulation  (166). 
Committee — Report — Public   Loans   Kemission* 

Third  Reading  —  Tramways  Orders  Confirma- 
tion ♦  (135) ;  Highway  Accounts  (Returns)  • 
(143),  BSi^  passed. 

Royal  JlM«n<— Dispensaries  (Ireland)  [42  &  43 
Viet.  c.  26];  Parliamentary  Burghs  (Soot- 
land)  [42  &  43  Vict.  c.  47] ;  Salmon  Fishery 
Law  Amendment  (No.  2)  [42  &  43  Viet.  c. 
26] ;  Convention  (Ireland)  Act  Repeal  [42  & 
43  Vict.  c.  28] ;  Public  Health  Act  (1876) 
Amendment  (Interments)  [42  k  43   Viet.  c. 
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II];  Sale  of  Food  and  Dragfs  Act  (1876) 
Amendment  [42  &  43  Viet.  c.  30] ;  Marriages 
Coofiimation  fHer  Majesty's  Ships)  [42  &  43 
Viet.  0.  29];  Local  Government  Provisional 
Order  (ArUsana  and  Labourers  Dwellings) 
[42  &  43  Viet.  c.  clviii]  ;  (Jas  and  Water  Pro- 
Tifional  Orden  Confirmation  [42  &43  Viet.  c. 
dix];  Wormwood  Scrubs  Regulation  [42  & 
43  Viet.  c.  clx]  ;  Cork  Borough  Quarter  Scs- 
nons  [42  &  43  Viet.  c.  clzi] ;  Inclosuro  Pro- 
visional Order  ^Whittington  Common)  [42  &: 
43  Viet,  0.  cbdi]. 


jOUTH    AFRICA  — the   ZULU    WAIt- 
LATEST  TELEGRAMS.— QUESTION. 

Viscount  CARDWELL  asked  if  the 
Qtnremment  had  received  any  fresh  in- 
telligence from  South  Africa  ? 

Yiscouyr  BURY,  in  reply,  said,  the 
Mowing  telegrams  from  Major  General 
Hon.  H.  Clifford  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  were  received 
yeterday  from  St.  Vincent : — 

"  PlETEHMAKITZBURG,  July  3. 

''General  left  here  July  1,  7  a.m.,  for  Dum- 
{ordrid  Durban,  at  which  place  Chelmsford's 
ieipatch  in  answer  to  Wolseley's  orders  reached 
kirn.  General  arrived  Port  Dumford,  July  2, 
kit  not  yet  able  to  land,  surf  too  high.  Euph ra- 
ta, vith  drafts,  arrived  Durban  to-day ;  was 
to  hare  disembarked  everj-thing  at  Port  Durn- 
fcnl,  but  Commodore  cannot  anchor.  No  direct 
wwi from  Chelmsford  since  29th  June;  infor- 
wtioagiren  had  been  anticipated  by  officers 
viu)  arrired  from  his  camp  and  gave  news. 
Kewdigate  advancing  on  Ulundi ;  force  of  500 
^rittt«,  with  surplus  waggons,  in  laager,  left 
«W  10  miles  from  Ulundi ;  expected  to  bo  at 
tkadi  Ist  July.  Crealock  still  at  Napoleon 
Hill:  ground  in  front  difficult ;  no  roads ;  trans- 
port required ;  have  sent  up  four  sections  mule 
taspf»rt,  48  wagons ;  native  cjirricr  corps 
hring  formed  for  transport  of  Crealock' s  Divi- 
<>o&  2,000  strong  at  first,  if  found  to  answer 
^  be  increased  to  5,000. 

*•  July  4,  8  a.m. 

'*  Have  not  heard  that  Wolseley  has  landed 
*t  Port  Dumford.  Chelmsford's  message  to 
^oUeley  of  June  30  says,  *  Five  miles  from 
EoUnguin,  10  from  Umvolosi  River;  King's 
>tt«engera  have  just  left  with  message  from  me 
^  1  must  advance  to  position  left  bank  of 
rtw;  I  do  so  to-morrow,  but  will  stop  hosti- 
lities pending  negotiations  if  demands  com- 
bimicated  are  complied  with  by  July  3  ;  these; 
tonaiuis  are,  that  Indunas  come  with  cattle  and 
Sue  I  have  consented  to  receive  1,000  cap- 
^ttcd  rifles  instead  of  regiment  laying  down  its 
ttai.  As  my  supply  will  only  permit  of  my 
ittuuning  here  until  July  10,  it  is  desirable  I 
i^oald  inform  you  of  conditions  of  peace  to  be 
Icaanded.  White  man  with  King  states  he 
Ui  20,000  men  ;  King  anxious  to  fight ;  I'rinccs 
*flt  Where  is  Crealock's  column  ?  If  Wolso- 
<cy  lindt  before  12  this  day,  which  is  last  mo- 
•«t  for  telegraphing  you  by  Ohjmpius,  you 
^  be  ioformeid.  English  horses  have  arrived 
■rie  at  Cape.    Wolaeley  not  able  land  Port 


Dumford ;  returns  in  Shah  to  Durban  to-day  ; 
proceeds  by  land  to  1st  Division  immediately. 

"  Noon. 

"  No  further  news  from  Chelmsford  has 
reached  me ;  Wolseley  not  yet  arrived  at  Dur- 
ban from  Port  Dumford. 

"  2.36  p.m. 

**No  further  news  has  reached  me  from 
Chelmsford,  or  of  Wolseley  haWng  landed  at 
Durban.'' 

SLAVERY    IN     CUBA. 
MOTION   FOB   PAPERS. 

Lord  SELBORNE,  who  had  given 
Notice  to  call  attention  to  the  question 
of  slavery  in  Cuba,  and  to  move  for — 

"Copies  of  all  despatches  and  papers  con- 
taining any  communications  on  that  subject 
which  have  passed  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment or  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Madrid 
and  thu  Spanish  Government,  and  which  have 
not  already  been  laid  before  Parliament ; " 

said :  It  may  be  in  the  recollection  of 
those  of  your  Lordships  who  take  an  in- 
terest in  the  subject  of  Slavery,  that,  on 
the  21st  of  March  last,  my  noble  Friend 
(Earl  Granville)  asked  the  noble  Mar- 
quess the  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  Her  Majesty *s  Govern- 
ment were  taking  any  steps  with  a  view 
to  obtain  the  fulfilment  of  the  assurances 
which  had  been  given  by  the  Govern- 
ment of  Spain  as  to  the  total  abolition 
of  Slavery  in  the  Spanish  Possessions  ? 
My  noble  Friend  put  no  undue  pressure 
upon  the  Government :  he  would  have 
been  content  if  he  had  only  learned  that 
something  was  really  being  done.  But 
the  noble  Marquess,  after  referring  to 
the  change  which  had  then  lately  taken 
place  in  the  Spanish  Ministry,  said  that 
it  must  be  remembered  that  the  matter 
was  one  entirely  of  internal  regulation, 
and  that,  but  for  the  promise  which  the 
Spanish  Government  had  volunteered, 
we  should  have  no  right  to  mention  the 
subject.  That  answer  occasioned  both 
disappointment  and  surprise  —  disap- 
pointment, because  it  was  very  different 
in  its  tone  from  a  letter  received  less 
than  a  year  before  from  the  Foreign 
Office  by  the  Anti-Slavery  Society,  in 
reply  to  a  Memorial  which  it  had  pre- 
sented; surprise,  because  it  was  im- 
possible to  reconcile  it  either  with  the 
tenour  of  the  language  held  by  the  Pre- 
decessors of  the  present  Secretary  of 
State,  or  with  the  real  facts  on  which 
the  right  of  this  country  to  remonstrate 
with  Spain  rested.  I  can  only  suppose 
that  the  noble  Marquess  had  been  too 
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miTcli  occupied  with  the  aflfairs  of  Turkey  1 1820  to  1863  could  nothaye  beenuidtt 
and  otlier  countries,  which  are  still  the 
stron;;j;hr)lds  of  Slavery  on  the  shores  of 
the  Mediterranean,  to  be  able  to  refresh 
his  memory  as  to  what  had  previously 
occurred  on  this  subject.  That  answer 
makes  it  necessary  for  me  to  remind 
your  Lordships,  that  the  promises  of 
Spain  were  not  volunteered  in  such  a 
sense  as  to  make  them  the  sole  founda- 
tion of  our  rij^ht  to  remonstrate.  Wo 
have  two  Treaties  with  Spain  relating 
to  this  question,  the  one  entered  into  in 
1817  and  the  other  in  1835.  By  the 
Treaty  of  1817,  in  consideration  of  a 
sum  of  £400,000  then  paid  by  this 
country,  Spain  entered  into  a  positive 
and  absolute  engaq;ement  totally  to  abo- 
lish the  Slave  Trade  throughout  her 
Dominions  from  the  end  of  the  year 
1820.  By  the  Treaty  of  1835,  that  en- 
gagement was  solemnly  renewed  ;  the 
Slave  Trade  was  declared,  so  far  as 
Spain  was  concerned,  to  be  wholly  abo- 
lished and  illegal ;  and  each  of  the  con- 
tracting States  then  bound  itself  to  co- 
operate with  the  other  to  suppress  it, 
and  Spain  entered  into  a  very  explicit 
and  positive  engagement  with  us  to  give 
absolute  freedom  to  all  those  negroes 
who  might  be  taken  out  of  vessels  which 
were  found  carrying  on  tlie  trade ;  to 
insure  to  those  negroes  good  treatment 
in  every  way;  and,  likewise,  to  com- 
municate information  to  us  on  the  sub- 
ject. In  what  manner  were  those  en- 
gagements fulfilled?  They  did  not,  it 
is  true,  bind  Spain  to  abolish  within  her 
Dominions  the  institution  of  Slavery  : 
but  they  bound  her  not  to  add,  by  any 
means  resulting  from  the  Slave  Trade, 
to  the  number  of  the  unhappy  beings 
who  were  already  subject  to  it.  It 
appears  from  the  Returns  made  from 
time  to  time  by  the  British  Consul 
General  and  Commissioners  in  Cuba, 
and  laid  before  Parliament,  that  in  the 
20  years  between  1822  and  1842,  no 
fewer  than  200,621  slaves  were  intro- 
duced into  Cuba  by  ships  sailing  from, 
and  returning  to,  Spanish  ports.  I  have 
not  been  able  to  ascertain  the  exact 
numbers  for  the  next  1 6  years ;  but, 
during  that  interval,  instead  of  the  trade 
diminishing,  it  largely  increased,  and 
in  the  five  years  from  1858  to  1862,  no 
fewer  than  100,500  were  likewise  im- 
ported into  Cuba,  against  the  stipula- 
tions of  the  Treaties.  The  total  num- 
ber imported  during  the  42  years  from 
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500,000.  On  the  8th  of  June,  1860, 
Lord  John  Russell,  speaking  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  said — 

*'  I  bolicve  from  30,000  to  40,000  davM  in 
annually  brought  into  that  Island  from  Afriei, 
and  it  is  perfectly  true  that  this  trade  is  caniad 
on  in  contempt  and  violation  of  Treaties  between 
this  country  and  Spain." — [3  Hanwrdf  dix.  205.] 

In  a  despatch  of  September  30th,  1860, 
Consul  General  Crawford  estimated  that 
the  total  number  of  slaves  in  Cuba  waa 
then  400,000,  the  excess  of  deaths  ot0P 
births  being  8  per  cent  per  annum. 
Those  figures  substantially  justify  his 
conclusion,  in  a  despatch  of  March  23rd, 
1876,  that  every  able-bodied  African 
then  in  Cuba  under  *55  years  of  age 
must  have  been  imported  clandestinely, 
and  was  legally  entitled  to  liis  freedooi 
at  once.  Every,  or  almost  every,  able- 
bodied  negro  in  Cuba  under  65  yean 
of  age  was,  in  1876,  a  living  monament 
of  the  breaches  of  Treaty  committed  by 
Spain,  and  we  had  a  clear  Treaty  right 
to  remonstrate  against  the  retention  in 
Slavery  of  nearly  the  whole  slave  popu- 
lation of  Cuba  at  that  time.  With 
regard  to  the  negroes  who  had  been  in- 
tercepted by  the  Spanish  cruisers  in 
slave-trading  vessels,  called,  in  the  lan- 
guage of  the  country,  Emancipados,  and 
whom  the  Spanish  Government  waa 
bound  by  the  Treaty  of  1835  to  restore 
to  perfect  freedom,  as  well  as  to  insure 
them  the  best  possible  treatment,  Consul 
General  Crawford,  in  his  Beport  ol 
August  28th,  18C3,  said— 

**  The  Kmancii)ado  is  the  most  wretched  of 
liuman  being:),  for  he  is  neither  more  nor  iMi 
than  a  Government  slave ;  and  he  is  cundemntd 
to  drag  out  a  life  of  hopeless  misery,  being  con- 
stantly rc-assigned  from  one  master  to  anoto 
at  the  caprice  of  the  authorities,  and  being  wk- 
jectcd  to  all  the  hardest  labour  and  discipliM  <if 
the  slave  without  any  adequate  remuneimtioiU 
and  witliout  even  the  privilege  which  is  accorded 
to  the  slave  of  purchasing  his  own  freedom. 
The  treatment  which  these  poor  creatures  w» 
coive  at  the  hands  of  their  masters  is,  gj"*'*^ 
speaking,  of  the  verj'  worst  kind.  They  •!• 
cheated  out  of  their  wages,  and  are  subjected  to 
every  species  of  punishment.  They  are  sold,  9 
rather  they  are  transferred  from  one  master  ts 
another,  for  a  consideration  g«»neraUy  unossl- 
ing  to  from  170  dollars  to  204  dollars;  andtexiiUi 
abuses  are  committed  with  the  friendless  Ea*t- 
cipado,  such  as  reporting  him  dead,  whereas  ka 
has  been  substituted  for  a  defunct  slave.*' 

Thus,  both  with  respect  to  the  ooi- 
tinuance  of  the  Slave  Trade,  and  to  tin 
treatment  of  those  who  were  ostenailJv 
rescued  from  slayezy,  the  SpazuBh  Qo* 
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t,  for  a  loQjf  coarse  of  years,  eya- 

tematicallj  disregarded  its  direct  Treaty 
eogngementa.  A  Convention  for  butter 
Hcnring  the  performance  of  the  Treatioa 
m  proposed  by  this  country  in  1S40, 
ind  knottier  in  1850;  but  both  wore  re- 
JKtsdby  Spain.  These  things  did  not 
take  place  without  continual  remon- 
Hnnces  by  the  Prsdecossors  in  OlHco  of 
tba  nohia  Uarquess,  who  certainly  did 
not  talcc  the  view  that  the  subject  was 
ou  which,  except  by  sonio  voluntary 
OMceMion  of  the  Spanish  Governniont, 
wa  were  not  entitled  to  mention  to  them. 
I  vill  mention  a  few  of  the  inetancos 
whicK  are  scattered  over  the  Slave  Trade 
Papera  of  many  years.  In  1841,  Lord 
raoienton  ur^d  the  Spanish  Gororn- 
mat 

"To  take  ileps  for  reatorin);  to  frnMlom  nil 
Am  negroei  who  have  been  intruJucoJ  into 
CdIm  u  daros  in  violatinn  of  tho  Liws  at  S]viin, 
ai  who,  therefore,  not  boing  the  lr>gnl  pro. 
pnlT  of  »ny  man,  at*  ipn  facta  tree  by  thu  law 
■tae  CQODtiy  itwlf." 

bJnne,  1870,  Lord  Clarendon  sent  to 
Til.  Laynrd,  for  commiinicntion  to  tho 
8p«nish  Government,  a  Memorial  wliiuh 
M  had  received  from  the  Anti-Slavery 
Sodiit;,  with  his  answer,  in  which  ho 
itit»d  that— 

"Itwu  impouiibia  not  to  acknowlcdftc  thnt 
th  lUtes  inlroduced  into  Ciihfi,  in  viulutiun 
kUiorthi^SiiaiiialiiHWsundofthL'intern.'itinnal 
i4ili|itl<iDs  iif  Spain  [owards  thi9  oouulry,  were 
|wp«-ly  entitled  to  their  freedom." 

And  Mr.  Laydrd  was  then  instructed  to 
eipresa  a  hope  that  tjie  question  would 
Iwdealt  with  in  a  "complete  and  satis- 
fartory  manner."  It  was  in  that  year 
Ihst  those  promises  were  made  to  this 
coantrybj  Spain,  which  the  noble  Mar- 
qnsge  opposite  in  Marcli  last  declared  to 
bsia  been  volunteered.  While  tlius« 
promises  were  still  recent,  tho  language 
if  my  noble  Friend  behind  mo,  who 
uksd  the  Question  in  March  last,  was 
rsiy  explicit  as  to  the  right  of  this 
»anlrj-,  founded  upon  Tryaly  engage- 
Bents  to  be  heard  upon  the  suhjcct. 
In  1871,  Mr.  Layard  wrote  that  Sunor 
UsHos  had  admitted  to  him  that 
''pledges  had  been  given  to  Her  Ma- 
IMtj's  Government ;  "  to  which  be  had 
tcplied,  that — 

"Bct  Jlajesty's  OoTcmmenl,  after  the  ns- 
*noca  giren  them,  would  havo  just  grounilH 
b  nooDitrmDCe  if  (omothing  wcro  not  done  tu 
V^m  the  intention  of  thn  Spanish  (iovcrninctit 
k  cuiT  oat  tho«e  maaauies  fur  the  crontual 
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total  aholition  of  Slavery,  which  thov  hid 
pulilirly  plcil^od  lhemr<"lvfi.i.  not  only  to  'Spiin, 
but  to  Eiiiopu  null  tho  United  !l!tatos,  to  adupt." 
On  tlie  24th  of  November,  1871,  my 
noblo  Friend  wrote  to  Mr.  Layard — 
Mnjesty's  GoviTnment  donot  tec!  j as 


Si-Tvu  which  thi?y 
.  i^ucstion  in  whiuh  they  havo  a 


r  the  sili^ncc  and 
L-lrJ  iiljHurvcd  upnii 
Treaty  right 
to  mtorfuru; " 
referring,  at  thnt  timi>,  more  especially 
to  tho  case  of  tho  Emlmcipados.  In 
December  of  the  same  year,  he  told  th« 
Spanish  Ambassador  that — 

"  With  us  it  was  not  a  question  of  merely 
mailing  a  n-prt.'sontatiun  on  a  matter  which  we 
hnd  at  hirart,  but  wus  onr',  also,  of  insiatiag  on 
the  eiuuution  of  paaiLivH  Treaty  eagagcments." 

If  the  noblo  Marquess  opposite  had  re- 
inoiuli'.'i'cd  the  terms  of  tbose  communi- 
uaLions,  when  ho  answered  the  Question 
addressed  to  him  on  the  21st  of  March 
Itist,  ho  would  hardly  have  replied  that 
it  was  a  matter  entirely  of  internal  re- 
gulation, and  that  but  for  the  promises 
volunteered  we  should  have  no  right  to 
mention  tho  subject.  I  wish  the  llouse 
now  to  consider  wliat  lias  been  done,  to 
malto  reparation  for  the  long- continued 
breach  of  Treaty  ongagemouts  in  this 
matter,  and  also  what  steps  have  been 
taken  to  fulfil  those  promises,  which 
were  really  not  volunteered,  but  resulted 
from  a  frank  recognition  by  tlio  Spanish 
Government  of  our  right  to  bo  hoard 
upon  this  subject.  Tlio  facts  are  these. 
Tlie  Slave  Trade  wont  on  cinslantly  in- 
creasing  till  about  1802,  but  afterwards 
dimini^iliod  ;  and  witliin  a  few  years  of 
that  time,  before  tlie  commoncemant  of 
tho  Cuban  insurrection  in  1869,  it  bad 
come  entirely  to  an  end,  Thnt,  no  doubt, 
was  a  groat  gain  ;  but  those  who  bad, 
down  to  that  tinio,  been  illegally  re- 
diiceil  into  servitude,  were  still  depnvcd 
of  their  freedom.  During  the  insurrec- 
tion, tho  insurgents  proclaimed  the  total 
;ind  immediate  abolition  of  Slavery 
wherever  their  power  extended,  and  tho 
(]ui'slion  became  complicated  with  the 
<liiricutties  arising  out  of  that  insurrec- 
tion. In  1870  a  declaration  was  made 
in  the  Ciirtes  thnt  tho  Spanish  Govern- 
ment bad  at  last  detenninod  to  put  an 
end  to  Slavery.  General  Prim  requested 
llm  British  Sfinisfcr  at  Madrid  to  com- 
municate that  declaration  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  with  an  assurance 
of  their  siiK-ero  intention  to  carry  it  into 
ejfect.    In  the  same  summer  a  law  was 
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proposed  by  Senor  Moret,  and  passed 
the  Cortes,  upon  the  subject;  but  it 
was  very  far  from  carrying  out  the 
declaration ;  it  only  provided  for  the 
liberation  of  slave  children  born  subse- 
quent to  the  promulgation  of  the  law 
after  they  should  have  undergone  a 
period  of  forced  service,  absolutely 
undistinguishable  from  slavery,  till  they 
were  18  years  of  age,  and  very  little 
better  till  they  were  22 ;  and  for  the 
emancipation  of  slaves  above  60  years 
of  age.  It  also  declared  that  the  Eman- 
cipados  should  be  put  into  full  posses- 
sion of  the  rights  of  freemen ;  but  it 
left  the  execution  of  that  provision  to 
local  boards.  Mr.  Layard  was,  how- 
ever, requested  to  communicate  assur- 
ances that  this  measure  would  be  fol- 
lowed by  others  providing  for  the  com- 
plete abolition  of  Slavery.  Six  years 
afterwards,  Mr.  Consul  Crawford  said 
that  the  practical  working  of  that  Act 
would  be 

**  To  maintain  slavery,  not  for  22  years,  as 
some  persons  suppose,  but  for  an  iudeiinito 
period.  In  fact,"  ho  continued,  '*it  is  the 
Emancipado  system  revived  on  a  sweeping 
scale.  The  traffic  in  Emancipados  still  con- 
tinues." 

Now,  so  far  as  Cuba  is  concerned,  this 
is  the  last  step  that  has  been  taken. 
Nothing  has  been  done  for  Cuba  in  the 
nine  years  since  the  passing  of  that 
most  imperfect  law.  A  debate  occurred 
upon  the  subject  in  the  House  of  Com- 
mons in  1872,  and  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  was  proposed ;  but  as  the  answer 
given  by  the  Government  of  that  day 
justified  the  expectation  that  they  would 
lose  no  favourable  opportunity  of  moving 
in  the  matter,  a  Division  was  not  then 
taken.  Since  that  time,  I  am  ha2)py  to 
say,  one  step  has  been  taken  by  Spain 
in  the  right  direction,  though  not  in 
Cuba.  The  slaves  in  Porto  Eico  were 
emancipated  in  March,  1873.  I  men- 
tion this  with  great  satisfaction,  as  it 
shows  that  there  are  statesmen  in  Spain 
who  are  perfectly  sincere  in  their  desire 
to  fulfil  the  promises  which  have  been 
made.  I  have  every  reason  to  believe 
that  this  great  step  has  been  successful, 
and  is  found  to  have  inflicted  no  prac- 
tical injury  upon  the  Colony.  The  ob- 
stacles which  existed  in  Cuba  during  the 
time  of  the  insurrection  have  been  re- 
moved long  enough  to  entitle  us  to  ask 
that  no  more  time  should  be  lost  in  the 
complete  accomplishment,  there  also,  of 

Lord  Selhorne 


this  great  object.  It  is  now  conrndanUj 
more  than  a  year  since  the  insarrecticm 
has  been  suppressed,  and  nine  jevn 
since  the  original  assurances  were  given 
by  General  Prim  and  Senor  Morel  I 
can  assure  your  Lordships  that  it  is  from 
no  want  of  friendly  feeling  towards 
Spain  that  I  now  bring  this  qnastioii 
forward ;  on  the  contrary,  I  am  fcdljoon- 
vinced  that  those  who  desire  to  persuade 
Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemnient  to  bestir 
themselves  in  this  matter  are  among 
the  best  friends  of  Spain.  There  is  not 
one  of  your  Lordships,  I  am  sure,  who 
does  not  desire  that  we  should  be  on  the 
best  terms  with  Spain,  who  has  not  feU 
sympathy  with  her  in  the  manifold 
troubles  and  difficulties  through  which 
she  has  passed,  who  does  not  rejoice  in 
the  happier  prospects  which  seem  to  be 
now  before  her,  or  who  would  not  be 
inclined  to  condone  the  great  forbea^ 
ance  which  the  British  Government  has 
manifested.  I  have  a  right  to  call  it 
forbearance ;  remembering,  as  all  jonr 
Lordships  must  remember,  the  reiy 
different  course  taken  by  this  coontiy 
with  Brazil,  a  nation  bound  to  us,  on  the 
subject  of  Slavery,  by  obligations  not 
more  stringent  than  those  of  Spain- 
remembering,  also,  what  the  result  of 
the  course  so  taken  with  Brazil  has  been. 
I  cannot,  however,  and  I  do  not,  regrel 
that  our  attitude  towards  Spain  has  been 
uniformly  friendly,  forbearing,  and  con- 
siderate. But  for  the  sake  of  Spain 
herself,  and  for  the  credit  of  thiscountiy, 
there  ought  to  be  some  limit  to  inactiTitf 
and  silence.  The  influence  of  the BritiA 
Government  is  very  great;  it  cannot 
be  used  in  a  better  cause.  Cuba  is  now 
in  a  state  of  comparative  tranquillitft 
but  it  is  impossible  to  expect  that  tM 
present  state  of  things  in  that  Island  cat 
long  continue  undisturbed,  if  the  prth 
mises  so  solemnly  given  for  the  coa* 
plete  restoration  of  its  coloured  pow* 
lation  to  that  freedom  which  ia  realif 
their  right  should  very  much  longer 
remain  unfulfilled.  The  true  interest  d 
Spain,  in  Cuba  itself,  requires  the  fulfil*  - 
ment  of  those  promises.  And  not  hff 
interest  only,  but  her  honour.  It  il 
surely  for  the  honour  of  Spain  not  to  be 
the  last  nation  to  fulfil  the  great  weds 
of  emancipation.  One  by  one  oth* 
countries  have  put  down,  forst  the  Slatt 
Trade,  and  then  Slavery — first  Engiandi 
then  the  United  States,  then  tortugal 
Spain  is  the  only  civilized  nation  now 
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left  in  Europe — for  Turkey  is  essentially 
an  Oriental  Power — which  has  not  wiped 
off  from  her  escutcheon  that  foul  stain. 
It  is  now  for  her,  I  trust  at  a  time 
not  far  distant,  to  put  the  finishing 
stroke  to  this  great  work,  and  to  crown, 
by  the  emancipation  of  the  negro  popu- 
lation in  Cuba,  this  great  series  of  the 
triumphs  of  liberty. 

Moved.  That  there  be  laid  before  the 
House — 

"Copies  of  all  despatches  and  papers  con- 
taining any  communications  on  that  subject 
which  have  passed  between  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
yernment  or  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at  Madrid 
and  the  Spanish  Government,  and  which  have 
not  already  been  laid  before  Parliament." — ( The 
Lord  Selborne.) 

The  Makqtjess  of  SALISBURY :  My 
Lords,  with  respect  to  the  Question  of 
my  noble  and  learned  Friend,  I  do  not 
think  there  will  be  any  difficulty  in 
laying  on  the  Table  the  despatches 
which  have  passed  since  the  last  Papers 
were  presented;  and  when  my  noble 
and  learned  Friend  sees  them  he  will  be 
able  to  form  a  more  competent  judgment 
than  at  present  as  to  the  position  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  in  regard  to  this 
Bobject.  In  the  course  of  his  speech  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  referred  to  the 
action  taken  by  Her  Majesty's  Govem- 
ment  in  the  case  of  Brazil.  That  re- 
ference appears  to  be  singularly  oppor- 
tune ;  because  it  reminds  your  Lordships 
that  in  dealing  with  engagements,  what- 
ever their  character,  whatever  binding 
force  you  may  attribute  to  them,  which 
concern  the  internal  government  of  a 
country,  it  is  always  necessary  to  ask 
yourselves  which  of  two  lines  of  conduct 
you  contemplate  pursuing.  It  is,  per- 
haps, an  inconvenience,  resulting  from 
onr  national  habit  of  discussing  foreign 
affairs  in  the  open  forum  of  debate,  that 
in  regard  to  questions  which  we  ask 
ourselves  we  also  inform  foreign  nations 
of  the  answers.  But,  nevertheless,  we 
shall  never  come  to  a  clear  idea  of  our 
policy  on  such  a  question  as  this,  un- 
less we  draw  in  our  own  minds  the 
distinction  between  those  matters  which 
we  can  push  to  the  ultima  ratio,  and 
those  other  questions  where  we  should 
employ  the  moral  influence  of  England, 
but  not  think  of  going  beyond  it.  My 
noble  and  learned  Friend  will  forgive 
me  for  saying  that  I  do  not  think  it  is 
piy  business  in  this  place  to  interpret 


Treaties.  Any  interpretation  which  my 
noble  and  learned  Friend  may  give  from 
the  Bench  opposite  he  is  at  liberty  to 
modify  if  he  were  to  migrate  to  the  Wool- 
sack ;  but  I  can  hardly  repudiate  the  in- 
terpretation of  a  Treaty  given  by  me  in 
this  place,  and  I  might  inadvertently 
make  use  of  some  inaccurate  word  or 
phrase,  which  did  not  express  my  real 
meaning,  but  which  might  be  construed 
afterwards  as  binding  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  a  particular  interpreta- 
tion. Therefore,  I  shall  avoid  the  snare 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  seems 
to  have  laid  for  me,  of  speaking  too  con- 
fidently and  distinctly  of  the  precise 
character  of  the  obligations  which  bind 
Spain  to  us  in  respect  of  this  question  of 
Slavery.  Whatever  their  extent  may  be, 
it  seems  clear  that  it  is  by  moral  in- 
fluence only  that  they  can  be  enforced. 
I  ask  my  noble  and  learned  Friend  to 
place  himself  in  the  position  of  a  Spanish 
statesman  before  he  determines  the 
precise  vigour  and  rapidity  which  the 
English  Government  should  use  in 
putting  these  obligations  into  action. 
There  is  no  matter  upon  which  all 
nations  are  so  sensitive  as  any  inter- 
ference with  their  internal  government ; 
but  if  you  may  distinguish  between 
nations,  those  which  are  ruled  by  popu- 
lar Assemblies  are  infinitely  more  sen- 
sitive than  those  ruled  by  a  despotic 
Power.  There  is  no  action  of  diplomacy 
that  is  so  difficult  as  urging  upon  a 
nation  governed  by  a  popular  Assembly, 
or  in  which  a  popular  Assembly  bears  a 
large  share  of  the  government,  any 
change  in  its  internal  laws.  The 
slightest  appearance  of  undue  conces- 
sion on  the  part  of  the  Ministry  of  the 
country  is  at  once  seized  upon  by  the 
Opposition  as  truckling  to  the  foreigner. 
In  Spain  the  Opposition  has  a  charac- 
teristic which  distinguishes  it  from  Op- 
positions in  other  countries — they  are 
singularly  sensitive  of  the  honour  of 
their  country.  There  is  no  charge  likely 
to  be  more  fatal  to  a  Government — no 
charge  against  which  it  feels  itself  bound 
to  provide  with  greater  care — than  that 
of  submitting  its  internal  legislation  to 
the  requirements,  or  even  to  the  impor- 
tunate advice,  of  any  foreign  critic  or 
Ally.  These  considerations  must  be  well 
borne  in  mind  by  anyone  who  forms  an 
opinion  on  the  action  of  the  Spanish  or 
of  the  British  Government  in  pressing 
this  matter  upon  them.    I  will  venture  to 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  further  Consideration  of  the  Bill, 
as  amended,  be  now  adjourned." — {Mr. 
Parnell.) 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER thought  the  general  feeling  of 
the  Committee  was  in  favour  of  going 
on.  He  was  not  at  all  disposed  to  com- 
plain of  the  conduct  which  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  had  pursued  in  the 
discussion  of  this  Bill  upon  Report ;  but 
he  thought  the  feeling  of  the  House  was 
decidedly  in  favour  of  proceeding  until 
it  was  finished.  Then  he  hoped  they 
would  be  allowed  to  read  it  a  third  time, 
80  as  finally  to  conclude  their  labours 
upon  it.  If  the  House  were  disposed  to 
do  that,  it  would  not  be  necessary  to 
have  a  Saturday  Sitting.  The  Com- 
mencement Bill  would  have  to  be  taken 
on  Monday.  He  thought  it  would  not 
be  so  very  great  an  inconvenience  to 
give  another  hour  or  two. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HARCOURT  hoped 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr. 
Parnell;  would  not  press  the  Motion. 
He  must  feel  it  was  impossible  that  the 
feeling  of  the  House  could  be  changed 
upon  the  question  of  flogging  now,  even 
by  an  adjournment  of  the  debate  till 
Saturday  morning. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  reminded  the  House 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  E.^chequer 
had  promised  that  due  opportunity 
would  be  given  for  the  discussion  of 
Amendments,  and  he  would  ask  him 
whether  there  could  be  a  proper  dis- 
cussion after  the  present  hour?  No 
Motion  for  adjournment  had  been  made 
till  after  :^.30,  and  he  did  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  give  them 
the  trouble  of  going  to  the  Division 
Lobby  at  such  a  time. 

Ma.  O'CONNOR  TOWER  would 
urge  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Parnell)  not 
to  proceed  with  his  Motion.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  his  hon.  Friend 
had  been  animated  by  a  sincere  desire 
to  improve  this  Bill.  He  must  confess, 
however,  that  in  tlie  present  teniper  of 
the  House,  and  after  tlie  statement  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  E.xchequer,  he 
could  not  expect  to  add  to  the  very  im- 
portant victories  he  had  already  achieved. 
He,  therefore,  thought  that  no  end  could 
be  gained  by  protracting  this  debate 
any  longer.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  was  going  to  Ireland  to  pursue 
his     patriotic    labours    there,    having 


achieved  victories  of  which  anymai  in 
the  House  might  be  proud.  Whatever 
might  be  the  representations  of  hon. 
Members,  or  the  misconceptions  of  hii 
conduct,  these  were  victories  on  whidi 
he  could  look  back  with  pride.  Thej 
had  discussed  this  question  of  floggiog 
over  and  over  again — they  had  deoated 
it  under  almost  every  conceivable  ci^ 
cumstauce.  Although  he  was  far  from 
saying  it  would  be  unreasonable  to  ask 
the  House  to  adjourn,  and  to  condniM 
the  discussion  on  another  day,  he  thought 
they  would  be  wise  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  substantial  victory  achieved,  and  he 
would,  therefore,  appeal  to  his  hon. 
Friend  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  also  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Parnell) 
to  withdraw  his  Motion,  as  the  cowe- 
(]uence  was.  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  stated,  it  was  now,  if 
the  Bill  were  finished  that  night,  un- 
necessary to  have  a  Morning  Sitting 
next  day.  He  would,  therefore,  suggeit 
that  the  Motion  should  not  be  preaaed 
to  a  Division. 

Mr.  CALLAN  also  appealed  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Paraell) 
to  withdraw  his  Motion.  If  he  read  the 
intention  of  line  21  of  the  128th  claose 
aright,  he  found  that  the  corporil 
punishment  of  25  lashes  was  an  addi- 
tion to  the  general  power  given  in  milt* 
tary  prisons  ;  and  they  were  told,  atalfc 
that  it  was  necessary  for  commandeil 
in  the  field  to  have  this  power.  ["  Ordir, 
Order!'*] 

Mr.  SPEAKER :  Is  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber referring  to  Clause  128  ? 

IklR.  CALLAN  replied,  that  thie 
a  Motion  for  continuing  the  debate.  He 
knew  from  whom  these  interruptioii 
came,  and  ho  was  conscious  that  the 
spirit  which  animated  the  flogging  Qeft" 
tlemen  below  the  Gangway,  who  were  ' 
favour 

Mr.  SPEAKER  :  I  must  invite  the 
hon.  ^Member  to  address  the  Chair. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  addie«- 
ing  himself  to  the  Chairman,  in  calli^: 
his  attention  to  the  spirit  which  animajea- 
a  portion  of  the  House,  in  interruptiDf 
him  whilst  he  was  making  an  appeal  *i 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  !• 
facilitate  the  progress  of  PubUc  Btt«j 
ness.  Ho  would  not  condescend  to  app» 
personally,  directly  or  indirectly,  to  h<* 
Members  who  were  in  favour  of  flo^giDfi 
but  he  would  appeal  directly  to  hia  he* 
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tions  to  U8  with  regard  to  capital  punish- 
ment in  this  country?  But  the  fallacy  in 
that  argument  was  that  on  the  subject 
of  capital  punishment  a  foreign  country 
would  have  no  Treaty  engagements  with 
us.  That  appeared  to  him  (Earl  Gran- 
Tille)  to  make  the  whole  difference  in 
the  matter.  The  noble  Marquess  depre- 
cated remonstrances  which  might  excite 
the  feelings  of  the  Spanish  people ;  but 
the  fact  was  that  atthisvery  moment  there 
was  a  debate  going  on  in  the  Spanish 
Chambers,  in  which  the  Opposition  were 
pressing  the  Government  to  do  exactly 
that  which  his  noble  and  learned  Friend 
beside  him  desired  to  see  done.  He 
accepted  the  assurances  of  the  Foreign 
Secretary  that  Her  l^lajesty's  Govern- 
ment were  in  earnest  in  this  matter ;  and 
he  hoped  that  the  Papers  to  be  produced 
would  show  that  the  Members  of  the 
present  Administration  had  done  a  little 
more  than  the  speech  of  the  noble  Mar- 
quess indicated. 

The  Eabl  of  BEACONSFIELD  :  My 
Lords,  I  feel  convinced,  from  long  ex- 
perience now  on  this  question  of  Slavery 
and  on  communications  with  foreign 
Powers,  that  it  is  not  wise  to  rest  too 
Hterally  upon  the  terms  of  a  Treaty;  but 
rather  that  we  must  begin  upon  friendly 
and,  comparatively  speaking,  private  re- 
presentations to  foreign  Courts.  What 
my  noble  Friend  has  said  is  perfectly 
true — that  there  is  in  every  State,  and 
especially  where  there  are  free  and  re- 
presentative institutions,  a  great  deal  of 
jealousy  as  to  any  interference  with  what 
are  called  *'  domestic  institutions."  The 
noble  Earl  who  has  just  spoken  has  re- 
minded your  Lordships — and  I  believe 
there  is  not  the  slightest  doubt  as  to  the 
accuracy  of  his  statement — that  at  this 
very  time  the  Government  of  Spain  are 
pressed  by  the  Opposition  in  favour  of 
the  very  view  which  both  the  Govern- 
ment of  England  and  the  noble  and 
learned  Lord  are  anxious  to  support; 
hut  would  the  Opposition  in  Spain  have 
been  pressing  the  Government  of  that 
country  for  a  suppression  of  Slavery  in 
Cuba  li  there  had  been  that  systematic 
pressure  £rom  a  foreign  Government  on 
the  Spanish  Government?  I  venture  to 
say  that  had  we  taken  any  extreme  step 
upon  the  subject  with  the  Government  of 
Spain  the  Opposition  at  Madrid  would 
not  have  advocated,  as  they  do  at  present, 
the  views  which  they  now  hold.  I  do 
not  mean  to  sa^  that  the^  are  advocating 


them  now  with  insincerity ;  but  they  must 
have  felt  that  they  were  not  appealing 
with  success  to  their  own  Government  if 
they  were  merely  echoing  and  supporting 
the  claims  of  any  foreign  Power  on  the 
same  question.  I  feel  that  the  course 
which  theGovemment  in  thiscountry  have 
taken  at  all  times — by  the  noble  Lords 
now  in  Opposition,  and  by  those  sitting 
at  present  upon  this  Bench — has  been 
almost  identical  on  the  particular  matter 
before  us.  There  has  been,  I  think, 
perfect  consistency  in  the  conduct  which 
this  country  has  pursued  for  the  sup- 
pression of  Slavery.  It  has  taken  every 
opportunity  of  binding  foreign  Powers 
by  Treaties;  but  it  has  never,  in  entering 
into  those  Treaties,  contemplated  that 
they  were,  as  a  matter  of  course,  to  be 
enforced  in  the  particular  manner  to 
which  the  noble  and  learned  Lord  has 
referred  if  there  were  any  apparent  re- 
luctance on  the  part  of  a  foreign  Power 
to  fulfil  its  engagements.  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  trusted  as  much  as  they 
can  to  moral  influence,  and  they  must 
continue  to  trust  to  moral  influence  in 
order  to  gain  the  desired  end.  At  the 
same  time  they  are  always  in  favour,  if 
an  opportunity  is  given  them,  of  binding 
by  Treaties  foreign  Governments  to  the 
completion  of  an  object  which  is  not  only 
dear  to  thiscountry,  but  which,  it  must  be 
satisfactory  to  feel,  is  one  that  interests 
almost  every  civilized  State. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND -REGULATION 

BILL.— (No.  166.) 

{The  Viscount  Cranbrook.) 

SECOND   READIXO. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Eead- 
iug,  read. 

Viscount  CRANBROOK,  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  that  for  a  long  time  there  had  been 
a  pretty  general  opinion  that  the  old  Mu- 
tiny Act,  which  was  an  accretion  of  various 
enactments  since  1689,  was  a  somewhat 
inefficient  instrument  for  the  govern- 
ment, of  the  Army ;  and  in  recent  years 
those  who  had  charge  of  passing  it 
through  the  other  House  of  Parliament 
were  well  aware  that  many  parts  of  it 
were  difficult  to  defend,  and  ultimately 
it  was  agreed  that  the  subject  should  be 
referred  to  a  Committee.  Our  Army  had 
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Colonel  STANLEY  hoped  he  might 
appeal  to  the  House,  for  reasons  of 
Public  Business,  to  read  the  Bill  a  third 
time  at  once. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  the  third 
time." — {Colonel  Stanley,) 

Sir  WILLIAM  HARCOUET  would 
take  that  opportunity  of  hoping  that  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
further  consider  an  Amendment  which 
they  were  not  able  to  discuss  fully — 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Frome  (Mr.  H.  Samuelsnn). 
He  (Sir  William  Harcourt)  hoped  in 
'*  another  place  "  the  difference  between 
a  military  and  a  hostile  occupation  would 
be  fully  considered.  He  thought,  if  his 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  would 
carefully  consider  the  matter,  he  would 
come  to  the  same  conclusion. 

Colonel  ARBUTHNOT  hoped,  if 
time  would  allow,  that  the  matter  to 
which  he  had  already  called  attention 
twice  would  also  be  borne  in  mind  on 
another  occasion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

ABHY   DISCIPLINE   AND   REGULATION  (COM- 
MENCEMENT) [expenses]. 
Contidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

JRetolvedf  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Par- 

Sir  William  Hareourt 


liament,  of  rates  for  Billeting  and  oUmt  Ex. 
penses  of  Troops  on  the  March,  in  punoaooe  of 
the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  preseDtSenn 
for  bring:ing  into  force  '*  The  Amy  Diadpiine 
and  Re^Uation  Act,  1879." 

Hesolution  to  be  reported  upon  Moniif/  next 


hostile  occupation.  For  instance,  suppos- 
ing they  were  in  occupation  of  Eastern 
Boumelia,  in  time  of  peace,  would  they 
allow  a  death-penalty  to  be  enforced 
tinder  such  circumstances  ? 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  1 0 ;  Noes  92 : 
Majority  82.— (Div.  List,  No.  185.) 

Mr.  H.  SAMUELSON  said,  he  had  al- 
ready explained  that  he  would  not  move 
any  of  his  Amendments,  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  accept  one  of  them ;  and  if 
he  knew  the  Government  were  about  to 
accept  this  one,  he  certainly  would  not 
have  put  the  Committee  to  the  trouble  of 
division. 

Other  Amendments  made. 

Question,  "That  the  Bill,  as  amended, 
be  reported  to  the  House,"  put,   and         HOUSE      OF     LOBDS 
agreed  to.  ' 


POOH  LAW  (SCOTLAND)    (NO.  2)  BILL 

On  Motion  of  The  Lord  Adtocate,  BUI  lor 
the  further  amendment  of  the  Laws  relating  to 
the  Relief  of  the  Poor  in  Scotland,  oritrei  to 
be  broaght  in  by  The  Lord  Adtocati  ind 
Mr.  Secretary  Cuoss. 

BUI  presented fOJid  read  the  first  time.  [6111251] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  Won 

Four  o'clock  in  the  momiag 

till  Monday  uii 


Saturday y  1 9th  July,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— Public    Bill— ^V»^  ReeMnf 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  *  (156). 

AKMT  DISCIPLINE  AND  BEOULATION  BILL 

Brought  from  the  Commons;  read  ]■;  ftoti 
printed;  and  to  be  read  2*  on  Mmday  wA* 
{The  Viscount  Cranbrook.)     (No.  166.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  Mst  FNi 

o'clock,  to  Mondaj  iMdb 

EleTca  o'dflcL 
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HOUSE    OF    LORDS. 
Monday,  2\st  July,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— PvnLic  BiiAjs—Seeond  SstHaf^ 
Customs  Buildings  (146). 

Second  Reading  —  Committee  negatived —Axtif 
Discipline  and  Gep^ulation  (156). 

Committee — Report — Public  Loans  EenitB** 
[144]. 

Thtid  Reading  —  Tramways  Orders  GuiifliBi' 
tion*  (135);  Highway  Accounts  (Betun^* 
(143),  and  passed. 

Royal  ^^AfM/— Dispensaries  (Ireland)  [42  4^ 
Viet.  c.  26];  Parliamentary  Burghs  (Soo^ 
land)  [42  &  43  Viet.  c.  47] ;  Salmon  Piili«y 
Law  Amendment  (No.  2)  [42  &  43  rw.^ 
26] ;  Convention  (Ireland)  Act  Reped  U%  • 
43  Viet.  c.  28] ;  I'ublic  Health  Act  (iWfl 
Amendment  (Interments)  [42  ft  43  Tut  ft 
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this  power  ceased  to  exist.  Then,  with 
respect  to  the  amount  of  punishment  to 
he  inflicted  in  the  Army,  when  the  Sill, 
was  first  introduced  it  was  limited  to  50 
lashes;  hut,  hj  an  Amendment  which 
was  made  in  the  other  House,  50  lashes 
was  reduced  to  25.  For  his  own  part, 
he  did  not  think  that  the  question  of  de- 
gree was  the  question  of  importance  in 
this  matter.  The  question  of  the  neces- 
sity of  punishment  could  be  decided  only 
by  those  who  had  the  charge  of  exercis- 
ing it ;  and  until  the  country  came  to  a 
more  satisfactory  state  of  things  in  the 
Army  he  believed,  in  the  interest  of  the 
soldier  himself,  it  was  better  that  this 
sharp  and  decisive  punishment  should 
be  inflicted  at  the  moment  and  on  the 
spot  than  that  an  attempt  should  be  made 
to  drag  a  number  of  prisoners,  soldiers, 
or  camp-followers  in  custody  with  the 
Army.  The  question  was  now  brought 
to  this  point.  The  power  to  give  cor- 
poral punishment  was  no  longer  vested 
in  the  provost  marshal  of  his  own  will ; 
but  the  provost  marshal  had  power  to 
take  immediately  into  custody  an  offender 
and  summon  a  regularly  constituted 
court  martial,  composed  of  officers  on 
the  spot,  who  would  order  the  infliction 
of  the  punishment  which  they  might 
adjudge.  That  seemed  to  him  a  pro- 
tection to  the  soldier  and  the  camp-fol- 
lower, and  he  hoped  that  it  would  not 
too  much  weaken  the  power  of  the 
provost  marshal.  The  punishment  of 
flogging  was  in  future  to  be  inflicted 
only  for  offences  which  rendered  the 
man  liable,  to  sentence  of  death,  aud 
those  offences  were  limited  to  the  breach 
of  the  laws  of  the  Army  in  the  field  on 
active  service.  Having  begun  with  no 
corporal  punishment  in  time  of  peace 
except  on  board  ship,  they  had  done 
away  with  it  in  that  case,  because  on 
board  ship  they  had  the  power  of  cus- 
tody ;  but  in  the  field  in  time  of  active 
service,  the  Bill  still  left  the  power  in 
the  hands  of  the  courts  martial  that 
where  the  maximum  punishment  was 
death  they  would  be  able  to  inflict  the 
lesser  punishment  of  the  lash.  For  his 
own  part,  he  quite  admitted  that  corpo- 
ral punishment  had  an  unpleasant  and 
disagreeable  sound  when  applied  to 
adults ;  but  when  it  came  to  a  question 
of  the  buUet  or  the  lash,  how  much 
better  was  it  that,  under  strict  regula- 
tion, and  under  the  care  which  would 
now  be  exercised,  the  lash  should  be 
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used  instead  of  putting  a  man  to  death 
for  an  offence  which,  perhaps,  it  was  felt 
did  not  deserve  that  penalty  ?  They  had 
always  a  certain  number  of  men  of  bad 
character  in  the  Army,  and  the  camp- 
followers  were  certainly  not  of  the 
highest  type,  and  it  was  essential  that 
they  should  have  the  power  of  keeping 
such  persons  in  order.  In  time  of  war, 
in  the  case  of  passing  through  a  coun- 
try where  it  was  most  necessary  to  re- 
spect the  feelings  of  the  population,  the 
stealing  of  an  egg  from  a  hen's  nest 
might  be  a  most  serious  offence  ;  and 
camp-followers  or  others  who  would 
take  an  egg  would  not  stop  there — they 
would  more  likely  take  anything  they 
could  lay  their  hands  on  if  they  had  the 
opportunity.  It  was  thus  essential  to 
the  discipline  of  Armies  that  there 
should  exist  a  power  to  inflict  punish- 
ment upon  offenders  with  the  utmost 
promptitude.  He  had  heard  it  suggested 
that  persons  offending  should  be  nand- 
cuffed  and  taken  on  with  the  Army ;  but 
he  would  venture  to  suggest  that  no 
Army  which  carried  with  it  an  indefinite 
number  of  handcuffied  soldiers  and  camp- 
followers  could  possibly  perform  those 
strategic  movements  which  were  from 
time  to  ti  me  necessary  to  success.  Having 
looked  carefully  through  the  Bill,  he 
was  unable  to  admit  that,  as  far  as  the 
punitive  portions  of  it  were  concerned, 
there  was  much  difference  between  it 
and  the  Mutiny  Act,  which  it  was  in- 
tended to  supersede;  but  such  differ- 
ences as  there  were  between  the  two 
sets  of  provisions  would  not  tend  to  the 
disadvantage  of  the  soldier.  Several 
of  the  provisions  would  be  strongly  in 
favour  of  the  soldier — as,  for  instance,  as 
regarded  arrest,  it  was  provided  that  the 
trial  of  a  man  must  take  place  within 
eight  days  after  his  arrest,  unless  suffi- 
cient reasons  were  given  for  delaying 
it — the  power  of  commanding  officers  to 
inflict  imprisonment  for  absence  without 
leave  was  extended  to  21  days,  but 
power  of  appeal  was  given  to  the  soldier. 
Again,  formerly,  when  a  man  was  ac- 
quitted by  court  martial,  the  decision 
was  not  made  known  for  some  time ;  but, 
under  this  Bill,  it  was  necessary  at  once 
to  announce  the  acquittal  and  order  the 
discharge  from  custody  of  a  soldier  who 
had  been  charged  with  offences  against 
military  law  and  declared  not  to  have 
been  guilty  of  the  offences  imputed  to 
him.    The  only  other  remark  which  he 
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felt  called  upon  to  mako,  as  far  as  this 
branch  of  the  Bill  was  concerned,  was 
that  ample  power  of  appeal  was  given, 
alike  to  officers  and  soldiers  who  thought 
they   had   been   wrongfully  accused  of 
offence.     The   part   of    the  Bill  whioh 
related  to   **  Enlistment "  would  make 
some   slight  alterations,  principally   in 
reference  to  the    transference  of   men 
from    the  Army   to  the  Reserve.     The 
3rd   Part,    which   related  to  **  Billeting 
and    Impressment    of    Carriages,"   re- 
quired   no    special    notice.       The    4th 
Part  consisted  of  **  General  Provisions," 
in  which  he  might  refer  to  the  clauses 
which  related  to  Military  Prisons.     In 
dealing  with  military  prisons,  care  would 
be  taken  that  soldiers  should  not  be  as- 
sociated with  bad  characters.     That  was 
really  the  whole  Bill;  and  their  Lord- 
ships  would  be   surprised,   as    he  had 
himself  been,  when  he  went  through  the 
Bill  in  connection  with  the  old  Mutiny 
Act,  to  find  how  slight  were  the  changes 
effected,  and  yet,  at  the  same  time,  upon 
how  different  and  how  firm  a  basis  mili- 
tary discipline  and  military  law  generally 
were  established.    It  would  be  a  great 
advantage  to  have  this  measure,  instead 
of    being  obliged    to    go    every    year 
through  clause  by  clause  of  the  Mutiny 
Act.     Everything  concerning  the  disci- 
pline of  the  Army  was  now  brought  into 
definite  shape,  and  so  clearly  set  forth, 
that   every   man    must  understand   his 
duties  aiid  obligations.     In  passing  this 
Bill  hastily,  which  he  asked  their  Lord- 
ships to  do,  he  thought  he  might  pro- 
mise that  their  Lordships  would    find 
that,  in  making  great  haste,  they   liad 
also  made  good  speed. 

The  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE:  ^[y 
Lords,  I  may  be  permitted  to  say  a  few 
words  in  reference  to  this  Bill,  speaking 
entirely  from  a  professional  point  of 
view,  and  without  reference  to  any  other 
observations  which  may  bo  mado  from 
either  side  of  the  House.  I  wish  to  say, 
in  the  first  place,  that  we — the  military 
authorities — are  in  entire  accordance 
with  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject-matter  of  this  Bill, 
and  the  mode  in  which  it  is  dealt  with. 
It  is  to  be  deplored  that  it  should  have 
been  stated,  as  I  have  sometimes  seen, 
that  d  difference  of  opinion  exists  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
the  military  authorities  with  regard  to 
certain  points  in  this  Bill.  I  can  only 
say  that  I  earnestly  hope  that  the  time 

Viscount  Cranhrook 


will  never  arrive  at  which  tlie  delibe- 
rntcly  formed  opinions  of  Her  Majesty*! 
Government  on  military  questions,  no 
matter  to  which  Party  in  politics  it  may 
belong,    will    receive   any    other  than 
full  and  due  support  from  the  militaiy 
authorities  in  this  country.     There  maj 
bo  difference  of  opinion  at  first  when 
important  points  are  raised  ;  but  vfaen 
they  have  been  decided,  the  decisions 
are  accepted  by  the  military  authoritiei 
with    that    loyalty   and    determination 
which  they  are  bound  to  show,  whateTer 
Party  may  be  in  power.     As  regards  tlie 
question  of  discipline,  with  which  I  am 
principally  concerned,  I  agree  with  the 
noble    Yiscount   who   has    moved  the 
second  reading  that  there  is  very  little 
to  be  found  in  the  present  Bill  different 
from  the  old  Mutiny  Act  and  the  Articles 
of  War,  which  the  measure  is  intended 
to  supersede.     The  principal  difference 
is  that  the  law  is  put  down  in  such  a 
sliape  that  it  will  be  much  more  emjiB 
and  much  more  easily  understood.    All 
changes  of  this  kind  must  take  a  little 
time  to  be   appreciated  by  those  who 
have  to  deal  with  them.     This  is  a  lane 
and  comprehensive  measure;  butlfimuy 
believe  that  in  the  long  run  it  will  he 
a  much  more  simple  piece  of  legislation 
than  the  old  Mutiny  Act.     As  regards 
the  maintenance  of  discipline,  the  Bill* 
I    believe,    contains    provisions  und« 
which  we  shall  be  able  to  maintain  dis- 
cipline as  thoroughly  and  as  efficiently 
as  it  ought  to  bo,  and  as  it  has  heen  in 
the  past.     With  regard  to  the  questioa 
of  corporal  punishment,   about  whick 
there  has  been  so  much  discussion,  I  am 
fully  persuaded  that  every  officer  in  the 
Army  would  desire,  if  possible,  to  get 
rid  of  all  severe  and  disgraceful  punish- 
ments ;  but  we  are  called  upon  to  cany 
out  the  discipline  of  the  Army,  and  the 
first  consideration  is,  how  is  that  disci- 
pline to  bo  maintained  ?    My  convidioi 
is — and  I  believe  that  it  is  the  conviction 
of  every  officer  in  the  Army — that  unless 
corporal  punishment  be  retained  in  the 
iService  it  will  be  impossible  to  maintain 
discipline — unless  the  officers  have  pov* 
to  deal  with  cases   as  they  arise,  and 
unless  an  Army  is  kept  in  a  state  rf 
discipline,  it  is  a  rabble  and  a  mob— » 
is  useless — it  is  worse  than  useless—it 
is  dangerous.     You  must  maintain  di*- 
cipline  at  all  costs,  and  I  do  not  helieit 
that  any  outrage  or  injustice  will  ansj 
under  the  provisions  of  Uus Act.  Iti«M» 
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that  flogginj^is  adisgpraceful  punishment. 
Uj  Lords,  all  punishments  are  degrading 
—it  is  in  the  commission  of  the  offence, 
and  not  in  the  nature  of  the  punishment, 
that  degradation  consists.     What  you 
vant  to  find  in  a  punishment  is  that  it 
should  deter  from  crime.    If  the  effect 
of  this  punishment  is  to  deter  men  from 
committing  crime,  that  is  the  best  de- 
fence that  can  be  offered  for  it.     The 
alternative,  as  regards  certain  offences, 
lies  between  flogging  and  shooting,  and 
lurelj  flogging  is  much  less  severe  than 
the  punishment  of  death.     Very  serious 
offences  may  be    committed  while  the 
Army  is  in  the  field.     For  instance,  an 
outbreak  of  mutiny  might  occur  in  face 
of  the  enemy,  or  some  serious  crime  of 
that  sort  might  be  committed  which  must 
be  dealt  with  instantly  and  effectively. 
We  are  told  that  foreign  Armies  have  a 
Tariety  of  other  punishments.    In  some, 
it  is  said,  men  are    tied    up   by  their 
thumbs,  while  in  others  men  are  bound 
hand-and-foot  to  the  wheel  of  a  gun- 
carriage.     I  do  not  know  whether  such 
vmibhments  are  inflicted  or  not,  but  I 
UTeseeL  it  stated  that  they  are : — Would 
it  be  judicious  or  wise,  however,  for  us 
to  leave  it  to  the  discretion  of  an  ofRcer 
to  resort  to  punishments  of  that  kind? 
I  am  informed  that  these  punishments 
are  inflicted  incidentally,  as  it  were,  by 
the  officers  in  command  of  troops.     In 
nj  opinion,  it  would  not  be  at  all  justifi- 
able for  us  if)  leave  to  an  individual  officer 
the  responsibility  of  any  punishment  to 
vhich  he  might  resort  in  diflioult  cir- 
tunstances,  because  we  have   not  the 
Qoorage  to  put  what  we  think  right  into 
law.    It  would  be  unjust  to  officers  to 
place  them  in  this  false  position,  and 
Parliament  would  be  acting  with  a  great 
Vint  of  moral  courage  if  it  did  not  state 
that,  in  certain  circumstances,  corporal 
IHmishment  may    be   inflicted.     I   sin- 
cerely hope  the  necessity  for  such  punish- 
ment  may    never — or,    certamly,  very 
»*rely — arise ;  but  the  effect  of  having 
the  pimishment  on  the  Statute  Book  is 
the  very  thing  which  will    deter  men 
bom  committing  crimes  for  which  cor- 
poral punishment  can  be  awarded.     Al- 
though most  anxious  to  have  no  punish- 
ments which  are  not  justly  meted  out  to 
laen,  I  am  prepared  to  say  that,  under 
Existing  circumstances,  it  is  necessary 
^nd  essential  to  maintain  this  punish- 
ment.    With  regard  to  the  reduction  in 
the  number  of  lashes,  it  will,  I  believe, 


be  found  that  25  lashes  will  produce  as 
great  a  deterrent  as  50  ;  and,  therefore, 
I  think  it  is  perfectly  justifiable  to  accept 
this  modification.  My  Lords,  I  consider 
that  the  condition  of  a  soldier,  under  this 
new  law,  will  be  very  much  better  than 
it  was  under  the  old.  With  regard  to 
the  subject  of  enlistment,  the  Bill  makes 
an  important  change.  Formerly,  if  a 
man  took  the  shilling,  he  was  from  that 
moment  considered  to  be  a  soldier,  al- 
though he  might  have  been  in  a  state  of 
drunkenness  at  the  time ;  but  under  the 
proposed  new  law,  the  shilling  test  is 
done  away  with ;  if  the  man  does  not 
choose  to  appear  before  the  magistrate, 
he  may  remain  away ;  and  he  may,  if  he 
likes,  claim  his  discharge  within  three 
months.  This  and  other  points  in  the 
Bill  are  of  considerable  importance.  I 
am  convinced  that  when  the  Army  comes 
to  understand  this  measure  they  will 
admit  that  they  are  in  no  respect  in  a 
worse  condition,  or  under  worse  treat- 
ment, than  they  were  under  the  old 
Mutiny  Act  and  Articles  of  War,  and 
that  the  officers  will  be  able  to  maintain 
the  discipline  of  the  Army,  which  is, 
after  all,  the  first  object  we  have  at  heart, 
and  the  necessity  for  which  I  am  bound 
to  press  most  earnestly  on  the  atten- 
tion of  your  Lordships. 

ViscountCARD  WELL  said,  heshould 
give  the  Bill  his  most  sincere  and  hearty 
support.  His  noble  Friend  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  had  introduced  it  in  terms 
which  left  him  nothing  whatever  to 
complain  of,  and  the  illustrious  Duke 
had  also  made  a  most  satisfactory  state- 
ment. The  provisions  of  the  Bill  would, 
he  believed,  effect  a  very  great  change 
for  the  better  in  the  law  relating  to 
military  service.  Ten  years  ago  a  Royal 
Commission,  over  which  his  noble  Friend 
opposite  (Lord  Winmarleigh)  presided, 
made  its  Report  to  the  Queen,  and  the 
first  and  chief  of  its  recommendations 
was  that  the  Mutiny  Act  and  the  Articles 
of  War  should  be  carefully  re -drawn. 
In  1871,  he  (Viscount  Cardwell)  had  the 
assistance  of  Mr.  Davison,  one  of  the 
most  able  men  who  ever  filled  the  Office 
of  Judge  Advocate  Qeneral.  He  had 
expectations  that  in  a  very  short  time — 
probably  in  1872 — Mr.  Davison  would 
have  been  able  to  present  to  the  House 
of  Commons  the  resultof  hislabours;  but, 
unfortunately,  that  gentleman's  career 
was  cut  short  by  an  untimely  death. 
Afterwards  came  the  time  when  he  had 
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the  assistance  of  his  right  hon.  Friend 
Mr.  Ayrton — and  he  might  here  remark 
that  he  was  glad  to  hear  his  noble 
Friend  opposite  speak  in  such  well- 
merited  terms  of  Mr.  Ayrton*s  services. 
He  might  say  that  there  was  no  Judge 
Advocate  General  of  modern  times  who 
had  earned  to  a  greater  extent  the  con- 
fidence and  approval  of  the  illustrious 
Duke,  and  of  the  military  men  by  whom 
he  was  surrounded,  than  Mr.  Ayrton  did 
when  he  held  that  Office.  At  the  begin- 
ning of  1874  he  confidently  expected  to 
see  Mr.  Ayrton  lay  his  Bill  on  the  Table 
of  the  House  of  Commons;  but  their 
Lordships  knew  very  well  what  hap- 
pened in  that  year.  It  had,  therefore, 
fallen  to  the  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  the  present  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  to  introduce  this  Bill, 
which  had  been  sent  up  to  their 
Lordships  on  the  responsibility  of  the 
Crown  with  the  concurrence  of  the 
other  House  of  Parliament.  With  re- 
gard to  the  vexed  question  of  corporal 
punishment,  he  might  say  that  he  was 
very  much  struck  on  referring  to  what 
passed  in  1867,  when  an  important  step 
was  taken  in  mitigation  of  that  kind  of 
punishment  in  the  Army.  No  less  saga- 
cious a  person  than  the  late  General 
Peel  was  recorded  to  have  said  that  if 
they  reduced  corporal  punishment  in 
time  of  peace  to  the  dimensions  then 
spoken  of,  or  something  to  that  effect, 
they  would  never  be  able  to  recur  to  it 
in  time  of  war.  What  he  wished  to 
found  upon  that  remark  was  this — that 
they  did  not  know  what  they  would  be 
able  to  do  in  the  way  of  reducing  that 
punishment  if  they  proceeded  tentatively, 
and  so  as  alwavs  to  have  the  results  of 
experience  to  fall  back  upon.  They 
might  be  able  to  do,  in  the  course  of 
years,  things  which  they  now  hardly 
expected  to  be  able  to  do  at  all.  They 
had,  dturing  the  12  years  which  had 
elapsed  since  General  Peel's  prediction, 
gone  on  improving  the  condition  of  the 
soldier ;  and,  according  to  the  testimony 
of  the  Inspector  General  of  Recruiting, 
the  popularity  of  the  Army  was  rapidly 
increasing,  and  there  was  a  much  greater 
disposition  to  enlist  than  formerly  ex- 
isted. If  they  went  on  perpetually  im- 
proving the  position  of  the  Army  in  the 
manner  done  by  the  present  Bill,  and  by 
other  ways,  they  would  still  further  en* 
courage  that  deposition.  He  rejoiced 
that  the  first  step  had  been  taicen  in  ful- 
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filling  the  recommendations  of  his  noble 
Friend's  Commission ;  and  they  might 
depend  upon  it  that  this  measure  was  a 
very  gi'eat  step  towards  the  simplification 
of  the  law  and  putting  it  in  a  form 
which  would  reach  the  comprehension 
of  the  soldier.  If  they  went  on  for  the 
next  12  years,  or  for  a  shorter  time 
than  that,  in  their  course  of  continually 
ameliorating  the  condition  of  the  soldier, 
he  did  not  at  all  despair  of  their  arriving 
at  the  point  at  which  they  might  g^ 
even  beyond  the  limit  contemplated  by 
this  Bill  in  doing  away  with  corporal 
punishment.  They  might  have  the 
opportunity,  in  the  next  few  years,  of 
considering  whether  any  amendment  in 
this  measure  would  be  necessary,  and 
he  was  sure  its  practical  working  would 
be  carefully  examined  by  those  who 
were  responsible  for  the  administration 
of  the  Array. 

The  Earl  of  LONGFORD  said,  he 
had  no  intention  of  disturbing  the  har- 
mony with  which  the  Bill  had  been  re- 
ceived by  their  Lordships.  The  former 
Mutiny  Act  provided  sufficiently  for  the 
government  of  the  Army,  it  protected 
the  rights  of  officers  and  of  soldiers,  and 
of  the  public ;  however,  if  Parliament 
insisted  upon  a  Bill  more  symmetrical  in 
arrangement,  and  more  precise  in  lan- 
guage, he  should  make  no  objection ;  but 
he  rose  to  express  his  hope  that  the  Bill, 
or  some  other  measure  which  might 
hereafter  be  introduced,  might  have  the 
effect  of  inducing  a  superior  class  of  re- 
cruits to  enlist.  He  was  afraid  that 
that  point  had  not  yet  been  reached. 
Although  he  was  aware  that  no  Amend- 
ments in  the  present  measure  could  be 
carried,  there  were  one  or  two  points  in 
it  which  it  was  especially  desirable 
should  be  amended  m  a  future  year. 
The  72nd  clause  unduly  limited  the 
power  of  the  provost  marshal.  Any^ 
one  who  had  seen  the  legion  of  devils 
who  followed  an  Army  would  know 
that  a  more  summary  power  of  deal- 
ing with  them  was  necessary  than  that 
provided  in  the  Bill.  He  also  thought 
that  the  Secretary  of  State  would  re- 
quire greater  powers  than  he  now  pos- 
sessed for  utilizing  the  services  of  the 
Beserve. 

Lord  TRITKO  held  it  to  be  a  mistake 
to  suppose  that  men  of  the  respectability 
which  was  desired  in  the  British  Army 
were  for  one  moment  deterred  from  en- 
listing by  the  fear  of  being  flogged. 
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That  panishment  was  feared  only  by 
men  of  tl^e  most  unfortunate  habits  and 
who  were  looked  upon  as  belonging  to 
the  lowest  class  of  our  population.  He 
had  heard  of  the  case  of  a  soldier  in  a 
Terr  distinguished  regiment  who  had 
been  five  or  six  times  flogged,  and  it 
made  no  impression  whatever  on  the 
man,  who  was  now  a  Scripture  reader 
at  Liverpool.  Corporal  punishment,  un- 
der the  safeeuards  interposed  by  this 
Bill  ought,  ne  thought,  to  be  main- 
tained. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  concurred  in  re- 
gretting that  circumstances  made  it  im- 
possible for  their  Lordships  to  discuss 
the  details  of  this  very  important  mea- 
sore.  He  could  not,  however,  say  that 
he  regretted  that  fact  on  his  own  ac- 
ooont ;  because  he  remembered  the  rule 
once  laid  down  by  a  noble  Lord — that 
one  sliould  only  speak  in  that  House  on 
nbjects  on  which  he  not  only  knew 
lomething,  but  on  which  he  was  known 
to  know  something.  He  was  afraid, 
therefore,  that  any  remarks  which  he 
mii(ht  have  made  on  the  details  of  tlie 
Bill,  wliic!i  had  been  handled  profes- 
Bonally  by  the  illustrious  Duke  on  the 
Grott  Benches,  would  have  had  no 
veight  whatever.  But,  on  the  other 
hand,  he  protested  against  this  measure 
being  considered  as  necessarily  perfect 
OBiome  of  the  subjects  which  had  been 
in  controversy.  The  illustrious  Duke 
had  said  the  Bill  contained  everything 
vhich  he  thought  essential  for  the  disci- 
]iline  of  the  Army.  But  the  Qovern- 
aent  had  introduced  the  Bill,  after  a 
great  deal  of  consideration,  in  a  certain 
fcm  with  regard  to  flogging ;  and  all 
inew  that  in  '*  another  place,"  under 
Qoasiderable  pressure,  they  had  made 
three  distinct  concessions  in  that  matter. 
£ither, /therefore,  they  had  not  consi- 
dered the  subject  in  time,  or  the  conccs- 
■UDs  they  had  now  made  were  against 
tteir  judgment.  This  being  so,  he 
K>egged  to  say  that,  as  far  as  he  was  con- 
cerned, he  could  not  accept  the  present 
I  Qbnitations  as  being  necessarily  perfect 
[  ^m  their  kind. 

F  LoED  DENMAN  said,  that  the  Go- 
^^emment  might  quote  from  Horace — 
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Segals  peccatis  quoo  poenas  inroget  e&qua8 
Kec  lestica  dignam.  horribili  sectorc  flagello/* 

And  the  measure  was  one  which  could 
l>a  altered  next  Session.     He  hoped  that 


it  would  pass  without  alteration  imme- 
diately. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  accord- 
ingly; Committee  negatived:  and  Bill 
to  be  read  3*  To-morrow. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Soren 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  half 

past  Ten  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]— Supply— rowi/Vf^Tfrf  in  Committee 
— Civil  Seuvicb  Estimates,  Class  III. — Law 
AND  Justice,  Votes  1  to  8. 

PuHLic  Bills — Resolution  [July  18]  reported — 
Army  Discipline  and  Kcgulation  (Commence- 
ment) [Expenses]  *. 

First  Reading — Civil  Procedure  Acts  Repeal* 
[253]. 

Secund  Reading — Army  Discipline  and  Rogula* 
tiou  (Coinmcnccmuut)  •  [248]. 

Second  Beading  —  Conun.ttve  —  R'port  —  Bank- 
ruptcy Law  Amendment  [n4-2/)4]. 

Cotntrtittee — Report — East  Indian  Riulway  (Re- 
demption of  Annuities)  *  r244] ;  Petroleum 
Act  (1871)  Amendment*  [2l4]. 

Third  Reading — liuilways  and  Telegraphs  in 
India  *  [234  J,  and  passed. 

Withdrawn — Indian  Marine  {re-comm.)  *  [211]  ; 
Coroners  {re-comm.)  *  [243] ;  Charity  (Ex- 
penses and  Accounts)  (No.  2)  *  [230], 

NOTICES    OF  QUESTIONS. 


TREATY  OF  BERLIN— THE  JEWS  IN 
EASTERN  ROUMELIA. 

Mr.  Serjeant  SIMON  gave  Notice 
that  on  Tuesday  he  would  ask  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  E.\chequer,  Whethoi 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  received 
any  and  what  accounts  of  the  outrages 
committed  in  Eastern  Koumelia  upon 
Jewish  refugees  returning  to  their  homes 
at  Carlovo;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  have 
been  taken  for  their  protection  and  for 
their  security  in  the  future  ? 

RUSSIA— TREATMENT  OF  POLITICAL 
OFFENDERS  —  ALLEGED  RUSSIAN 
ATROCITIES. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  gave  Notice  that  on 
this  day  week  he  would  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflairs, 
If  the  Government  have  received  any 
information  as  to  the  manner  in  which 
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Bussian  subjects,  on  mere  suspicion  of 
political  offences,  are  being  driven  by 
thousands  into  slavery  in  Siberia;  if 
they  have  been  informed  that  700  per- 
sons, mostly  men  and  women  of  educa- 
tion, have  been  packed  in  the  hold  of  a 
small  ship  bound  for  Saghalien,  without 
liffht  or  sufficient  food  or  air,  that  250 
of  them  died  on  board,  and  150  were 
landed  in  a  dying  state;  further,  whether 
it  is  true  that  large  bodies  of  Cossacks 
are  being  forcibly  ejected  from  their 
houses  and  homes,  and  compelled  to 
settle  in  Colonies  from  the  mouth  of  the 
Usuri  river  to  Vladevostock,  for  the 
purpose  of  establishing  a  chain  of  mili- 
tary posts  against  the  Chinese;  and, 
whether,  since  remonstrances  were  ad- 
dressed by  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  the  Government  of  Naples  against 
the  treatment  of  Poerio  and  his  col- 
leagues in  1855,  and  to  Bussia  against 
her  treatment  of  the  Poles  after  the  in- 
surrection of  1861,  to  Turkey  in  1876 
against  the  action  of  Chefket  Pasha 
and  others  in  Bulgaria,  these  cases  do 
not  furnish  precedents  for  remonstrating 
with  Bussia  against  such  treatment  of 
alleged  politiceu  offenders  ? 

QUESTIONS. 


ARMY— ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT- 
CLAIMS  OF  MR.  PAD  WICK.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  BEBESFOBD  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
any  person  other  than  Mr.  W.  F.  Pad- 
wick  has  claimed  to  be  the  inventor  of 
the  system  of  fitting  elongated  projec- 
tiles with  studs  of  soft  metal ;  and,  if 
so,  if  he  would  give  the  name  of  such 
claimant,  or  claimants  if  there  be  more 
than  one  ? 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL:  Experi- 
ments were  conducted  in  France,  in 
1850,  with  elongated  projectiles  with 
soft  metal  studs — four  years  before  Mr. 
Padwick  made  his  proposition.  These 
experiments  having  proved  successful, 
the  Select  Ordnance  Committee,  after 
trial,  recommended  their  adoption  into 
the  British  Service  in  the  year  1863. 
Subsequently,  they  recommended  that 
Mr.  Padwick  should  receive  £100  for 
having  drawn  attention  to  the  subject 
in  1854.  The  reason  that  this  invention 
was  not  adopted  sooner  into  the  English 
Service,  between   1854  and  1863,  was 
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that  Sir  William  Armstrong's  bee*- 
loading  system  with  lead-coated  pio- 
jectiles  had  been  adopted.  There  ii  bo 
trace  of  any  claim  having  been  made 
previous  to  the  one  put  forward  by  Mr. 
Padwick. 


INDIA— FINANCE  ACCOUNTS. 
question. 

General  Sib  OEOROE  BALFOUB 
asked  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  far 
India,  Whether  the  authorities  in  Indb 
have  yet  supplied  the    figured  8t«t^ 
ments  which  wUl   enable  Members  to 
compare  the  figures  in  the  latest  FinaiM 
Accounts  with  those  figures  in  the  A»- 
counts  of  prior  years;  whether  theDebfc 
Statements  have  yet  been  obtained  ftm 
India ;  and,  when  will  the  Second  Pul 
of  the  Finance  Accounts  be  deliverrfi 
and  the  distribution  Statement  of  di 
Capital  spent  in  different  parts  of  Iirfit 
on  productive  Public  Works  in  the  tii 
last  years  be  ready? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  The  seooil 
part  of  the  Finance  Accounts  will  be  de- 
livered to  Members  in  the  course  d  t 
few  days.  The  distributive  Statenwil 
of  Capital  expended  on  Public  Woili 
has  been  received,  and  a  copy  shall  ki 
sent  to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Membi^ 
As  regardft-.all  the  other  statenwili 
to  which  the  h^n.  and  gallant  Memb«fll 
Question  refers,  I  am  sorry  to  say  ttal 
they  have  not  yei.  been  received  fxm 
India.  The  recent  changes  in  the  fofW 
of  account  have  caupeS  some  dewft 
but  I  will  do  my  best  to  obtain  thfll 
quickly.  \ 

CHABITY  (EXPENSES  AND  "k-CCO^^^ 
BILL.-QUESTION.  ^ 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  Mf •  Ckj 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  ca5.~^ 
what  course  the  Government  propo^r 
take  with  respect  to  the  Charity  (E| 
penses  and  Accounts)  (No.  2)  Bill;  and 
whether,  if  he  proposes  to  abandon  th 
Bill,  he  will  consent  to  refer  the  8ubje< 
to  which  it  relates  to  a  Select  Cod 
mittee?  ^ 

TheCHANCELLORof  the  EXCHI 
QUER,  in  reply,  said,  the  subject  wa 
complicated,  and,  therefore,  they  pre 
posed  to  withdraw  the  Bill  for  the  pw 
sent  Session,  and  introduce  next  Sesaio 
another  Bill,  which,  if  necessary,  won) 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee. 
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TREATY   OF  BERLIN—THE   RUSSIANS 

IN  EASTERN  ROUMELIA. 

QX7E8TIONS. 

Mr.  J.  R.  TORKE  asked,  Whether 
at  the  beginning  of  June,  and  since  the 
transfer  of  the  province  to  the  Turkish 
Government,  the  Russian  military  autho- 
rities in  Eastern  Roumelia  have  con- 
demned some  Mussulmans,  subjects  of 
the  Sultan,  to  transportation  to  Siberia  ; 
whether  General  Stolepine  has  levied  a 
fine  of  35,000  piastres  on  the  district  of 
Kazan  (Kotel),  in  the  neighbourhood 
of  Slivno,  for  having  applied  for  the 
appointment  of  a  Mussulman  Bailli; 
-whether  the  Russian  authorities  have 
hitherto  declined  to  hand  over  to  the 
authorities  of  Eastern  Roumelia  the  dis- 
trict of  Ichtiman  ;  and,  whether  any  re- 
monstrances have  been  addressed  by 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  Im- 
perial Government  of  Russia  in  respect 
of  such  violations  of  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE  :  In  regard  to  the  first 
Question  of  my  hon.  Friend,  what  we 
have  learned  on  that  subject  is  this — 
that  the  Governor  General  of  Eastern 
Roumelia  has  requested  General  Stole- 
pine to  send  certain  persons  who  had 
oeen  tried  at  Philippopolis  for  punish- 
ment to  Siberia ;  but  we  have  not  yet 
heard  whether  that  request  has  been 
complied  with.  As  to  the  second  Ques- 
tion of  my  hon.  Friend,  we  have  heard 
that  a  fine  of  35,000  piastres  \?as  levied 
by  the  Governor  General,  and  that  the 
Russian  Government  had  disapproved 
of  the  conduct  of  the  Governor  Gene- 
ral, and  ordered  that  no  fines  should 
be  levied  in  future.  As  to  the  third 
Question,  that  really  involves  a  boun- 
dary dispute,  which  is  now  under 
the  consideration  of  Boundary  Com- 
missioners ;  and  as  to  the  last  part 
of  the  Question,  the  House,  I  think, 
will  see  that  at  the  present  moment  we 
do  not  understand  that  there  is  any  cause 
for  remonstrance,  and,  therefore,  none 
has  been  made. 

Mb.  J.  R.  YORKE  :  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber has  not  stated  whether  the  fine  of 
35,000  piastres  has  been  restored  ? 

Me.  ROURKE  :  No  notification  has 
been  sent  us  on  that  point.  Our  Consid 
General,  from  whom  we  get  the  infor- 
mation, has  not  mentioned  it. 


JUDICATURE  ACT  (IRELAND),  1877- 
RE-ORGANIZATION  OF  THE  HIGH 
COURT  OF  JUDICATURE. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  MACARTNEY  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney  General  for  Ireland,  Why  no 
steps  have  as  yet  been  taken  to  carry 
into  eflPect  the  reorganisation  of  the 
offices  of  the  High  Court  of  Judicature 
in  Ireland,  contemplated  by  the  Judi- 
cature Act,  Ireland,  which  Act  became 
law  in  August  1877,  and  came  into 
operation  on  the  1st  day  of  January 
1878 ;  and,  who  is  responsible  for  the 
delay  which  has  occurred  ? 

The  ATTORNEY  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  :  Sir,  in  reply 
to  my  hon.  Friend,  I  beg  to  state  that  it 
is  a  mistake  to  say  that  no  steps  have 
been  taken  to  carry  into  effect  the  re- 
organization of  the  Offices.  When  we 
were  about  to  initiate  this  important 
work,  the  Lord  Chancellor  of  Ireland 
expressed  an  opinion  that  the  charges 
should  be  carefully  considered  ;  and  that 
work  is  now  so  far  advanced  that  I  hope 
it  will  be  completed  by  the  1st  of 
January,  when  the  time  limited  by  the 
Judicature  Act  (Ireland)  will  have  ex- 
pired. 

NAVY— H.  M.  GUNBOAT  "TYEIAN." 

QUESTION. 

CoLOXEL  COLTHURST  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  transport  *'Tyrian," 
about  to  proceed  to  the  West  Indies,  is 
to  take  out  a  crew  of  sixty  men  for 
service  in  another  vessel,  s)ie  having 
only  accommodation  for  thirty;  and,  whe- 
ther the  medical  authorities  have  made 
any  representations  on  the  subject? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Her  Majesty's 
gunboat  Tyrian  is  about  to  proceed  to 
Jamaica  to  be  stationed  there ;  the  navi- 
gating party  will  be  transferred  to 
another  vessel  {Contest)  on  arrival.  No 
report  has  been  received  from  medical 
authorities  as  to  the  crowded  condition 
of  the  crew ;  but  the  Commander-in- 
Chief  represented  that  there  was  a  diffi- 
culty in  finding  accommodation  for  the 
number  under  orders  to  embark.  In 
consequence,  he  was  instructed  to  with- 
draw 10  men,  and  he  is  perfectly  satis- 
fied that  there  is  now  no  overcrowding. 
The  numbers  on  board  are  seven  officers 
and  45  men.     The  established  comple- 
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ment  of  a  ^nboat  like  the  Tyrian  is  40 
men;  but  it  is  usual  to  embark  a  few 
supernumeraries  for  the  passage. 

NAVY— THE  WHAMPOA  DOCK  COM- 
PANY.-QIJESTION. 

Colonel  ARBUTHNOT  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Where  the 
dock  is  situated  for  which  a  loan  of 
£12.000  was  made  to  the  Whampoa 
Dock  Company ;  what  was  the  date  of 
the  above  loan ;  when  was  the  dock 
completed  for  which  the  loan  was  made ; 
what  are  the  dimensions  of  the  dock ; 
and,  whether  it  has  been  used  by  any, 
and,  if  so,  by  how  many  vessels  of  war? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  The  dock  is  in 
Aberdeen  Bay,  Hong  Kong.  The  first 
loan  of  £6,000  was  made  on  the  11th  of 
February,  1864,  and  the  second  loan  of 
the  same  amount  on  the  29th  of  March, 
1866.  The  loans  were  confirmed  under 
the  15th  Clause  of  the  Colonial  Docks 
(Loans)  Act  of  1865.  The  dock  was 
completed  early  in  1867;  the  exact  date 
is  not  known.  The  extreme  length  on 
blocks  is  433  feet,  the  breadth  at  the 
entrance  is  84  feet,  the  depth  over  the 
sill  at  ordinary  spring  tide  is  24  feet. 
The  exact  number  of  vessels  entering 
the  dock  cannot  be  p^iven  ;  but  the  dock 
has  been  extensively  used,  and  the 
largest  iron-clad — The  Iron  Duke — has 
been  docked.  The  Kowloon  Docks — the 
only  other  docks  at  Hong  Kong — were 
not  built  until  after  the  Aberdeen  Docks, 
and  even  now  can  only  take  in  vessels  of 
small  draught  of  water. 

ELEMENTARY    EDUCATION  —  ESTAB- 
LISHMENT  OF  TRAINING  SHIPS. 
QUESTION. 

Captain  PIM  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether,  under  the  Industrial  Schools 
Bill  which  passed  through  Committee  on 
Monday  last,  it  is  competent  for  a  School 
Board,  or  a  combination  of  School 
Boards,  to  undertake  the  establishment 
of  a  training  ship ;  and,  if  a  School 
Board  or  combination  of  School  Boards 
can  do  so,  whether  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  mention  the  legal  authority 
under  which  such  School  Board  could 
take  this  step  ? 

SiE  MATTHEW  WHITE  EIDLEY: 
Under  Sections  5  and  12  of  the  In- 
dustrial Schools  Act,  1866,  29  &  30  Viet 

Mr.  W.  H,  Smith 


c.  118,  and  Section  28  of  the  Elemen- 
tary Education  Act,  1870,  33  &  34  Fid,e. 
75,  it  is  competent  for  a  School  Board 
to  undertake  the  establishment  of  a 
training  ship.  Under  the  Industrial 
Schools  Bill,  which  passed  through  Com- 
mittee on  ^londay  last,  it  will  be  com- 
petent for  School  Boards  to  combine  ht 
a  like  undertaking. 

CORONERS  (IRELAND)— LEGISLATION. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  asked  Mr.  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland,  Whether 
any  resolution  was  come  to  by  the  Select 
Committee  on  the  Coroners  Bill  as  to  ex- 
tending the  operation  of  that  measure 
to  Ireland  ;  and,  if  not,  whether  he  in- 
tends to  introduce  a  Bill  for  dealing  with 
the  question  as  repjards  Ireland  ? 

The  attorney    GENERAL  m 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibsox)  :  In  answerto 
the  hon.  Member  for  Longford,  I  may 
say  that  the  Select  Committee  to  which 
he  refers  did  not  come  to  any  resolutioa 
with  regard  to  the  Coroners  Bill.    The 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland)  Bill  dealt  with  A 
certain  portion  of  the  question  ;  and  ai    ■ 
the  Order  for  the  Second  Reading  of  that    '• 
Bill  has  been  discharged,  I  do  not  think    ; 
it  would  be  desirable  now  to  introdoee    ^ 
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a  fresh  Bill  dealing  with  the  other  paiti    ^ 
of  the  subject. 

CRIMINAL  LAW— SEARCHING  PBI- 
SONERS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  H.  B.  SHERIDAN  ashed  thi 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, Whether  information  has  reached 
him  that,  at  Derby,  in  consequence  d 
the  searching  or  mode  of  searching  cer- 
tain persons  taken  to  the  police  statiot 
charged  with  furious  driving,  a  conflki 
ensued  which  ended  in  loss  of  life ;  and, 
whether,  under  these  circumstances,  ha 
will  cause  some  inquiry  to  be  made  as  ta 
the  necessity  of  stripping  and  6eaTchia£ 
persons,  male  and  femade,  not  chaigea 
with  actual  crime? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  some  disturbance  of  the  charadar 
indicated  by  the  first  part  of  the  Queatifla 
had  taken  place;  but  as  the  matterwoald 
become  the  subject  of  a  trial  for  murder 
he  would  refrain  from  expressing  any 
opinion  upon  it.  He  had  instructea  the 
Inspectors  of  Constabulary  to  inqniit 
into  and  report  upon  the  latter  part  of 
the  Question. 
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GBEAT  BRITAIN  AND  EGYPT. 
QTTESTION. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  (for  Sir 
JjiUAS  Qolds^id)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  When  he  will  give  the 
House  the  promised  opportunity  of  dis- 
CQsdng  the  recent  interference  of  the 
Goremment  in  Egyptian  affairs  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  at  present 
name  a  day,  there  is  so  much  Business 
before  us. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  ZULU  WAR- THE 
EXPENDITURE.— QUESTIONS. 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  ho  can 
be  80  good  as  to  explain  whence  the 
money  came  to  supply  the  Military  Cliest 
from  which  the  Zulu  War  is  being 
carried  on? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: It  may  be  convenient,  as  this 
Qaeetion  is  sometimes  asked,  that  I 
ibould  explain  what  the  Treasury  Chest 
and  the  Military  Chest  are.  There  is  a 
Mtain  fund,  a  banking  account  of  the 
Treasury  Chest,  which  is  credited  with 
f  1,000,000.  Out  of  that  fund  advances 
are  made  for  carrying  on  the  Army  and 
Nary  Services  abroad.  Of  course,  these 
advances  have  to  be  replaced  out  of  the 
Totes  taken  for  the  Army  and  Navy. 
Ihat  fund  is  a  fund  which  is  primarily 
applicable  to  Services  such  as  the 
tar  in  South  Africa.  Well,  then,  the 
question  is,  how  the  money  is  there 
raised?  It  is  partly  raised  by  remit- 
tance of  specie  sent  from  this  country 
to  the  Treasury  Chest  fund,  and  partly 
h  bills  drawn  by  the  Treasury  Chest 
officer  of  the  Colony  upon  the  Treasury 
in  England  at  long  dates.  Those,  of 
course,  are  cashed  in  the  Colony  and  re- 
mitted Home,  and  the  money  has  to  be 
Kplaced  out  of  the  Votes  of  Parliament. 
Of  course,  all  the  expenses  of  the  war 
•re  expenses  incurred  under  some  head 
or  another  of  the  Army  and  Navy  Votes, 
thongh  the  ordinary  Army  and  Navy 
Sitimates  are  not  sufficient  to  meet 
them.  It  therefore  becomes  necessary, 
ia  coarse  of  time,  to  vote  Supplemental 
^^•timates  for  Army  and  Navy  Services, 
to  make  good  the  advances  which  have 
1>een  made  in  respect  of  them  out  of  the 
Treasury  Chest.  I  may  just  mention  that 
>uice  the  beginning  of  the  financial  year 


on  the  let  of  April  £260,000  in  specie 
has  been  consigned  to  South  Afrioa, 
while  £880,000  has  been  drawn  on  this 
country  in  bills.  Most  of  those  are  at 
long  dates,  so  that  only  £365,000  have 
l)euu  paid,  and  the  rest  aro  in  course  of 
payment. 

Mil.  RYLANDS  asked.  Whether  it 
was  the  practice  to  leave  any  balance  in 
tlio  Treasury  Chest  on  the  31.<*t  of  March, 
and  not  to  surrender  it  to  the  Exchequer, 
as  in  the  case  of  other  accounts  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Of  course.  The  Treasury  Chest 
consists  of  £1,000,000,  which  ought 
to  bo  always  in  its  possession.  The 
accounts  are  carried  on  in  tho  name 
of  the  Service  for  which  tho  money  has 
been  advanced,  and,  of  course,  the  re- 
])aymouts  to  the  Chest  can  only  be  made 
when  the  proper  accounts  have  been 
dealt  with.  There  ought  always  to  be  a 
balance  of  £1,000,000  in  the  Treasury 
Chest. 


CRIMINAL  LAW  (IRELAND) —CASE  OF 
ANN  BILVDLEY.— QUESTION, 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  he  would  state 
to  the  House  why  the  release  of  Ann 
Bradley,  convicted  of  an  attempt  to 
murder  Miss  Googliagan,  was  not  upon 
the  terms  of  a  ticket  of  leave ;  who  is  re- 
sponsible for  exempting  her  from  tho 
precautions  or  conditions  of  a  ticket  of 
leave;  and,  whether  he  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  tho  House  Copies  of  all 
Papers  relating  to  the  release  of  this 
convict  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  It  is  evident,  I 
am  afraid,  that  a  miscarriage  of  justice 
has  occurred  in  this  case.  It  appears 
that  the  prisoner,  who  had,  in  1875, 
been  sentenced  to  14  years'  penal  servi- 
tude, was  released  in  1876,  in  conse- 
quence of  tho  report  of  the  prison 
medical  authoritv  to  the  effect  that  she 
was  suffering  from  consumption,  and 
that  her  life  would  be  endangered  by 
further  imprisonment.  Unfortunately, 
it  seems  to  have  been  a  practice,  under 
similar  circumstances,  to  grant  releases 
without  a  ticket-of-leave.  This,  how- 
ever, has  for  some  time  ceased  to  be  the 
case  in  Ireland,  as  strict  directions  have 
been  given  that  a  ti(fket-of-leave  should 
be  enforcedin  such  instances,  as  well  asin 
others.  The  general  question,  moreover, 
of  the  treatment  of  invalid  prisoners  has 
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been  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Irish  Government,  and  we  are  now 
constructing  a  prison  sanitorium,  to 
which  invalids  can  he  removed  from 
ordinary  gaols  and  convict  establish- 
ments. It  will,  therefore,  bo  no  longer 
necessary,  except  in  exceptional  cases, 
to  let  criminals  loose  again  upon  society 
upon  medical  certificates,  as  has  been 
done  in  the  case  of  Ann  Bradley  and 
others,  and  which  I  confess  has,  in  many 
instances,  whether  a  ticket-of-leave  has 
been  granted  or  not,  constituted  a 
serious  evil.  As  to  Papers,  though  in 
this  case  I  should  have  been  very  glad 
if  I  could  have  given  them,  I  am  sorry 
to  find  there  are  none  which  could  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  without  establishing 
an  inconvenient  precedent,  as  it  has 
always  been  the  rule  to  treat  such  docu- 
ments as  confidential. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN:  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  has  forgotten  to  answer  the 
second  portion  of  my  Question.  Who  is 
responsible  for  exempting  this  woman 
from  the  precautions  or  conditions  of  a 
tickot-of-leave  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  The  responsi- 
bility  rests  on  the  system  which  has 
been  in  force,  and,  as  I  have  explained, 
that  system  has  since  been  altered. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN:  I  beg  to  give 
Notice  that  I  shall  call  attention  to  the 
subject  on  the  Estimates. 

THE  ORDNANCE  SURVEY. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  RO WI.EY  HILL  asked  the  First 
Commissioner  of  Works,  What  progress 
is  being  made  with  the  Ordnance  Sur- 
vey of  England  and  Wales  on  the 
2 5 -inch  scale ;  and,  when  the  survey  of 
the  county  of  Worcester  is  likely  to  be 
commenced  ? 

Mr.  GERAED  NOEL  :  Satisfactory 
progress  is  being  made  with  the 
Ordnance  Survey  of  Enp^land  and  Wales 
on  the  25-inch  scale.  Eighteen  counties 
have  been  surveyed,  rapid  progress  is 
being  made  with  13  others,  and  six 
counties  have  been  partially  surveyed. 
With  regard  to  the  county  of  Worcester, 
I  fear  some  little  time  must  elapse  be- 
fore the  survey  of  that  county  can  be 
commenced. 

SCIENCE  AND  ART— THE  INDIAN 
MUSEUM.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor    of   the    Exchequer,   If  he 
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would  undertake  that  the  contdnti  of 
the  Indian  Museum  should  not  be  dis- 
persed until  the  House  had  an  oppo^ 
tunity  of  expressing  an  opinion  upoa 
the  Motion  of  the  Member  for  the  Elgin 
Burghs;  and,  whether  he  would  con- 
sider the  alternative  of  charging  the 
Estimates  with  such  a  sum  as  maybe 
found  sufficient,  upon  consideration  of 
tho  matter,  to  keep  the  collection  intact? 
Mr.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  hope  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  the  Elgin  Burghs  (Mr. 
Grant  Duff)  will  have  an  opportunity 
before  tho  close  of  the  Session  of  bring- 
ing on  his  Motion  in  reference  to  the 
Indian  Museum.  Before  that  time,  no 
definite  steps  will  have  been  taken  for 
the  removal  of  the  collections.  lamaware 
til  at  my  hon.  Friend  takes  a  special 
interest  in  the  Art  collection,  and  we 
should  be  very  glad  to  have  the  advan- 
tage of  hearing  his  opinions  on  the 
subject  before  the  final  decision  is  come 
to.  Perhaps,  therefore,  he  will  be  kind 
enough  to  communicate  with  me.  The 
question  of  a  contribution  from  Imperiil 
funds  towards  the  support  of  an  Indiaa 
Museum  has  been  more  than  once  con- 
sidered  between  the  India  Office  and  the 
Treasury,  but  without  any  result. 

RAILWAY  RATES  FOR  AMERICAN 
PRODUCE.— QUESTION. 

Sm  LAWRENCE  PALK  asked  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  Whether 
he  is  aware  that  the  Railway  Companiee 
of  this  Country  have  been  in  the  habit o( 
giving  preferential  rates  in  faTOur  d 
American  over  home  produce ;  that  the 
charge  of  conveying  American  meatwH 
'25s.  per  ton,  and  that  of  EngUsh  meit 
508. ;  and,  whether  the  Railway  Com- 
panies have  any  legal  right  to  encoungt 
foreign  imports  by  this  preference  aw 
advantage,  over  home-grown  meat  ail 

cer68.1s  r 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  The  Boarf  d 
Trade  have  no  ofRcial  knowledge  * 
means  of  ascertaining  what  are  thi 
actual  rates  charged  by  Railway  Cop- 
panics  for  American  produce,  or,  »• 
deed,  any  other  goods  they  may  cany 
over  their  lines.  With  regard  to  tin 
last  part  of  the  Question,  the  hon.  Ba» 
ronet  will,  I  am  sure,  see  that,  import- 
ant as  it  is,  it  is  not  a  matter  upct  j 
which  we  can  give  an  authoritative  opi- 
nion. The  hon.  Baronet  is  aware  thai 
there   are   statutory  proyisions  on  thi 
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Subject  of  undue  preference  and  unequal 
treatment  with  regard  to  any  description 
of  traffic  to  be  found  in  the  Bail  ways 
Clauses  Act,  1845,  8  Viet  c.  20,  the 
Hailway  and  Canal  Traffic  Act,  1854, 
17  &  18  Viet,  c.  31,  and  the  Eegulation 
of  Eailwaya  Act,  1873,  36  &  37  Vict,  c. 
48,  and  that  parties  aggrieved  have  their 
remedy  before  the  Railway  Commis- 
sioners, who  were  specially  appointed  to 
carry  the  two  last-mentioned  Acts  into 
effect. 

CUSTOMS  BILL  OF  ENTRY  OFFICE. 

QUESTION. 

AfR.  RYLANDS  asked  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  If  he  will  state  to  the 
House  the  decision  at  which  the  Go- 
vernment have  arrived  with  reference  to 
the  Customs  Bill  of  Entry  Office,  the 
patent  of  which  expires  in  the  course  of 
the  present  month  r 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON  : 
It  has  been  decided  to  adopt  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Committee  on  Official 
Statistics  and  not  to  renew  the  patent ; 
but  in  order  to  allow  time  to  make  ar- 
rangements for  the  future,  the  present 
system  will  be  allowed  to^continue  until 
the  end  of  this  year. 

THE   HORTICULTURAL   SOCIETY'S 
GARDENS,  SOUTH  KENSINGTON. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  J.  R.  YORKE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Commissioners  of  1851  have 
any  plans  for  the  utilization  of  the 
ground  now  occupied  by  the  gardens  of 
the  Horticultural  Society  at  South  Ken- 
sington as  soon  as  they  obtain  legal  pos- 
session of  it ;  and,  if  so,  whether  such 
plans  will  be  in  accordance  with  the 
original  design  of  emplo3ring  the  estate 
for  the  promotion  of  science  and  art; 
and,  whether  the  said  plans  will  be 
placed  in  the  Library  for  the  inspection 
of  Members  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that  the  Commis- 
sioners had  had  several  plans  under 
consideration,  and  these  had  been  re- 
ferred to  and  explained  in  their  Reports 
which  had  been  presented  to  Parliament 
every  year.  The  particular  plan  sug- 
gested was  not  agreed  to  by  Her  Ma^ 
jesty's  Government;  and  the  Commis- 
sioners, on  application  being  made  to 
them,   were  willing  to  come  to  some 


arrangement,  which  would,  of  course, 
be  in  accordance  with  the  original  de- 
sign of  the  Commissioners,  for  utilizing 
the  ground  in  question  for  purposes  of 
science  and  art. 

GERMANY— THE  ISLANDS  OF  THE 
PACIFIC— QUESTION. 

Mb.  Alderman  M'ARTHUR  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether  he  will  lay  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  any  documents  the 
Government  may  have  received  from 
Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  at  Berlin  re- 
lative to  the  Treaties  entered  into  by  the 
German  Government  with  Samoa  and 
other  islands  of  the  Pacific  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE,  in  reply,  said,  docu- 
ments on  the  subject  would  by-and-bye 
be  laid  upon  the  Table.  At  present, 
however,  this  could  not  be  done,  as  ne- 
gotiations were  still  pending. 

THE  METROPOLITAN  POLICE  FORCE- 
REPORT  OF  THE  DEPARTMENTAL 
COMMISSION.— QUESTION. 

Sir  SYDNEY  WATERLOW  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  the  Commission  ap- 
pointed some  time  since  to  inquire  into 
the  organization  and  working  of  the 
Metropolitan  Police  Force,  have  made 
any  Report ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  pro- 
poses in  consequence  to  make  any  alte- 
ration in  the  existing  regulations,  with 
the  view  of  improving  the  condition  and 
efficiefacy  of  the  force  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  in  reply, 
said,  the  Commission  alluded  to  was  not 
a  public,  but  a  private  Departmental 
Commission.  It  had  made  a  Report, 
and  some  alterations  had  been  made  in 
consequence,  while  others  were  under 
consideration. 

RIYERS  CONSERVANCY   BILL— LEGIS- 
LATION.—QUESTION. 

Mr.  E.  W.  HARCOURT  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
the  Rivers  Conservancy  Bill  which  has 
just  been  withdrawn  has  been  altogether 
abandoned,  or  whether  he  can  give  any 
assurance  that  the  Government,  having 
regard  to  the  agricultural  interests  in- 
volved, and  to  the  great  losses  which 
have  been  inflicted  by  the  repeated 
floods  of  the  present  season,  will  take 
an  early  opportunity  of  re-introducing 
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the  measure  with  such  amendment  as 
the  further  examination  of  its  provisions 
may  have  shown  to  be  necessary  ? 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that  it  was  with 
regret  the  Government  found  themselves 
unable  to  proceed  with  the  Bill  this  Ses- 
sion. They  had  every  intention  of  in- 
troducing a  similar  Bill  next  Session  ? 

POOR  LAW  AMENDMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GRANT  asked  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, If  it  is  his  intention,  in  the  Poor 
Law  Amendment  Bill  for  Scotland,  which 
he  is  about  to  introduce,  to  provide  for 
extending  to  members  of  Friendly  So- 
cieties in  Scotland  the  same  privilege  in 
regard  to  benefit  money  due  to  paupers 
which  has  been  secured  to  members  of 
Friendly  Societies  in  England  by  the 
Poor  Law  Act  Amendment  Act  of  the 
present  Session  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wat- 
son), in  reply,  said,  that  the  clauses  in 
the  old  Act  dealing  with  the  property 
of  paupers  had  been  withdrawn  from 
the  Bill,  which  now  included  only  the 
clauses  relative  to  medical  relief  and 
the  superannuation  of  officers. 

ARMY— THE    NEW    RETIREMENT 
SCHEME.— QUESTION. 

Major  NOLAN  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether,  since  it  is 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to 
antedate  the  commissions  of  officers 
junior  to  the  Lieutenant  Colonels  com- 
manding regiments  of  Cavalry  and  In- 
fantry who,  subject  to  retirement  after 
five  years'  command,  are,  under  certain 
cii-cumstances,  retained  in  command  be- 
yond that  period,  what  steps  the  Govern- 
ment proposes  to  take  to  mitigate  the 
seventy  which  the  new  Retirement 
Scheme  and  the  prolongation  of  the 
Lieutenant  Colonels'  commands  inflict 
on  junior  officers  in  the  case  of  regi- 
ments where  the  Lieutenant  Colonel 
was  appointed  before  the  Idth  of  Octo- 
ber 1871,  and  can  consequently  remain 
as  long  as  they  please  or  till  removed 
by  death  or  promotion  to  General  Offi- 
cer's rank,  thus  blocking  promotion  for 
years,  and  causing  the  compulsory  re- 
tirement of  officer  after  officer  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said, 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  was  under 
a  misapprehension  in  assuming  that  he 

Mr,  E.  W.  Earcourt 


had  g^ven  any  definite  promise  with 
regard  to  the  subject  referred  to  in  the 
Question.  It  was  rather  a  complicated 
one ;  and  he  could  not  say  positively  at 
that  moment  what  steps  the  Govern- 
ment might  take  to  remedy  defects  in 
the  present  retirement  scheme ;  but  they 
would  not  lose  sight  of  the  matter. 

ARMY  — ARMY     OFFICERS     AS     WAR 
CORRESPONDENTS.—QUESTIONS. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther there  is  any  prohibition  against 
officers  on  full  pay  or  on  active  service 
corresponding  with  newspapers ;  whe- 
ther any  such  rule  has  been  relaxed 
during  recent  campaigns,  either  in  favour 
of  officers  generally  or  in  favour  of  par- 
ticular officers  permitted  or  appointed 
by  commanding  officers  to  act  as  cor- 
respondents ;  whether  officers  ao  per- 
mitted or  appointed  are  relieved  from 
any  military  duties,  and  are  permitted 
to  receive  pay  as  correspondents ;  and, 
whether  officers  so  acting  are  free  to  say 
what  they  think  fit  on  their  own  responsi- 
bility, or  their  communications  are  sub- 
ject to  the  control  and  approval  of  the 
commanding  officer  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY:  With  regard 
to  the  first  point,  I  have  to  say  that 
officers  on  full  pay  are  prohibited  from 
corresponding  with  the  newspapers  ;  but 
it  appears,  from  the  answer  which  has 
been  given  by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  (Mr.  E. 
Stanhope),  that  the  rule  had  been  relaxed 
in  certain  instances.  Of  course,  officers 
in  India  are  not,  so  far  as  I  am  informed, 
directly  under  the  control  of  the  War 
Department.  With  regard  to  the  third 
and  fourth  Questions,  I  could  only 
answer  them  as  a  matter  of  opinion, 
and  my  opinion  is  probably  not  worth 
more  than  that  of  other  persons. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  Has  the 
rule  been  relsixed  with  regard  to  officers 
serving  in  South  Africa  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY:  Certainly  not, 
60  far  as  I  am  aware. 


ARMY     CLOTHING    ESTABLISHMENT, 
PIMLICO.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War,  Whether  he  has 
received  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
on  the  Army  Clothing  Establishment  at 
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Pimlico;    and,  if  so,  whether  he  will 
communicate  the  same  to  this  House  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said, 
that  through  the  courtesy  of  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Committee  on  the  Army 
Clothing  Establishment  at  Pimlico  he 
had  received  the  Report  of  the  Com- 
mittee. He  had  not,  however,  received 
the  evidence,  which  was  still  in  the 
printer's  hands.  The  Heport  and  the 
evidence  would,  as  soon  as  possible,  be 
laid  on  the  Table  of  the  House.  He 
wished  to  take  that  opportunity  of  pub- 
licly tendering  his  thanks  and  those  of 
the  Government,  and  he  might  say  of 
the  public  service,  to  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Oldham  (Mr.  Hibbert) 
and  his  Colleagues,  who  had  carried  out 
the  investigation  with  such  care  and 
ability. 

UNDER    SECRETARY    OF   STATE   FOR 
SCOTLAND.— QUESTION. 

Me.  J.  W.  BARCLAY  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment, Whether  the  Government  has 
deBnitely  abandoned  the  proposal  sub- 
mitted last  Session  for  the  appointment 
of  an  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Scot- 
land ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  No,  Sir. 
We  have  not  definitely  abandoned  that 
proposal ;  but  there  are  difficulties  in 
the  way  at  the  present  moment  which 
we  have  not  overcome. 

POST    OFFICE     MAIL     CONTRACTS  — 
MAILS  TO  INDIA  AND  CHINA. 

(JTJESTION. 

Ma.  ISAAC  asked  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury,  When  the  Contracts  pro- 
visionally entered  into  for  the  convey- 
ance of  Mails  to  India  and  China  will 
he  submitted  to  the  House  for  confirma- 
tion? 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 
in  reply,  said,  he  could  not  yet  ^n  a 
time  for  bringing  the  subject  of  the  Con- 
tracts referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member 
under  the  consideration  of  the  House ; 
he  would  put  it  down  for  Tuesday  week, 
in  the  hope  of  being  able  to  bring  it 
forward  on  that  day. 

BANKRUPTCY    LAW    AMENDMENT 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mb,  KATHBONE  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  if  the 
Qoyemment  carry  a  short  amending  Bill 


on  Bankruptcy  this  Session,  they  will  en- 
gage to  bring  in  a  Consolidation  Bill  at 
the  beginning  of  the  next  Session  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  refer  it  at  once 
to  a  Select  Committee,  so  as  to  give 
ample  time  for  the  due  and  careful  con- 
sideration of  this  important  question  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  have  been  in  communication 
with  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the 
Attorney  General  on  the  subject,  and  he 
is  of  opioion  that  it  will  be  possible  to 
greatly  reduce  the  length  of  the  Bill  by 
adopting  the  suggestion  made  the  other 
day  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Coventry  (Sir  Henry  Jackson) ;  and 
he  is  now  occupied  in  considering  what 
alteration  should  be  made  in  it.  My 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  will,  therefore, 
propose  to  re-commit  the  ^iVL  pro  formd, 
in  order  to  make  the  necessary  altera- 
tions ;  and  I  hope  it  will  be  possible  to 
pass  the  Bill  through  the  House  during 
the  present  Session.  If  it  should  be 
necessary — as  very  probably  it  will  be- 
to  introduce  a  Consolidation  Bill  next 
Session,  it  will  be  very  convenient  to 
take  the  course  recommended  by  ray 
hon.  Friend.  I  think  it  will  be  best  to 
see  the  Bill  in  the  form  in  which  it  will 
be  presented  ;  and  I  believe  that,  in  all 
probability,  the  Government  will  intro- 
duce a  Consolidation  Bill. 

LAW  AND  JUSTICE— THE  SOUTH  STAF- 
FORDSHIRE    POLICE  STIPENDIARY 
MAGISTRATE.— QUESTION. 
In  reply  to  Sir  Charles  Forster, 
Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he  had 
taken  steps  for  the  immediate  filling  up  of 
the  office  of  police  stipendiary  magistrate 
for  South  Staffordshire.     The  appoint- 
ment had  only  been  vacant  a  short  time, 
and  some  delay  had  been  caused  by  the 
requirement  of  an  old  Statute  that  the 
person  appointed  should  be  a  Justice  of 
the  Peace  for  the  county. 

ARMY— DEATH   OF    THE    PRINCE    IM- 

PERIAL— COURT  MARTIAL  ON  LIEU- 

TENANT  CAREY.— QUESTION. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL :  I  beg  to  ask 

the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 

he  is  now  in  a  position  to  answer  the 

Question  I  put    to  him  last  week  — 

namely,     whether    Colonel    Harrison, 

Assistant  Quarter  Maf)ter  General,  who 

sat  upon  the  court  martial,  the  Papers 

of  which  are  now  in  hand,  is  the  same 
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Colonel  Harrison  Trho  directly  sanc- 
tioned and  personally  superintended  the 
reconnoitring  party  placed  under  the 
command  of  the  late  Prince  Imperial  on 
the  occasion  the  Prince  lost  his  life,  and 
for  which  Lieutenant  Carey  alone  has 
been  tried  by  court  martial  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  give 
me  Notice  of  his  Question  ? 

Sir  EGBERT  PEEL :  I  asked  the 
same  Question  last  week. 

PARLIAMENT  —  BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE— ARRANGEMENT  OF  PUBLIC 
BUSINESS.— QUESTIONS. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Hankey  and  Mr. 
Pawcett, 

The  CH  ANCELLGE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  that  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment  Bill 
would  be  proposed  that  night,  and  it 
was  intended  to  at  once  go  into  Com- 
mittee pro  formdj  in  order  that  the  Bill 
might  be  re- printed  with  the  alterations. 
The  University  Education  (Ireland)  BiU 
would  be  taken  as  the  first  Grder  on 
Thursday.  The  Public  Works  Loans 
Bill  would  be  proceeded  with  as  the 
first  Grder  on  Wednesday  next.  To- 
morrow, after  the  question  of  Privilege 
had  been  disposed  of,  a  stage  of  the 
Army  Discipline  and  Eegulation  (Com- 
mencement) Bill  would  be  taken,  and 
then  they  proposed  to  take  the  Banking 
and  Joint  Stock  Companies  Bill.  The 
East  Indian  Loans  Bill  would  be  pro- 
ceeded with  on  Friday. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £822,192,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  ol  March  1880,  for  the  Constabu- 
lary Force  in  Ireland." 

Mr.  O'CONNOE  POWER  wished  to 
intimate,  at  this  stage  of  the  proceedings, 
that  if  the  Vote,  dealing  with  the  salary 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  came  on  for  con- 
Sir  Bohffri  Peel 


sideration  this  evening  at  a  reaaonable 
hour,  he  should  take  the  opportunity  of 
calling  attention  to  the  Office  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  held,  and  of  sug- 
gesting some  alteration.  At  the  present 
moment,  however,  they  were  called  upon 
to  deal  with  a  large  Vote  for  the  CSan- 
stabulary  of  Ireland.  Only  quite  re- 
cently they  had  had  great  cause  for 
complaint  as  to  the  disposition  of  that 
force ;  and  as  the  county  which  he  had 
the  honour  to  represent  (Mayo)  was  a 
county  which  had  been  visited  by  a  large 
extra  police  force,  he  was  anxious  to 
direct  the  attention  of  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary to  the  abuses  which  appeared  to 
have  taken  place  by  the  employment  of 
the  police — abuses  which  might  be  re- 
peated. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  the  County  of  Gal  way  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry)  had  had  some  painful  experience 
in  his  own  county  of  the  unnecessary 
employment  of  a  police  force;  and  he 
(Mr.  O'Connor  Power)  remembered  that 
when  the  inhabitants  of  Clifton  an- 
nounced their  intention  of  holding  a 
Eublic  meeting,  the  Deputy  Inspector  of 
.  bnstabulary  drafted  a  large  force  into 
the  district.  The  services  of  that  force 
were  not  required,  for  everything  in  that 
part  of  Ireland  was  found  to  be  most  peace- 
able and  tranquil,  and  the  county  was 
put  to  a  great  dealof  unnecessary  expense 
by  the  attempt,  on  the  part  of  the  Execu- 
tive, to  tyrannize  the  people,  and  to 
harass  them  in  the  right  of  public  meet- 
ings. An  extra  police  force  had  been 
drafted  into  Mayo,  and  some  of  the  per- 
formances of  the  force,. in  reference  to 
the  land  agitation  in  Ireland,  had  been 
of  a  most  extraordinary  character.  He 
found,  in  a  recent  number  of  The  Tuam 
Herald^  an  account  of  a  midnight  visit 
paid  by  the  police  to  Hollymount,  in  the 
County  of  Mayo.  The  police  produced  a 
paper,  which  they  pretended  was  a  legal 
document,  authorizing  the  man's  arrest. 
It  was  discovered  on  the  following  day 
that  this  was  not  a  legal  document,  but  a 
mere  pretence  on  the  part  of  the  police 
to  drag  the  man  away  from  his  home 
and  subject  him  to  great  annoyance. 
These  things  were  constantly  happening 
in  connection  with  the  employment  of 
the  police  force  in  Ireland  ;  and  before 
the  Committee  assented  to  this  Vote,  he 
trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  give  some  satis- 
factory assurances  that  inquiries  would 
be  made  into  the  disposition  of  the  police 
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force  in  Ireland,  and  that  steps  would  be 
taken  to  prevent  a  repetition  of  the 
ibnses  to  whicli  he  had  called  attention. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  understood  that 
the  hon.  Gentleman  called  attention  to 
tlie  employment  of  extra  police  in  the 
county  he  represented,  and  in  that  ad- 
joining.    The  hon.  Member  spoke  about 
certain  cases  of  police  abuse,  and  said 
that  the  services  of  the  force  were  not 
required  in  what  he  termed  that  peace- 
able and  tranquil  part  of  the  country'. 
He  must  confess  his  inability  to  agree 
¥ith  the  hon.  Gentleman,  to  whose  re- 
collection he  must  also  recall  the  decided 
opinion  upon  this  subject,  placed  upon 
record  by  a  high  ecclesiastical  functiou- 
•lyof  the  Koman  Catholic  Church,  pos- 
sessing considerable  local    knowledp^e, 
tnd  whose  views  of  the  state  of  the  dis- 
trict in  question  were  in  direct  contra- 
diction   to    those   just    enunciated  by 
fte  hon.    Member.      He  had  received 
nports  from  the   districts  in  question, 
uid  therein     he    found    opinions    ex- 
prosBed  which  were  so  directly  opposed 
to  those  the  hon.  Member  had  given  vent 
to,  with  regard   to   the  peaceable  and 
tnnqoil  state  of  that  part  of  Ireland, 
that  he  was  inclined  to  assume  that  tlio 
iMm.  Gentleman  was  not  serious  when  he 
^Mstioned  the  propriety  of  the  steps 
ttken  by  the  Government  to  preserve 
JMce  and  order.     He  thought  that  the 
uoremment  would  have  been  held  cul- 
wMe  if,  under  the  circumstances,  they 
hid  not  taken  such  steps.     The  manner 
ia  which  the  police  were  employed  had 
tlso  heen  called  into  question,  and  the 
hon.  Member  had  referred  to  an   al le- 
gation that  the  police  had  been  used  for 
the  purpose  of  causing  annoyance  to  the 
inhabitants.     That  was  not  tlie  case,  for 
the  police  had  been  sent  into  the  district 
with  the  special  and  only  object  of  pre- 
•arring  peace. 

Mr.  :MITCHELL  henry  directed 
Ae  attention  of  the  right  lion.  Gentlu- 
niaa  to  the  fact  that,  in  many  parts  of 
Ireland,  the  poli(;e  stations  were  exceod- 
iagly  few  in  number.  Around  the  West 
Coast  of  Ireland  the  permanent  stations 
^the  police  were  sometimes  20,  and  30, 
>&d  40  miles  apart;  and  then  when,  as 
l»d  recently  happened,  a  disturbance 
owirred,  it  was  extremely  hard  to  send 
*^  police  there,  and  specially  charge 
t« Unfortunate  inhabitants  for  the  stT- 
"^^  of  the  force.  He  imagined  that 
tJ»  proper  rule  was  this— that  the  whole 


of  the  country  should  have  an  adequate 
force  of  police  stationed  permanently  in 
barracks  for  occasions  when  their  ser- 
vices would  be  required  for  what  he 
might  call  the  normal  protection  of  tho 
j)oacoablo  inhabitants  of  tho  country.  In 
the  West  of  Ireland  tho  people  were  so 
exceedingly  quiet  and  orderly,  as  a 
general  rule,  that  the  authorities  had 
takon  advantage  of  tho  i)eacoablo  cha- 
racter of  tho  inhabitants,  and  had  do- 
jirivod  tliem  of  their  real  and  fair  share 
of  tho  police  force.  Therefore,  when  a 
disturbance  had  taken  place,  owing  to 
the  distribution  of  inflammatory  tracts 
by  Protestant  Societies — tracts  written 
in  a  spirit  opposed  to  the  religious  belief 
of  the  great  mass  of  the  people — tho 
Government  sent  a  body  of  ]>olico  down 
there,  and  charged  tho  inhabitants  with 
tho  cost.  Now,  that  was  imjust  and 
unfair,  and  it  was  high  time  a  remedy 
should  be  provided.  There  was  an- 
other point  to  which  he  wanted  to  draw 
tho  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary,  and  also 
that  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury — 
namely,  the  employment  of  the  police  to 
do  Eevenue  dutv.  Of  late  vears,  the 
Hevenue  police  had  been  discontinued, 
and  their  duties  had  been  placed  upon 
the  ordinary  Constabulary.  The  police 
were  thus  made  searchers  for  illicit  dis- 
tillation, and  compelled  to  do  duties  which 
were  formerly  performed  by  a  separate 
body  of  men.  The  consequence  wos, 
that  the  duties  were  now  inadequately 
performed  ;  that  there  was  great  irrita- 
tion caused  ;  and  that  there  was  a  great 
temptation,  to  which  the  police  them- 
solvos  ought  not  to  bo  exposed.  He  had 
no  hesitaticm  in  saving  tliat  there  was  a 
great  deal  of  illicit  distillation  in  the 
West  of  Ireland,  and  that  might  bo 
cliecked,  and  ought  to  be  checked,  by 
the  Government,  if  they  were  desirous  of 
really  ])revr'iiting  it.  Further  tlian  that, 
the  ]K)lieo  did  not  iJorform  another  duty 
which  ought  to  bo  i)ut  upon  them,  and 
whicli  the  lato  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land promised  should  be  ])laced  upon 
them — namelv,  the  surveillance  of  tho 
drinking  booths  at  fairs  and  markets  in 
Ireland.  It  was  the  habit  of  persons  to 
go  about  with  booths  for  the  supply  of 
whisk v  of  so  bad  and  valueless  a  nature 

ft 

that  when  the  fair  or  market  was  closed 
thev  did  not  care  tocarrv  that  awav  with 
theui  which  thev  had  not  succeeded  in 
selling.      To  the  sale  of  this  deleterious 
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compound,  enjoying  the  name  of  whisky, 
was  to  be  attributed  half  the  rows  and 
broken  heads  in  Ireland.  Surely  this 
was  a  matter  which  the  police  ought  to 
attend  to;  and  the  police  ought  to  be  set 
to  work  to  discover  where  this  horrible 
fluid  was  sold,  with  the  view  of  prose- 
cuting the  people  under  the  Public 
Health  Act.  These  were  little  things ; 
but  if  they  were  properly  attended  to  the 
peace  of  the  country  would,  in  a  great 
measure,  be  preserved,  and  the  stigma 
removed  which  very  unfairly  rested  upon 
the  peaceable  people  of  Ireland. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEK  said,  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  complained  of  the  want 
of  permanent  police  stations  in  the  West 
of  Ireland,  which,  if  it  really  existed, 
was  a  very  proper  subject  for  inquiry 
wholly  apart  from  any  of  the  other  ques- 
tions to  which  the  hon.  Member  had 
alluded,  and  from  which  it  should  be  kept 
quite  distinct.  If  the  hon.  Member  would 
specify  to  him  in  what  districts  this 
want  occurred,  he  should  be  glad  to  give 
the  matter  consideration.  If  the  ad- 
ditional duties,  such  as  the  hon.  Gentle- 
had  referred  to,  constituted  too  great  a 
strain  on  the  force  at  the  disposal  of  the 
authorities,  that  would  be  a  very  fair 
reason  for  increasing  the  force. 

Colonel  COLTHURST  remarked, 
that  the  other  evening  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, in  reply  to  a  question  concerning 
the  manner  in  which  the  charge  for  the 
extra  police  was  made  upon  the  people, 
said  that  it  was  quite  natural  that  ex- 
emptions should  be  made  of  the  proper- 
ties of  certain  people  who  were  not  sup- 
posed to  be  in  an}'  way  concerned  in  the 
disturbances.  The  principle  of  exemp- 
tion was  a  fair  one  as  regarded  agrarian 
outrages ;  for  it  would  be  manifestly  un- 
just to  impose  the  charge  for  the  extra 
police  upon  a  landlord  or  farmer  who 
had  been  the  victim,  or  sufferer  from 
such  an  outrage.  The  disturbances, 
however,  which  had  recently  taken 
place  near  Clifton  were  not  of  an  agra- 
rian character,  but  had  been  provoked 
by  the  circulation  of  oflPensive  tracts  and 
pamphlets,  at  the  instance  of  certain 
clergy  and  Church  Bishops,  who  ought, 
in  consequence,  to  be  held  responsible. 
It  would  certainly  be  most  unfair  if  the 
property  of  these  persons  were  exempt 
from  taxation.  He  hoped  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  be  able  to  assure  the 
Committee  that  in  their  case  the  exemp- 
tion would  not  be  made. 

Mr,  Mitchell  Henry 


Major  NOLAN  said,  that  when  the 
Coercion  Act  was  going  through  the 
House  it  was  stated  by  the  Government 
that  the  extra  police  would  only 
be  employed  for  the  suppression  of 
agrarian  outrage.  But  the  extra  police 
had  been  employed  in  Connemara 
when  the  disturbances  had  no  con- 
nection whatever  with  agrarianism. 
They  were  crimes  which  might  hap- 
pen in  any  district  of  England ;  but, 
in  the  event  of  their  occurrence  in  Eng- 
land, he  was  not  aware  that  any  extra 
police  were  quartered  upon  the  people. 
The  disturbances  in  Clitton  were  not  ac- 
companied by  any  acts  of  physical  vio- 
lence, nor  were  they  accompanied  by  any 
of  these  occurrences  connected  with  the 
burning  of  Colonel  Jackson's  house  in 
the  North  of  England.  He  believed 
that  in  that  case  there  was  no  tax  for 
extra  police ;  but  in  Connemara,  where 
the  disturbances  were  of  a  much  milder 
character  than  those  which  happened  in 
the  North  of  England,  a  tax  for  extra 
police  has  been  imposed  upon  the  people. 
There  had  been  in  the  West  of  Ireland 
an  application  of  the  police  which  was 
never  intended  by  the  Government  when 
the  Coercion  Act  was  introduced  four 
years  ago.  He  objected  to  the  inhabi- 
tants having  to  pay  for  the  extra  police ; 
and  wished  to  point  out  that  no  one  pre- 
tended to  say  that  the  disturbances  in 
Connemara  were  at  all  connected  with 
agrarianism.  If,  however,  the  tax  were 
to  be  imposed  they  ought  to  be  levied 
fairly  and  reasonably.  He  expected 
some  explanation  from  the  Gt>vemment 
about  some  of  the  circumstances  con- 
nected with  the  tax.  He  was  informed 
that  there  were  two  parishes  in  Conne- 
mara in  which  the  tax  had  been  levied. 
In  Ballydoon,  for  instance,  the  tax 
amounted  to  9^^/.  in  the  pound,  a 
very  considerable  sum  for  poor  tenants 
to  pay,  in  addition  to  9^<^.  in  the 
pound  on  the  Government  valuation. 
In  England  9\d,  in  the  pound  would  be 
considered  a  very  high  Income  Tax, 
especially  if  it  were  added  to  9^<f.  in  the 
pound  on  local  taxation.  It  ought  to 
be  remembered,  too,  that  the  disturb- 
ances in  the  parish  of  Ballydoon  were  of 
the  most  trifling  description,  amounting 
only  to  the  breaking  of  a  few  panes  of 
glass.  There  was  really  no  damage 
done  except  that  which  could  very  pro- 
perly be  paid  for  in  the  ordinary  way. 
A  tax  of  9^.  in  the  pound,  under  these 
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ciroumstances,  seemed  to  be  a  very  heavy 
one.  In  addition  to  that,  the  tax  was 
very  unfairly  distributed  amongst  in- 
dividuals. The  Chief  Secretary  acknow- 
ledged, the  other  night,  that  certain  ex- 
emptions had  been  made  at  the  instance 
of  the  local  authorities.  His  (Major 
Nolan's)  impression  was,  that  at  the 
time  they  were  passing  the  Coercion  Act 
it  was  understood  that  it  was  the  Grand 
Juries  who  were  able  to  make  exemp- 
tions, and  no  one  else.  He  should  like 
to  know  from  the  Chief  Secretary  if  the 
police  authorities,  or  resident  magis- 
trates, had  the  power  of  exempting 
certain  individuals  from  the  tax  ?  Fur- 
ther than  that,  the  Chief  Secretary 
stated,  in  answer  to  him  (Major  Nolan), 
that  it  was  the  policy  of  the  Government 
to  exempt  those  people  upon  whom  the 
outrages  had  been  committed.  He  had 
received  a  letter,  which  had  every  ap- 
pearance of  accuracy,  and  from  which 
he  learned  that  certain  people  had  been 
exempted  from  the  tax  who  were  not 
subject  to  any  attack  whatsoever.  It 
was  clear,  therefore,  that  they  must  have 
been  exempted  for  some  other  reason. 
The  Chief  Secretary  ought  to  state  why 
these  pai'ticular  properties  had  been 
exempted  from  the  tax.  He  (Major 
Nolan)  also  quarrelled  with  the  principle 
of  exemption  altogether.  Where  taxes 
had  been  laid  on  property  in  a  certain 
district,  it  was  a  very  doubtful  policy  to 
make  exemptions  at  all.  The  people 
who  were  exempted  were  apt  to  exult 
over  those  who  were  paying  the  tax, 
and  to  consider  that  they  were  scoring 
a  victory.  This  occasioned  a  great  deal 
of  ill-feeling  between  the  parties ; 
whereas,  if  all  the  parties  had  to  pay 
the  tax,  they  would  all  get  tired  of  pay- 
ing it,  and  they  would  be  more  apt  to 
prove  themselves  a  happy  family,  and 
thus  cause  the  imposition  to  be  removed. 
It  was,  unquestionably,  very  injurious 
to  the  good- will  of  the  locality  if  there 
were  any  exemptions.  He  protested 
against  taxing  people  according  to  sym- 
pathies. He  should  like  to  know  if  all 
the  people  who  had  been  exempted  had 
been  the  subject  of  outrages ;  and  he 
should  also  like  to  know  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  definitely  made  up  their  minds 
to  apply  the  tax  even  in  cases  where  the 
outrages  had  not  been  of  an  agrarian 
character  ? 

Mr.  GRAY  said,  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  had  spoken  had  referred  to  par- 
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ticular  phases  of  this  question ;  but  he 
wished  to  direct  attention  to  the  general 
system  of  extra  police,  and  to  show  that 
what  had  always  been  an  abuse  was 
growing  worse  year  by  year.  There 
was  what  was  supposed  to  be  the  normal 
number  of  the  police,  on  which  number 
the  Estimates  were  based,  on  which  the 
House  voted  their  supply.  But  that 
normal  number  was  not  the  real  number, 
for  the  full  number  for  a  district  was 
never  on  the  rolls,  while  an  extra  num- 
ber was  always  on  the  rolls ;  and  when- 
ever the  Government  supposed  that  a 
supplementary  supply  was  required  for 
any  town  or  district,  that  town  or  dis- 
trict was  charged  as  for  an  extra  supply, 
when,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  the  normal 
supply  was  not  reached  even  with  the 
extra  force.  The  receipts  under  this 
head  were  no  less  than  £25,000  for  the 
present  year.  That  was  a  tax  which 
was  levied  in  various  proportions  in 
various  districts  in  Ireland  really  to 
supply  the  cost  of  a  blunder  made  by 
the  Government  themselves  some  time 
ago,  when  they  estimated  the  cost  of 
the  superannuation  of  the  police  at  a 
very  much  lower  sum  than  the  cost  really 
amounted  to.  He  trusted  the  right  hon . 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
would  explain  to  the  House  if  he  in- 
tended to  perpetuate  the  system  or  not. 
The  amount  required  and  voted  for  the 
superannuation  of  the  Constabulary 
amounted  to  a  very  much  larger  sum 
annually  than  the  Irish  authorities  had 
anticipated,  and  it  was  growing  year  by 
year  in  a  rather  alarming  fashion,  so 
that  the  Treasury  were  putting  pressure 
on  the  Constabulary  authorities  to  keep 
down  the  Votes.  One  of  the  means 
adopted  was  the  keeping  down  the 
normal  number  of  men  to  be  g^ven  to 
the  various  districts.  He  found  that  that 
system  had  been  in  favour  for  a  con- 
siderable number  of  years,  and  that  this 
year  there  were  123  men  fewer  estimated 
for  altogether  than  last  year.  The  result 
would  be  the  Votes  for  extra  police ;  for 
as  the  real  number  of  the  men  was 
lessened,  so  in  proportion,  whenever  an 
extra  force  was  called  for,  more  men  would 
have  to  be  paid  for  by  the  district,  no 
matter  whether  the  normal  strength  had 
been  reached  or  not.  Therefore,  the 
£25,000  received  for  extra  police  this 
year  might  become  £80,000  next  year. 
This  was  really  a  serious  question ;  and 
it  was  nothing  less  than  trifling  with 
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Parliament  to  eRtimate  for  one  number 
of  men  and  really  keep  a  lesser  number 
of  men  on  the  rolls.  No  doubt,  it  was 
a  fact  that  the  amount  for  the  super- 
annuation of  the  police  was  very  large ; 
but  let  this  be  faced  in  an  open,  manly 
way,  and  not  by  trying  to  avoid  a  financial 
difficulty  hy  devices  of  this  kind.  An- 
other device,  to  which  he  would  take  the 
liberty  of  directing  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  was  this.  He 
put  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  the 
other  day,  a  Question  with  respect  to 
the  men  called  non-effectives  being  kept 
on  the  effective  force  of  the  Constabu- 
lary long  after  they  had  ceased  to  be 
able  to  do  any  work.  There  were  73 
of  these  men  in  the  force  for  three 
months  past — men  who  were  entitled  to 
retire  on  their  pensions.  When  he  found 
men  who  had  served  for  a  long  number  of 
years — and  many  of  them  were  in  the 
hospital — he  was  justified  in  assuming 
that  most  of  them  would  never  again  be 
effective ;  but  by  keeping  them  on  the 
list  the  superannuation  list,  which  had 
grown  too  large,  was  kept  down  by  the 
amount  of  these  pensions,  while  the 
effective  force  was  nominally,  not  really, 
filled  up,  and  an  excuse  offered  for 
charging  districts  with  an  extra  police 
force.  This  was  not  straightforward, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not 
care  to  take  the  responsibility  of  it.  He 
would  say  that  he  found  it  in  force,  and 
had  continued  it.  He  (Mr.  Gray)  did 
not  bring  a  charge  against  the  present 
Administration  of  having  originated 
this  system ;  but  it  was  growing  worse 
under  their  administration,  and  in  proof 
of  that  statement  he  would  again  refer 
to  the  fact  that  they  had  estimated  for 
123  men  less  than  last  year.  No  doubt, 
there  were  names  in  abundance  on  the 
application  list,  for  it  was  a  great  favour 
to  get  into  the  Constabulary  force — 
picked  men  could  be  bad  in  abundance ; 
applications  were  continually  coming  in, 
for  the  salary  was  large,  and  the  advan- 
tages of  the  position  considerable. 
Therefore,  it  was  of  deliberate  and  set 
purpose  that  the  force  was  kept  down 
under  its  nominal  strength,  and  it  was 
kept  down  in  order  to  keep  down  the 
Estimates,  and  to  satisfy,  in  some  way, 
the  grumblings  of  the  Treasury,  because 
of  the  enormous  and  unexpected  in- 
crease in  the  superannuation  charges. 

Mr.  BEUEN  added  his  testimony  to 
the  correctness  of  the  statement.     It 

Ifr.  Gray 


was  perfectly  true,  and  his  attention  had 
been  often  drawn  to  the  fact,  that  the 
proper  quota  of  police  had  never  bfen 
reached  until  the  county  authorities 
found  it  necessary  to  send  more  men  for 
the  preservation  of  the  peace,  and,  there- 
upon, the  district  was  charged  for  the 
extra  men.  It  was  not  a  fair  thing  to 
make  the  extra  charge  before  the  full 
quota  of  the  force  allotted  to  the  district 
had  been  reached.  The  reductions  in 
the  number  of  the  police  had  often  been 
effected  by  the  withdrawal  of  the  police 
from  stations  altogether  against  the  re- 
presentations of  the  inhabitants ;  but  if 
economy  was  to  be  effected  in  that  way, 
against  the  opinion  of  those  who  were 
charged  with  the  preservation  of  the 
peace  of  a  district,  that  economy  should 
not  be  efi'ected  at  the  expense  of  the  i 
county  which  was  now  called  upon  to 
pay. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M^KENNA  said,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Gray) 
had  struck  a  real  blot  in  the  system. 
Nothing  could  be  more  unfair,  more 
unjust,  than  the  system  of  charging  a 
locality  for  the  expenses  of  a  force  when 
the  force  had  not  been  maintained  in 
the  proportion  assigned  by  Parliament 
It  was  a  monstrous  system  that  gave  a 
premium  to  the  Executive  in  the  shape 
of  local  ch  arges,  when  there  was  a  riotous 
or  bad  condition  among  the  population. 
This  state  of  things,  which  it  ought  to 
be  the  interest  of  the  Government  to 
avert,  seemed  to  be  no  disadvantage  to 
the  Imperial  Treasury,  but  came  as  a 
relief  to  it.  This  had  been  so  strongly 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  Members  for 
Tipperary  (Mr.  Gray)  and  CountyCarlof 
(Mr.  Bruen),  that  he  was  not  lurf* 
fied  in  occupying  time  with  the  subject, 
beyond  saying  that  the  attention  d 
Irish  Members  had  been  caUed  to  the 
subject,  which  had  in  it  sufficient  to 
make  it  a  burning  question,  if  some- 
thing were  not  done  to  deal  with  tht 
evil  very  shortly.  Upon  the  subject  d 
the  extra  duties  for  the  Constabulaijt 
the  lion.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mit- 
chell Henry)  had  recommended  the  em- 
ployment of  a  separate  force  for  Eevenut 
purposes,  but  with  that  he  (Sir  Joee^ 
M'Kenna)  could  not  agree ;  it  would  bt 
a  great  mistake — a  retrograde  moft" 
ment — to  re-establish  a  Revenue  pohc^ 
There  had  been  enough  experience  rf 
those  "potheen hunters,"  astlieconntiy 
people  used  to  call  them ;  and  he  thought 
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the  duty  was  infinitely  better  discharged 
by  the  rural  police.  They  knew  the 
districts,  and  the  habits  and  ways  of  the 
people,  and  they  had  largely  promoted 
the  discouragement  of  illicit  distillation. 
His  hon.  Friend  said  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  potheen  distilling  in  the  West 
of  Ireland ;  but  he  could  scarcely  credit 
this — in  fact,  friends  of  his,  who  had  a 
partiality  for  this  kind  of  spirit,  had 
told  him  it  was  cheaper  to  get  a  bottle 
of  the  best  duty-paid  whisky  than  to 
get  the  same  quantity  of  potheen.  But, 
personally,  he  had  not  been  in  the  West 
of  Ireland  for  years.  On  the  subject  of 
police,  he  advised  the  Government  to 
take  steps  to  keep  the  force  up  to  its  full 
strength,  and  make  no  special  charge 
to  a  district,  except  the  levy  was  appli- 
cable to  the  relief  of  the  local  taxation 
of  the  district  from  which  the  relief  was 
drafted.  Thus,  if  20  men  were  required 
from  Carlo w  to  coerce  Mayo,  then  let 
Carlow  have  the  benefit  of  the  charge 
for  supplying  the  force,  and  not  merely 
Ma^'o  be  subjected  to  a  special  tax. 

Mfi.  MITCHELL  HENEY,  in  refer- 
ence  to  the  illicit  distillation,  asked  the 
attention  of  his  hon.  Friend  to  the  last 
Eeport  of  the  Inland  Revenue  Depart- 
ment, and  he  would  find  there  were  700 
prosecutions  for  that  ofi*ence  in  Ireland 
last  year.  He  did  not  speak  without 
knowledge,  when  he  said  the  amount  of 
distillation  carried  on  in  some  parts  of 
Ireland  was  exceedingly  detrimental  to 
the  people;  and  on  this  point  he  believed 
the  police  did  not  do  their  duty.  Fur- 
ther, he  did  not  believe  the  Sunday 
Closing  Act  was  properly  carried  out, 
owing  to  the  removal  of  the  police  be- 
cause of  the  desire  to  lessen  expenses, 
and  relieve  the  difficulty  the  Treasury 
had  got  into  from  not  framing  the  Esti- 
mates correctly. 

Me.  O'SHAFGHNESSY  said,  this 
was  a  question  that  must  come  before 
the  House  fully  before  long,  for  the  force 
was  in  such  a  state  as  to  resemble  a 
standing  Army  more  than  a  police  force. 
But,  owing  to  the  hurried  manner  in 
which  the  Vote  had  been  brought 
on,  the  subject  could  not  now  be 
fully  discussed.  However,  he  was  not 
making  any  objection  to  proceed,  or  to 
discuss  the  organization  of  the  force. 
The  attempt  to  keep  down  the  quota  of 
the  county  beyond  what  the  county  was 
entitled  to,  and  then  to  send  fresh  men 
into  the  county  and  charge  them  on  the 


rates,  was  simply  a  fraud  on  the  rate- 
payers. The  Constabulary  was,  in  theory, 
maintained  by  the  Imperial  Parliament. 
The  authority  under  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment which  was  to  enforce  the  burden 
for  the  maintenance  of  these  forces  put 
down  300  men  in  a  certain  county,  saying 
that  that  was  the  proper  number  to  be 
allotted  to  that  district.    They  would 
assume  that  the  force  kept  ujp  in  the 
county  was  250  men,  and  immediately  a 
disturbance  arose  50  men  more  were  sent 
for,  whom  the  ratepayers  were  obliged 
to  pay,  although  the  proper  number  of 
men  to  be  maintained  in  that  county 
was  300.     That  was  what  it  came  to ; 
and  he  trusted  that  this  state  of  things 
would  not  go  without  remedy  in  Parlia- 
ment.    But  he  thought  the  ratepayers 
who   were  called   upon  to  make  those 
payments  would  do  well  to  resist  them, 
and  employ  every  legal  means  to  sustain 
them  in   the   adoption  of   that  course. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
Gray)   spoke   of  the  number  of   non- 
eflective  men  kept  upon  the  lists  of  this 
force  ;  but,  for  his  own  part,  so  lone  as 
the  force  continued  what  it  was,  he  had 
no  objection  to  see  any  amount  of  non- 
efi*ective  men  kept  upon  it.     It  was  a 
military  force,  it  was  armed  and  drilled 
like  an  Army,  and  it  was  imbued  with 
the  spirit  of  an  Army,  instead  of  that 
of  a  civil  force.     If  these  men  were  not 
drilled  as  they  were,  if  they  were  not 
required  to  pass  their  noviciate  in  the 
Dublin    barracks,    they   would   be  far 
more  useful,  better  able  to  discharge  the 
duties  they  had  to  perform,  and  far  more 
popular.     They  were  a  well-conducted 
body  of  men ;  there  were  few  complaints 
of  violence  or  of  spying  usually  made 
against  a  force ;  and  they  bore  a  good 
contrast    to    the   Dublin    Metropolitan 
Police,  for  their  colours  were  not  stained 
with   civil  blood  :   but  it  was  a  great 
pity  a  force  like  this,  such  good  material, 
should  be  turned  into  a  military  force. 
This    was    not  all.      There  had  been 
during  the  last  few  years,  amongst  the 
officers,  an  amount  of  small  and  large 
scandals  utterly  disproportionate  to  the 
number  of  officers,  and  which,  in  a  well- 
regulated    force,    would  not    have  oc- 
curred.    In  one  part  of  Ireland  there 
was  an  instance  of  a   county  Inspector 
in  receipt  of  Qt) vernm en t  money    and 
putting  it  into  his  own  pocket,  and  the 
amount  of  his  defalcations  the  ratepayers 
were  required  to  make  good.     There  had 
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been  painful  scenes  in  the  North,  and 
scandals  between  one  officer  and  another. 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  anything  against 
the  great  body  of  the  officers,  and,  per- 
haps, scandals  was  not  quite  the  proper 
word  to  use ;  but  according  to  the  small 
number  of  officers  in  the  force,  as  com- 
pared with  the  English  Army,  there  was 
not  that  harmony  and  discipline  main- 
tained i^  the  superior  ranks  of  this 
Constabulary  force  that  there  was  in  the 
Army.  The  hon.  Member  for  Gal  way 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
spoke  a  good  deal  about  the  employment 
of  these  men  in  particular  districts  for 
the  purpose  of  preserving  the  peace,  but 
where  very  ofteg  it  had  been  disturbed 
by  the  responsible  individuals  of  the  lo- 
calities. But  what  were  they  to  say  of 
the  cases — and  they  were  not  few — where 
these  men  were  taken  away  from  their 
ordinary  duties  and  brought  down  sub- 
stantially to  maintain  the  civil  claims  of 
the  individual,  and  not  to  maintain  the 
peace  at  all.  Whether  the  money  was  to 
be  paid  for  the  hire-services  out  of  the 
Imperial  taxes  or  out  of  the  ratepayers' 
pockets,  he  equally  protested  against  it. 
He  had  that  afternoon  presented  a  Pe- 
tition, signed  by  a  large  number  of  the 
inhabitants  and  electors  of  the  county  of 
Dublin,  complaining  that  a  large  body 
of  police  were  sent  to  support  the  claim 
of  a  landlord  to  the  Skerries  foreshore. 
This  claim  was  resisted  by  persons  along 
the  foreshore,  and  became  the  subject  of 
litigation,  the  claimant  being  unsuccess- 
ful in  one  Court  and  successful  in  an- 
other. Finally,  the  matter  being  still 
open,  he  proceeded  before  a  magistrate 
to  obtain  redress  for  trespass  upon  what 
he  conceived  to  be  his  property,  and  as 
many  as  1 00  policemen  were  sent  to  pre- 
serve, sacred  and  inviolate,  a  wall  with 
which  the  landlord  had  sought  to  make 
good  his  claim.  The  police  marched  off 
the  men,  who  were  about  to  exercise  their 
right  to  pull  dbwn  the  wall,  in  hand- 
cuffs ;  and  after  the  police  had  been  kept 
there  some  time  the  decision  of  the  Court 
in  Dublin  was  against  the  landlord's 
claim.  The  police,  therefore,  had  been 
employed  to  maintain  claims  not  sustain- 
able. He  wantrd  to  know  who  was  to 
pay  for  these  100  policemen  who  were 
kejit  on  the  foreshore  ?  AVas  it  the  Im- 
perial taxes,  or  wsr  it  the  poor  tenants  of 
the  county  Dublin?  This  was  a  very 
serious  question.  He  thought  neither 
party  ought  to  pay,  as  these  were  eer- 
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vices  which  it  was  never  intended  thonld 
be  rendered  by  the  police.  They  ouglit 
to  be  confined  simply  to  the  maintenance 
of  the  peace  when  it  was  threatened  bj 
unruly  mobs,  and  should  not  be  em- 
ployed to  uphold  the  civil  rights  of  indi- 
viduals. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  remarked  that,  as 
at  present  constituted  and  used,  the  Con- 
stabulary force  was  simply  a  ready 
weapon  and  means  for  gratifying  the 
local,  personal,  and  sectarian  spites  of 
the  governing  class  in  many  portions  of 
Ireland.  If  for  a  long  space  of  time  an 
acrimonious  religious  controversy  had 
been  kept  up  by  the  paid  agents  of  a 
so-called  evangelizing  society,  and  if  at 
length  that  society  succeeded  in  pro- 
voking disturbances,  thereupon  its  efforts 
were  forthwith  encouraged  and  its  veno- 
mous propaganda  promoted  by  means 
of  the  Irish  Constabulary.  The  pro- 
perty of  promoters  of  disturbance  was 
carefully  exempted,  and  the  cost  of  the 
extra  police  was  thrown  upon  the  rate- 
payers of  the  poor  and  harassed  district 
which  had  been  chosen  for  years  pastas 
the  select  centre  of  the  operations  of  this 
society.  But  it  was  not  only  in  regard 
to  the  operations  of  so-called  missionary 
societies  that  the  Constabulary  were  mis- 
used. Throughout  the  North  of  Ireland, 
again  and  again,  it  appeared  that  the 
Constabulary  were  caUed  in  in  order  to 
promote  the  objects  of  the  party  in  as- 
cendancy. Complaints  had  been  ad- 
dressed to  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land on  the  subject,  which,  if  he  were  at 
all  acquainted  with  the  importance  of 
the  Department  which  he  had  been  sent 
from  England  to  administer,  he  vouU 
listen  to  with  a  great  deal  more  cart 
and  attention.  He  was  sure  that  it  was 
his  ignorance,  and  not  his  will,  which  was 
usually  at  fault  in  these  matters.  Com- 
plaints had  been  made  to  him  witH 
regard  to  interference  with  meetings  <rf 
most  legitimate  character  in  theNortk 
of  Ireland,  promoted  by  Catholics.  Far 
instance,  in  the  county  of  Tyrone  • 
perfectly  legitimate  meeting  was  called 
in  order  to  support  the  UniverritJ 
Education  Bill  brought  in  by  the  hoa. 
Member  for  Eoscommon  (the  O'Conot 
Don).  The  local  sectarianism  and  le- 
ligic/us  prejudice  took  alarm  at  sucht 
denioiistratiun  of  their  undoubted  cini 
rights  on  the  pnrt  of  the  long-oppressed 
Catli(»lics  of  the  county  Tyrone;  and  on 
the  impudent  pretext  that  this  meetiof 
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would  afford  an  opportunity  for  an  at- 
tack being  made  by  Protestant  rioters, 
the  local  authorities  took  the  step  of 
prohibiting  the  meeting  being  held. 
He  was  sorry  to  say  their  conduct  was 
defended  in  that  House  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  as  a  magnificent 
specimen  of  what  he  was  pleased  to  call 
impartiality.  He  would  point  out  that 
in  the  recent  celebrations  of  the  July 
anniversaries,  which  were  attended  with 
every  circumstance  of  offensive  display, 
the  Constabulary  were  not  sent  down 
by  the  authorities  to  interfere  and  pre- 
vent those  demonstrations  coming  off. 
This  was  not  merely  a  police  force — it 
was  a  branch  of  the  Army,  maintained 
by  the  Government,  without  putting  them 
into  the  military  Votes,  and  one  which 
gave  the  Government  the  opportunity 
of  occasionally  displaying  their  military 
anthority,  in  its  most  offensive  form,  to 
the  people  of  Ireland.  It  might  be 
better,  perhaps,  to  challenge  their  action 
in  this  matter  on  some  of  the  Votes, 
such  as  those  for  musketry  instruction, 
and  the  supply  of  ammunition.  He  did, 
however,  wish  to  direct  the  attention  of 
the  Committee  to  the  fact  that  they  were 
now  maintaining  in  Ireland  a  military 
force  aggressive  and  provocative  in  its 
character,  and  one  which  was  not  at  all 
of  the  character  of  a  civil  police ;  one 
which  continually  brought  home  the  idea 
of  irresponsible  despotism  to  the  Irish 
people.  He  would  ask  hon.  Members 
how  an  English  public  meeting  would 
like  to  find  that  amongst  those  present 
were  armed  minions  of  the  Government 
who,  leaning  on  their  loaded  rifies,  em- 
ployed themselves  in  taking  notes  of  the 
speeches  delivered  ?  A  right  of  that 
kind  would  be  intolerable  in  England, 
and  would  raise  a  rebellion  if  it  were 
ever  attempted.  Yet  it  was  a  right 
which  must  meet  the  eye  of  every  tra- 
veller who  took  a  real  interest  in  the 
study  of  Irish  life  and  Irish  agitation. 
At  the  recent  meeting  of  the  agricultural 
labourers,  at  which  every  institution 
dear  to  the  heart  of  .the  Conservative 
landlord  was  attacked  in  terms  not 
hkely  to  satisfy  English  landlords,  the 
Government  did  not  send  down  detectives 
to  take  down  the  words  of  Mr.  George 
Mitchell  or  Mr.  Joseph  Arch;  but,  in 
Ireland,  they  could  not  even  hold  a 
tenant-right  meeting  without  its  ap- 
proach being  heralded  by  the  arrival  of 
long  car-loads  of  armed  spies,  who  occu- 


pied their  positions  in  prominent  places, 
and  in  pruvocative  attitudes,  taking 
notes,  in  the  hope  that  their  superiors 
might  be  able  to  twist  something  out  of 
the  language  used,  to  serve  the  purposes 
of  a  coercive  prosecution.  Such  a  thing 
in  England  would  tend  to  trouble,  and 
to  the  destruction  of  all  Governments ; 
and  yet  it  was  the  course  adopted  at 
every  Irish  meeting,  and  it  was  the  way 
in  which  the  Irish  people  were  recom- 
mended and  encouraged  to  pursue  the 
paths  of  peaceful  demonstration. 

Mr.  call  an  was  sorry  to  spoil  the 
graphic  picture  drawn  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dungarvan,  but  the  muskets  of 
the  Constabulary,  he  believed,  were  al- 
ways unloaded.  He  bore  testimony  to 
the  way  in  which  the  Constabulary  dis- 
charged their  duties,  and  regretted  that 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Lime- 
rick (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  had  drawn  an 
unfavourable  comparison  between  them 
and  the  Dublin  and  the  Metropolitan 
Police.  Having  known  the  force  for  10 
years,  he  believed  it  presented  a  most 
favourable  contrast  to  the  City  Police  in 
London.  He  was  glad  that  in  this  mat- 
ter they  had  come  to  the  discussion  of  a 
real  grievance.  Formerly,  that  House 
used  to  fix  the  number  of  men  for  each 
county  in  Ireland^  but,  unfortunately, 
during  a  period  of  coldness  on  the  part 
of  Irish  Members,  power  and  authority 
was  given  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  in 
Council  to  do  so  under  certain  provisions. 
Recently,  in  Louth,  they  found  that  the 
force  was  one-fifth  less  than  they  were 
charged  for.  The  Grand  Jury  refused 
to  pass  the  presentment — first,  on  the 
ground  that  they  had  not  been  stationed 
in  the  county;  and,  secondly,  that  the  re- 
quirements of  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had 
not  been  complied  with.  One  of  the  most 
prominent  of  the  Castle  Judges  held  that 
they  could  not  go,  behind  the  Treasury 
Warrant,  no  matter  what  number  of 
men  had  been  in  the  county  during  the 
previous  year.  He  complained  that  his 
county  was  often  over-charged  for  men, 
and  trusted  the  Government  would  give 
some  explanation  of  the  matter  which 
he  had  just  mentioned.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Gal  way  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
had  stated  that  the  police,  as  illicit-still 
hunters,  were  an  inefficient  force ;  but  the 
fact  that  in  the  county  of  Galway  there 
had  been  in  one  year  700  prosecutions 
for  keeping  illicit  stills  showed  that  the 
charge  was  not  well-founded. 
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Colonel  KING-HAEMAN  did  not 
wish  to  join  in  a  cry  against  the  Irish 
Constabulary.  He  believed  they  were 
a  very  fine  force,  well  worthy  of  the 
country.  He  could,  however,  bear  full 
testimony  to  what  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Gal  way 
(Major  Nolan).  In  the  four  counties 
with  which  he  (Colonel  King-Harman) 
was  connected  there  wore  repeated 
complaints  against  the  charge  made  for 
extra  police  when  the  nunihers  were  not 
kept  up  to  their  normal  strength. 

Major  O'BEIRNE  complained  of  the 
way  in  which  fines  wore  imposed.  It 
was  ridiculous  that  a  soldier,  if  he  were 
simply  fined  Is.  a  day,  should  have  the 
power  to  go  to  a  court  martial ;  while  a 
constable  in  the  Constabulary  might  be 
punished  most  unjustly  by  an  ill-tem- 
pered commander,  or  prejudiced  county 
inspector,  and  yet  have  no  power  of 
making  his  voice  heard.  He  pointed 
out,  also,  that  there  had  been  certain 
irregularities  in  connection  with  the  in- 
spectors, who  had  made  a  practice  of 
borrowing  money  from  their  men.  He 
should  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote 
by  the  amount  of  these  officials'  salaries, 
and  whether  he  persisted  in  that  would 
depend  on  the  answer  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary gave. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  observed,  that  the 
hon.  Member  (Mr.  Callan)  had  rather 
misrepresented  him.  He  did  not  raise 
any  objection  to  the  character  of  the 
Irish  Constabulary,  whom  he  knew  to 
be  a  very  fine  and  able  force.  He  was 
only  speaking  of  the  use  made  of  them 
by  the  Government. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  while  he 
was  disposed  to  agree,  to  a  considerable 
extent,  with  what  had  been  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
Gray),  these  were  not  the  days  in  which 
the  Government  would  feel  themselves 
justified  in  allowing  the  Irish  Constabu- 
lary to  fall  below  their  proper  strength. 
That  was  a  subject  now  engaging  the 
anxious  attention  of  the  Government, 
and  ho  thought  the  result  of  that  would 
be  to  remove  many  objeeficms  urged. 
Ah  regar<led  non-eflectives,  he  considered 
their  numbers  remarkably  small — some- 
thing like  60  in  the  whole  force — and 
he  did  not  think  it  would  be  desirable  to 
dismiss  men  from  the  force  for  temporary 
indisposition.  He  would  remind  the  Com- 
mittee that  this  Vote  had  been  under 
consideration  for  some  hours,  and  he 


hoped  it  would  now  be  agreed  to.    He 
must  observe  that  if  every  one  of  the 
60  or  70  Votes  was  to  be  subjected  to 
the  same  criticism,  they  would  never  get 
to  the  end  of  their  work.     The  hon.  and 
gallant    Member    for    Galway    (Major 
Nolan)  had  referred  to  the  exemption 
from  the  charge  imposed  on  a  district 
for  the  maintenance  of  an  extra  police 
force.     As  he  understood  the  law  of  the 
case,  it  was  not  individuals,  but  areas, 
that  were  exempted.     When  the  inhabi- 
tants of  any  particular  area  appeared  to 
be  in  no  way  connected  with  the  facts 
leading  to  the  despatch  of  the  force, 
then  tliat  part  of  the  population  had  a 
claim  to  be   exempt  £rum  the  charge; 
but  that  would  not  be    the  case  if  it 
could  be  shown  any  of  them  were  insti- 
gators by  the  distribution  of  placards  or 
bills.      The  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  0*Shaughnessy)  had 
reft^rred  to  the  force  as  a  military  one; 
and  he  (Mr.  J.  Lowther)  would  rejoice 
if  they  could  turn  the  bayonet  into  the 
walking-stick,  and  he  would  be  glad  if 
they  could  see  the  Constabulary  walk- 
ing  about   with  a    cane,   in    the  old- 
fashioned    dress  of    guardians  of  the 
peace  in  the  country  years  ago.    But 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  must 
recollect  that  the  duty  of  the  force  often 
found  them  opposed  to  large  gatherings 
of  people,  sometimes  between  twopw- 
ties,  and  they  must  have  the  means  of 
preserving   themselves   and  the  public 
order.     He  hoped  the  Committee  might 
now  be  allowed  to  take  the  Vote. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  expressed  his  satisfac- 
tion at  that  part  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman's s])eech  in  whitrh  he  stated  that 
the  police  force  was  to  be  kept  up  to  its 
full  strength.  He  referred  to  the  case 
(►f  Mr.  Bucklev,  as  one  in  which  the 
charges  levied  on  the  population  vere 
t>\\i'\\  as  they  could  not  possibly  pay.  Ib 
that  case,  where  tho  people  wereolreadj 
unable  to  pay  the  rents  levied,  a  higher 
rent  was  demanded,  and  then  the  Go- 
vernment made  tho  people  pay  for  the 
police  to  put  down  the  disturbance! 
which  resulted.  He  thought  a  very  un- 
just use  was  often  made  of  the  ])olice; 
while  the  way  in  which  certain  pewoM 
were  exempted  from  tho  tax  was  ridi- 
culous and  monstrous.  He  condemned 
tho  conduct  of  the  Government  in  send* 
ing  an  extra  police  force  to  Connemsn. 
and  complained  that  the  Attorney  Gene- 
ral for  Ireland  had  not  done  his  duty  by 


877 


Sty^pfy — Civil 


f  July  21,  1879] 


Service  Estimates, 


878 


prosecuting  the  people  who  created  dis- 
turbances in  the  district  bvcirculatin^j^  in- 
salting  tracts  amon^  the  Catholic  people. 
Mr.   macartney  said,  the   hon. 
Member  (Mr.  Big'f^r)  had  treated  tliem 
to  one  of  his  usual  dissertations  on  law, 
politics,  and  religion.     In  that  House 
those  hon.  Members  represented  a  mino- 
rity—a decided   minority.      They  were 
constantly  crying  out  because  they  could 
not  control   the  House,  and  yet  thoy 
had  the  assurance  to  ask  the  House  not 
to  protect  the  minority  in  Ireland,  who 
▼ere  merely  acting  in  accordance  with 
the  dictates  of  their  religion.     The  hon. 
Member    (Mr.    Biggar)    had  observed 
that  his  opinion  of  the  law  in  regard  to 
these  matters    was  opposed   to  that  of 
the  Judges  of   Ireland.     He    had   no 
doabt  that    was    the    case  ;    but    tbe 
hon.  Member    spoke    strongly  against 
the  Qovemraent    for    having    sent    a 
strong  force  of  Constabulary  into  Conne- 
xnara.    Well,  his  opinion  was  that  no 
proof  could  be  produced  of  any  e.vnoss 
or  outrage  having  been  committed  by 
any  of  the  po«)r  people  of  the  district 
^hohad  suffered  so  much  from  the  dis- 
turbances referred  to.      Those    people 
had  been  attacked  with  stones  ;  womon 
and  children    were    subjected    to    ill- 
treatment  and  insult.     That  the   fon-e 
sent   to    preserve    order   was    not   too 
stroug    was    clearly    shown    from   the 
manner  in  which  they  liad  been  treated. 
Thev  were  attac-kod.     Their  arms  wore 
taken  fro'u  tht^m  in  some  instances,  and 
in  one  ca^ie  seriuus  injuries  had  been  in- 
flitted.     Some   of    the    hon.    Members 
oppcsite  had  expressed  an  opinion  that 
there  were  too  many  police  in  Irelantl, 
but  he  could  not  follow  their  reason in<; 
oa  that  point.     Some  of  them  declared 
that  there  were  not  enough  policenion, 
while  others  held  that  there  were  too 
many,  tlie    former    arguing    tliat    the 
people  paid  for  more  police  than  were 
•applied  to  the  respective  districts.  To 
show  the  inconsistency  of  these  claims, 
it  bad  been  asserted  by  some  that  the 
Constabulary   amounted   to   a    military 
We.    On    one  point  he  was  assured, 
^at  the    Constabulary  could  not  por- 
Wm  their  dutiei*  unless  they  were  armed. 
^  p^)p08nl  had  been  made  some  time 
^0  to  establish  a  Volunteer  Force  in 
^land;  but  he  asked  whether,  under 
^B  circumstances,  a  population  such  as 
W  been  guilty  of  the  excesses  to  which 
^  referred  could  be  trusted  with  mili- 


tary arms  ?  Lot  them  think  for  a  mo- 
mout  of  tho  serious  cons'^quonoes  whith 
mi;j^ht  result  from  a  contlirt  betwoi-u  a 
population  arnu'd  with  militarv  weapons, 
and  trained  to  tho  use  of  th(Mn,  with 
tho  police.  Such  an  event  would  re- 
quire not  only  a  military  force,  but 
would  imply  a  largo  increase  of  the 
present  Constabulary  force  in  Ireland. 
The  county  to  which  ho  beloug(Kl  had 
been  spoken  of  as  one  of  the  most  dis- 
orderly in  Ireland.  On  the  occasion  of 
the  last  Oranj^o  annivorsarv  a  number 
of  Orangemen  had  assemble<l  in  a  town 
which  had  been  referred  to,  but  their 
meeting  was  of  the  most  peaceful  cha- 
racter. Tiioy  wore,  however,  followed 
to  the  suburbs  by  a  crowd  of  tho  oppo- 
site party,  who  kept  ostentatiously 
firing  off  guns  during  the  day.  Several 
shots  were  aimed  at  the  Orangemen,  and 
the  result  was  that  several  of  tho  party 
were  wcmnded,  more  or  less  seriouslv. 
A  small  body  of  tho  Constabulary  nmde 
an  attemi)t  to  disperse  the  Jiouian 
Catholics,  but  th^y  failed,  and  were 
obliged  to  call  for  reinforcements  before 
they  could  succeed  in  protecting  the 
Orangemen.  In  another  place  a  large 
bo.ly  of  Orangijnien  wore  attacked  wiiilo 
going  peacefully  to  their  homes.  Thnre, 
again,  the  police  interfered  to  preserve 
order.  Tiie  Orangi^ncn,  irritated  b}' 
tho  treatment  tlb'V  had  rereived,  bliowed 
a  desire  to  retaliate,  hut  were  fortunately 
prevonttMl  by  the  Ooustahularv,  who 
arrived  in  strong  force,  lie  ihouglit  it 
right  to  mention  tlies<.>  fa<ts,  as  au  illus- 
tration of  how  tiie  Oraug'Mnon  were 
sometimes  ex«.ited  and  pri)vok"d  to  vio- 
lent acts  by  the  conduct  of  the  opposite 
party. 

Mil.  CALLAN  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Tyrone  (Mr.  Macartney)  was  in- 
accurate in  his  statement  relating  to  the 
disturbances  which  occurred  in  connec- 
tion with  the  Orange  celebratious  at 
Omagh.  The  last  riot  happ«'U»»d  at  that 
town  <.)n  Sunday  the  l«{th  of  Jul3\  when 
the  Orangemen  of  the  surrounding  dis- 
trict, who  had  on  the  previous  day  in- 
dulged in  drunken  <;rgies,  came  into  the 
town  under  pretenue  <jf  attending  Divi:ie 
Service,  and  then  marchi<i  outot  ciiui\li, 
tiring  guns  and  pNving  party  tunes. 
Catholics  were  assaulted  and  injured  ; 
and  he  had  received  letters  from  s<;me 
respectable  inhabitants  of  the  town  of 
Omagh,  constituents  of  the  hon.  Membe 
for  Tyrone,  asking   him   to   bring   tl 
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matter  before  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  rep^etted  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Irelnnd  had  so  completely  evaded 
the  substantial  p^rievance  which  had 
that  ev«Miin<2^  been  brouji^ht  forward  by 
the  hon.  Monibers  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
Gray),  Carlow  (Mr.  ]iruon),  and  Sligo 
(Colonel  Kin^-Harman^,  as  well  as  by 
himself.  He  reftirred  to  the  charge  on 
the  counties  for  the  extra  police  force. 
It  appeared  by  the  Estimates  that  last 
year — 1878-9 — when  the  Constabulary 
were  admittedly  below  the  number  al- 
lowed, the  Treasury  received  upwards 
of  £'25,000  from  these  extra  rates ;  but 
the  counties  from  which  the  police  were 
drafted  were  not  credited  with  any 
amount.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  not  replied  upon  this  point  at  all, 
and  he  (Mr.  Callan)  would  call  his  at- 
tention to  another  fact.  In  the  year 
1873  a  charge  was  imposed  on  the 
county  of  Louth  for  a  number  of  extra 
men,  and  the  Grand  Jury  threw  out  the 
presentment,  on  the  ground  that  the 
county  had  not  the  number  of  police 
allowed  by  the  Order  in  Council,  and 
also  on  the  ground  that  the  require- 
ments of  the  Act  had  not  been  complied 
with.  At  the  Spring  Assizes,  ending  the 
27th  of  February,  1874.  the  Grand  Jury 
affain  threw  out  the  presentment,  and 
the  matttT  was  then  brou;:cht  before  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson,  who  said  that  he  could 
not  go  into  the  questions  as  to  whether 
the  police  in  the  county  were  up  to  the 
proper  number,  or  whether  or  not  the 
requirements  of  the  Act  had  been  com- 
plied with.  He  simply  said — **  I  order 
and  direct  that  you  pass  this  present- 
ment," and  the  Grand  Jury  were  obliged 
to  do  so.  Since  that  time  he  believf^d 
no  Grand  Jury  hnd  appealed,  for  tlu^ 
reason  that  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  had 
held  the  Treasury  Warratit  to  be  iin- 
perative,  and  that  he  could  not  go  be- 
hind it.  Under  these  circumstance's,  In- 
asked  tlio  Atrornoy  General  for  Ireland 
to  say  wheth^T  he  was  prepared  to  grant 
an  inquiry  into  thn  facts,  and  whether 
Ireland  was  to  bo  mulcted  in  this  sum 
of  £-^o,n()0*:' 

Mr.  ^[A(^AETNEY  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Duniialk  (Mr.  Callan) 
had  state<l correctly  that  the  disturbances 
at  Oinagli  took  place  on  the  1 3th  of  July, 
but  the  facts  were  diHVirent  from  those 
rehited  by  the  hon.  Member.  On  the 
occasion  in  question,  four  or  five  bands 
had  attended  a  large  meeting,  and  one 

Mr.  Callan 


of  these  accompanied  another  on  its  re- 
turn to  the  station,  when  they  were  at- 
tacked by  a  large  body  of  men,  and  the 
Constabulary  placed  themselves  between 
the  two  parties.  He  denied  that  party 
tunes  were  played.  Protestant  bands 
never  played  on  Sunday,  while  Koman 
Catholic  bands  did  so  frequently. 

Mil.  GABHETT   said,   this  was  his 
first  appearance  in  public  during  the  five 
weeks  he  hud  had  the  honour  of  sitting 
in  the  House.     He  had  listened  to  the 
brilliant  flashes  of  oratory  which  had 
come  from  his  hon.  Friends  around  him, 
and  he  supposed  that  out  of  the  abun- 
dance of  the  heart  the  mouth  spoke.  He 
would  only  say  a  few  words  with  regard 
to  the  reference  of  the  hon.'  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Don- 
nell),  who  had  spoken  of  the  Royal  Irish 
C<mstabulary   walking    about  bristling 
with  arms.     He  lived  in  a  place  called 
Cherconlish — not.  perhaps,  a  very  eu- 
phonious appellation,  and  one,  perhaps, 
which  was  almost  as  bad  as  the  name 
of    Geoghegau,   which    the  right  hon. 
Gentlenmn  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land fell  foul  of  the  other  day.    During 
the  time  he  had  lived  there  he  hud  some 
opportunities  of  seeing  the  ConstabulaiT, 
and  he  must  say  that  they  lived  in  all 
peaceand  quietness  with  the  villagers, and 
consorted  with  them  in  the  most  friendly 
manner  possible.     He  had  been  calledin 
to  see  their  skeleton  battalion  drilling 
and  had  seen  the  country  people  look- 
ing on  with   interest,  and  in  the  roost 
ordinary  manner.     The  members  of  the 
Constabulary  were  sought  after  as  ac- 
quaintances    by    the    people,    and  as 
eligible  bachelors  by  the  marriageable 
of  the  district.     He  had  met  them  fre- 
quently, and  he  must  say  that  a  more 
orderly,  respectable,  and  sober  body  of 
men    he   never    saw ;  and   he  had  the 
greatest  pleasure  in  thus  bearing  testi- 
mony to  their  personal  character,    lie 
had  nev«  r  seen  any  of  the  Orange  de- 
monstrations  referred   to  by  the  hon. 
Mcmbcr  for  Tynme   (Mr.  Macartney); 
no    such    things  happened   in   his  {lait 
of  the  country,  where  the   Protestants 
livod    with    their    Catholic  neighbourt 
upon  the  most  atfectionate  terms.    And 
lately,  when  he  had  stood  for  the  county 
which  he  had  the  honour  to  representi 
although  he  was  a  Protestant  and  was 
opposed  by  a  Catholic,  he  had  newr 
been  taunted  with  his  religious  tenets. 
With  regard  to  those  Orange  demon- 
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strations,  he  thought  the  sooner  those 
silly  exhibitions  in  the  North  of  Ireland 
came  to  an  end  the  better ;  and  that  the 
time  had  come  when  the  people  of  Ire- 
land should  join  hands  and,  laying  aside 
these  ridiculous  customs,  should  co- 
operate for  the  good  of  the  country ;  in 
which  case  there  would  be  no  necessity 
for  the  Irish  Constabulary  to  march  and 
counter-march  throughout  the  country 
in  all  the  panoply  of  war. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Gentleman  who  had  just 
spoken,  that  the  Constabulary  force  was 
not  unpopular  in  Ireland,  nor  had  any 
hon.  Member  from  Ireland  said  anything 
which  personally  reflected  upon  it. 
Among  the  various  suggestions  made  in 
the  course  of  the  discussion,  it  was 
asked  that  he  should  say  something 
off-hand  upon  one  or  two  points.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  the 
county  of  Galway  (Major  Nolan)  had 
requested  him  to  indicate  what  were 
the  functions  of  the  Grand  Jury  and 
the  Executive.  The  difference  between 
these  might,  he  thought,  be  precisely 
stated.  The  Grand  Jury  had  power  to 
award  compensation  for  loss  of  life  and 
property  under  certain  conditions,  while 
the  Executive  had  the  onerous  duty  to 
perform  of  apportioning  the  extra  police 
tax.  With  regard  to  the  question  initi- 
ated by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Gray),  as  to  the  difference  between 
the  nominal  and  real  strength  of  the 
police,  he  believed  the  condition  of 
affairs  in  that  respect  was  not  entirely 
satisfactory,  and  stood  thus : — Each  five 
years  there  was  a  revision  of  the  quotas, 
the  last  of  which,  he  believed,  took  place 
shortly  before  the  present  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  left  his  Office  in  Ireland, 
about  two  years  ago ;  and  the  result  of 
that  revision  was  to  reduce  the  dis- 
crepancy between  the  real  and  nominal 
figures  of  the  force.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Bundalk  (Mr.  Callan)  had  presented 
this  question  in  a  very  ingenious  and 
novel  way,  in  making  this  point  — 
that  whenever  the  Constabulary  were 
withdrawn  from  the  county  of  Louth, 
for  instance,  Louth  should  be  credited 
with  a  proportion  of  the  extra  tax  re* 
ceived  from  the  district  to  which  they 
were  sent.  There  were,  in  his  opinion, 
two  sides  to  that  question.  For  if  Louth 
had  to  pay  for  something  which  it  did 


not  get,  he  could  not  see  that  Louth 
ought  to  make  any  money  out  of  the 
transaction.  The  other  side  of  the  ques- 
tion was  a  different  matter  entirely — 
whether  the  counties  to  which  the 
police  were  sent  ought  to  pay  the  extra 
expense  so  incurred?  Upon  that  subject 
the  question  put  to  him  was,  whether  or 
not'  the  decision  of  the  Judge  at  the 
Spring  Assizes  of  1874  was  sound?  It 
was  not  for  him  to  disparage  the  Office 
which  he  held ;  but  he  did  not  think 
himself  entitled  to  sit  as  a  Court  of 
Appeal  on  the  decisions  of  any  of  the 
Judges  in  Ireland :  nevertheless,  he  was 
disposed  to  think  the  decision  in  ques- 
tion was  perfectly  accurate.  His  right 
hon.  Friend  had  stated  that  he  recog- 
nized that  this  question,  as  to  how  the 
extra  charge  was  to  be  borne,  was  a 
subject  that  demanded  inquiry,  and  that 
he  would  look  closely  as  to  whether  the 
Constabulary  force  was  kept  up  to  a 
proper  and  reasonable  strength ;  whe- 
ther there  was  sufficient  barrack  accom- 
modation of  a  permanent  character 
scattered  over  the  country ;  and  whether 
it  would  be  reasonable  to  charge  a 
county  if  it  fell  very  far  short,  indeed, 
of  its  proper  quota  ?  The  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies,  when  in  Office  in 
Ireland,  had  tried  to  meet  the  difficulty 
in  this  way  : — It  was  found  at  that  time 
that  there  was  a  very  substantial  num- 
ber of  men  under  the  quota  in  several 
counties,  and  he,  pending  the  revision 
which  had  since  been  made,  struck  an 
average  for  the  whole  of  Ireland,  and 
only  debited  those  counties  which  had 
not  their  proper  average. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  he  did  not  want 
the  county  of  Louth  to  make  money  out 
of  the  drafting  of  the  Constabulary.  It 
had  been  ascertained,  beyond  all  doubt, 
that  the  number  of  men  allowed  to  the 
county — he  believed  it  was  169 — was 
less  by  15  than  the  quota  during  the 
year ;  but  the  county  had,  nevertheless, 
been  charged  for  some  11  or  12  men 
extra.  Since,  therefore,  the  force  was 
so  much  under  the  number  allowed  by 
the  Act,  he  was  not  aware  that  the 
county  was  liable  to  pay  the  amount 
which  had  been  paid  to  the  Treasuiy. 
The  best  way,  he  thought,  to  cause 
inquiry  to  be  made  would  be  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£25,000,  being  the  amount  paid  into 
the  Treasury  under  the  head  of  **  Aug- 
mentation." 
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Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he  had 
p:ivon  Notice  of  a  Motion  to  reduce  this 
Vote  by  the  sum  of  £500.  He  pre- 
sumed, therefore,  he  should  have  pre- 
cedence. 

Mr.  CALLAN  was  willing  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum 
named  by  him,  after  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Limerick 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy). 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  had  said  the  matter 
should  be  taken  into  consideration.  It 
was  exactly  five  Sessions  ago  since  he 
brought  the  same  matter  before  the 
House.  In  1874  he  was  requested  by 
his  constituents  to  do  so,  and  he  had 
done  it.  It  was  then  taken  into  consi- 
deration, and  had  been  kept  there  ever 
since,  and  there  it  would  probably  re- 
main for  the  next  five  or  six  years.  The 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  stated 
that  the  county  should  not  be  allowed 
to  make  money  out  of  the  drafting  of 
the  Constabulary,  to  which  he  (Mr. 
Sullivan)  replied  neither  ought  the 
State  to  make  money  by  the  trans- 
action ;  and  it  was  his  contention  that 
the  State  had  done  so.  The  matter  stood 
thus : — A  certain  amount,  not  more  than 
requisite,  was  voted  for  the  Constabulary 
in  Ireland  ;  the  force  was  distributed  all 
over  the  country,  according  to  the  re- 
quirements of  the  counties ;  but  if  Louth 
required  500  men,  and  the  State  took 
away  400  for  certain  purposes  in  Belfast, 
what  recompense  was  it  proposed  to 
make  to  the  county  for  the  loss  of  four- 
fifths  of  its  Constabulary  ?  If  these 
men  were  not  wanted  in  Louth  they 
ought  not  to  be  there ;  and  if  the  State 
had  a  right  to  charge  them  elsewhere, 
surely  the  county  should  be  compen- 
sated. As  the  system  now  stood,  sup- 
pose the  county  of  Mayo  to  be  in  an 
extremely  peaceable  condition,  while 
there  was  a  disturbance  in  Galway ;  the 
State  would  draft  the  Mayo  police  into 
Galway,  and  charge  for  them ;  if,  then, 
a  disturbance  occurred  in  the  next 
county,  the  Mayo  police  might  be  drafted 
into  that  county,  and  again  charged  for. 
He  would  put  the  matter  to  any  English 
gentleman  accustomed  to  commercial 
book-keeping  in  this  way.  You  engage 
to  deliver  to  a  certain  public  institution 
in  this  Metropolis  1,000  sacks  of  fiourin 
the  year ;  you  send  them  only  800,  and 
charge  for  the  200  which  you  have  not 
delivered.     The  State  had  acted  in  this 


way  precisely,  by  not  giving  the  coftaAj 
of  Louth  its  proper  quota  of  police,  and 
then  charging  as  extra  for  toe  number 
of  men  sent  to  make  up  the  quota.  He 
wanted  to  know  where  was  the  defence 
or  excuse  for  such  a  transaction  on  any 
commercially  honest  grounds  whatever  f 
He  wanted  to  know  whether  it  was  com- 
mercial honesty  at  all?  He  disputed 
and  denied  the  right  to  make  this  eztn 
charge,  unless  the  extra  men  were  sent 
from  England  into  Ireland.  He  regretted 
that  the  debate  had  wandered  into  • 
disputation  upon  the  Orange  celebn- 
tions.  The  police  in  the  North  of  Ire- 
land, he  admitted,  had  a  very  difficolt 
duty  to  perform  during  one  week  in  the 
year,  when  good,  honest  men,  who  hid 
been  the  kindliest  neighbours  for  51 
weeks  previously,  were  seized  with  • 
sort  of  madness,  and  went  about  malign- 
ing those  who  differed  from  them  in 
religious  opinions;  and,  on  the  whole, 
with  some  exceptions,  he  thought  that, 
they  discharged  their  painful  and  diffi- 
cult task  with  wondenul  .tact  and  fo^ 
bearance.  He  recommended  hon.  Mett" 
bers  from  the  North  of  Ireland  to  aafi 
the  great  expenditure  in  their  distridi 
for  police,  by  disabusing  the  minds  of 
their  constituents  of  the  idea  thatthqf 
stood  in  need  of  those  parades  with  fiftl 
and  drums  for  any  purposes  of  defence^ 
If  they  came  down  to  Limerick  thef 
would  learn  that  while  the  Protestaali 
there  were  only  5  per  cent  of  the  co«* 
munity,  they  were  safe  in  the  midatof; 
95  per  cent  of  the  rest  of  the  communttji 
which  was  Catholic.  Let  them  contrvA 
the  duties  of  the  police  in  ConnemaiftI 
with  what  they  had  to  do  in  the  coontf  Ij 
of  Cork.  The  Protestants  in  Cork 
as  few  as  the  Protestants,  real  or  pM^ 
tended,  in  Connemara;  and  neither! 
Limerick  nor  Kerry  did  they  need  a^ 
protection  from  the  police,  because  thaf 
were  non-aggressive,  and  becauee  tlMf 
did  not  insult  and  attack  their  Catholil 
neighbours.  They  knew  what  the 
was  in  Connemara ;  and  when  the  Vf^ 
testants  in  Connemara  began  to  behait 
as  did  the  Protestants  in  this  couo^i 
they  would  no  longer  need  the  protectioB 
of  the  police.  In  place  of  the  fife  ui 
the  drum,  let  them  try  what  effieacf^' 
there  was  in  a  little  kindlineea  and  a.  t 
trusting  one  another.  For  his  own 
he  would  say,  that  if  he  were  in  hie 
native  country — Ireland— and  he 
that  an  outrage  was  attempted  to 
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committed  upon  the  hamblest  ProtestaDt 
meeting-house,  he  would  defend  that 
house  with  his  own  hand,  and,  if  neces- 
sary, with  his  life.  If  their  Protestant 
fellow-countiymen  were  only  friendly 
with  them  in  Ireland,  they  neither  would 
have  cause  to  say  that  they  needed  the 
protection  of  the  police  for  their  security. 
Mb.  O'SHAUQHNESSY  begged  to 
move  to  reduce  that  portion  of  the  Vote 
under  Sub-head  A  by  the  sum  of  £500 
for  the  salary  of  the  Inspector  General. 
He  believed  that  the  Constabulary  were 
charged  with  the  duty  of  carrying  out 
the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals)  Act 
in  Ireland.  The  circumstances  of  the 
case  to  which  he  would  briefly  refer  were 
these: — At  the  commencement  of  the 
year  a  certain  number  of  cattle  were 
ordered  to  be  slaughtered  on  account  of 
a  certain  disease  in  Limerick,  but  there 
was  a  suspicion  that,  instead  of  their  all 
having  been  slaughtered,  some  of  the 
cattle  were  exported  to  England.  A 
number  of  members  of  the  Board  of 
Guardians  saw  two  constables,  whom 
they  requested  to  inquire  whether  the 
cattle  had  been  slaughtered  or  not.  The 
constables  undertook  the  duty,  and  re- 
cognised the  necessity  for  carrying  it 
out  quietly.  A  few  days  afterwards, 
however,  they  came  before  the  Board  of 
Guardians  and  stated  the  entire  case, 
declaring  that  they  had  no  duty  to  per- 
form in  the  matter.  They  not  only  de- 
clined to  do  their  duty,  but  made  public 
the  steps  which  were  being  taken  by  the 
Board  of  Guardians  to  discover  whether 
the  circumstances  had  happened  or  not. 
That  brought  him  to  the  conduct  of  the 
Inspector  General,  who,  when  applied  to 
on  the  matter,  said  he  could  see  no 
ground  for  instituting  an  inquiry  into 
the  conduct  of  the  police,  and  that  he 
had  himself  made  a  private  inquiry  into 
the  circumstances.  The  end  of  it  was 
that  the  matter  came  before  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  who  said  that  he 
saw  little  reason  to  interfere  with  the 
Inspector  General  of  the  force,  and 
pointed  to  the  very  remarkable  remedy 
which  the  local  authorities  would  have 
l>7  summoning  the  two  constables  and 
the  Inspector  before  Petty  Sessions.  It 
had  turned  out  that  the  police  had 
duties  with  regard  to  the  Act ;  that  they 
had  not  performed  them,  and  that  the 
Inspector  General  had  been  guilty  of 
strange  and  gross  neglect  in  the  dis- 
charge of   his    duty.     He,    therefore, 


moved  that  the  Vote  be  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £500. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Item  for  the  Salary  of  the 
Inspector  General  be  reduced  by  £600." — (Mr, 
0*  Shaughnesay. ) 

Mr.  YEBNER  said,  there  was  a  good 
deal  of  point  in  what  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  had  brought  forward 
on  the  subject  of  the  charges  for  extra 
police  in  the  various  counties.  He  (Mr. 
Verner)  agreed  in  the  complaint  which 
had  been  clearly  and  forcibly  made  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  and  be- 
lieved that  charges  for  extra  police  were 
made  against  districts  where  the  rightful 
numbers  were  never  kept  up,  although 
they  were  regularly  paid  for.  He  re- 
gretted, however,  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
.Member  had  not  confined  his  attention  to 
that  subj  ect,  but  had  made  remarks,  j  oined 
in  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Dunkalk,  with 
reference  to  the  Orangemen  of  the  North 
of  Ireland,  which  required  that  he  should 
say  a  few  words,  not  in  defence  of  that 
body,  to  which  he  belonged,  for  it  needed 
no  defence,  but  in  order  to  show  the 
Committee  that  the  state  of  things  was 
not  that  given  by  hon.  Members  oppo- 
site, and  that ;  'while  a  large  part  of  the 
country  was  not  in  that  peaceful  and 
happy  state  depicted  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers, the  North  of  Ireland  was  not  so 
peculiarly  turbulent  and  troublesome  to 
the  police  as  they  wished  it  to  be  sup- 
posed. What  were  called  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers Orange  disturbances,  arose  from 
the  intolerance  and  rowdy  spirit  of  the 
opposite  party,  who  attacked  the  Orange- 
men, even  when  not  beating  their  drums 
or  in  processions.  It  was  quite  possible 
that  if  the  Orangemen  were  left  alone 
the  processions  might  die  out,  as  oppo- 
sition had  something  to  do  with  keep- 
ing these  things  alive.  He  lived  in  a 
county  which  was  very  largely  Eoman 
Catholic,  and  bands,  dressed  in  the  most 
absurd  and  grotesque  uniforms,  used  to 
march  up  and  down  past  his  gate  every 
Sunday,  oea ting  drums  and  playing  dis- 
loyal tunes ;  but  as  he,  and  those  of  his 
way  of  thinking,  took  no  notice,  the  nui- 
sance would  probably  come  to  an  end,  if  it 
had  not  already.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  said  that  party  displays 
only  took  place  in  the  North,  and,  of  all 
places  in  Ireland,  quoted  Cork  City  and 
County  as  models  of  quietness  and  order. 
But  the   Committee  would   remember 
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that  Cork  was  the  head-centre  of  Fenian- 
ism,  and  that  proceedings  were  con- 
stantly taking  place  there  of  the  most 
disloyal  character.  Further,  it  was  well 
known  that  in  the  West  of  Ireland  they 
were  in  the  habit  of  giving  cheers  for 
the  Zulus.  Who  ever  heard  of  the 
Orangemen  of  the  North  of  Ireland 
giving  cheers  for  the  Zulus  ? 

The  CHAIEMAN  pointed  out  that 
while  there  had  been  a  tendency  through 
the  discussion  to  depart  from  the  Vote 
before  the  Committee,  he  had  not  con- 
sidered it  necessary  to  check  that  dis- 
cussion so  long  as  it  had  relation  to  the 
conduct  of  the  Constabulary;  but  he 
thought  it  would  be  seen  that  the  pre- 
sent discussion,  dealing  with  meetings 
of  one  or  other  political  party,  was  out- 
side the  question  before  the  Committee. 

Mr.  YERNER  had  understood  the 
hon.  Members  to  whom  he  had  referred, 
in  making  their  attacks  upon  a  loyal 
body  in  the  North  of  Ireland,  to  accuse 
that  body  of  being  the  cause  of  an  extra 
force  of  Constabulary  being  sent  down, 
at  a  great  expense,  to  that  part  of  the 
country.  He  wished  to  say  that  the 
Orangemen  of  the  North  of  Ireland  were 
not  the  sole  cause  of  the  movement  of 
the  police,  nor  was  the  North  of  Ireland 
the  sole  part  where  extra  Constabulary 
were  sent;  for  it  was  well  known  that  extra 
forces  had  to  be  sent  down,  but  a  short 
time  ago,  to  the  West  of  Ireland,  in  one 
case  on  account  of  what  had  taken  place 
at  a  not-too-respectable  meeting,  and  in 
the  other  owing  to  a  persecution  which 
had  been  set  on  foot  for  the  purpose  of 
hunting  certain  people,  who  happened 
to  be  Protestants,  out  of  that  part  of  the 
country.  He  hoped  that  when  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth  next  spoke 
upon  the  subject  of  the  Constabulary,  he 
would  not  be  so  kind  as  to  lay  all  the  sins 
of  Ireland  on  the  shoulders  of  his  (Mr. 
Verner's)  co-religionists  in  Ulster,  who, 
in  sending  to  the  House  Members  not  so 
full  of  a  peculiar  zeal,  had,  at  all  events, 
sent  Members  who  were  far  less  trouble- 
some than  those  from  the  other  parts  of 
the  Island. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  must 
have  confounded  his  observations  with 
those  of  some  other  Member,  for  not  one 
word  had  fallen  from  him  of  an  offensive 
or  hurtful  kind  with  reference  to  the 
co-religionists  of  the  hon.  Oentleman  in 
the  North  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  Verner 


Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  hoped 
that  the  discussion  would  now  be 
allowed  to  close.  The  subject  had 
been  very  properly  brought  forward  by 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  lime- 
rick (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy) ;  but  he  did 
not  suppose  that  ^though  the  Inspector 
General  was  expected  to  stamp  out  cattle 
disease,  he  could  be  expected  to  stamp 
out  sectarian  animosities.  The  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
was  a  very  fair  one.  The  attention  of 
the  Government  had  been  called  to  the 
matter  in  **  another  place,"  and  the  Go- 
vernment had  g^ven  an  assurance  that 
the  police  would  be  called  upon  to  per- 
form certain  duties  which,  in  the  opinion 
of  the  Government,  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment imposed  upon  them. 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  said,  that  the  Go- 
vernment  who  repealed  the  Act  relating 
to  processions  in  Ireland  had  thereby 
done  a  very  cowardly  thing,  and  acted 
in  opposition  to  the  opinion  of  the 
Roman  Catholic  Bishops,  who  had  given 
it  against  the  repeal  of  that  Act.  He 
was  quite  sure  that  it  was  the  view  of 
every  sensible  man — and  especially  of 
the  Roman  Catholic  Clergy — that  those 
processions  which  had  been  referred  to, 
and  which  only  served  to  continue 
angry  feuds,  should  cease. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  he  must 
call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Clonmel  (Mr.  A.  Moore)  to  the  fact 
that  the  question  now  before  the  Com- 
mittee was  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick,  and 
that  it  would  be  much  more  in  Order  to 
discuss  the  Vote  generally  after  that 
Motion  had  been  disposed  of. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  feared  that 
he  must  persevere  with  his  Amendment, 
and  divide  the  Committee,  in  order  to 
record  a  protest  against  an  authority, 
like  the  Inspector  General  of  Constabu- 
lary, admitting  that  he  was  ignorant 
of  the  duties  imposed  upon  the  force 
by  the  Contagious  Diseases  (Animals) 
Act. 

Mb.  BRUEN  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  would  not 
trouble  the  Committee  by  dividing,  after 
the  statement  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland. 

Majob  O'BEIRNE  protested  against 
the  system  of  drafting  constables,  and 
objected  to  giving  any  protection  to 
missionaries  in.  Ireland,  with  whose 
religious  views  he  did  not  agree. 
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The  chairman  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  the 
Motion  before  the  Committee  was  that 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Limerick,  relating  to  the  Inspector 
General  of  Constabulary. 

Mb.  BIOGAB  wished  to  give  shortly 
the  experience  of  the  Guardians  of  the 
Cavan  Union,  where  the  Act  had  been 
brought  into  operation.  The  Guardians 
of  that  Union  appointed  a  veterinary 
surgeon,  whose  duty  it  was  to  investi- 
gate the  complaints  made  by  all  parties 
with  reference  to  the  disease.  The 
Teterinary  surgeon  had  to  visit  all  places 
in  which  it  was  complained  that  cattle 
disease  existed.  His  invariable  experi- 
ence was  that  there  was  hardly  a  case  to 
which  he  was  called  where  the  cattle 
disease  was  found  to  exist,  and  thus  to 
entitle  the  parties  to  compensation  under 
the  Act.  He  would  like  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  to  take 
care  that  the  local  rates  were  not  bur- 
dened with  the  expense  of  these  police, 
who  had  nothing  to  do  a  great  part  of 
their  time.  The  Poor  Law  Guardians 
had  adopted  all  sanitary  precautions*, 
and  looked  after  the  disease ;  and  it 
seemed  to  him  that  if  this  Act  were  good 
for  nothing,  it  would  be  most  desirable 
to  repeal  it.  He  was  very  much  sur- 
prised to  see  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
agree  in  the  policy  of  these  Cattle  Disease 
Acts,  thus  leaving  the  ratepayers  to  be 
burdened  by  greatly  increased  rates. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  74  :  Majority  56.  — 
No.  186.) 


—  Ayes  1 6  ; 
■  (Div.    List, 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  CALLAN  begged  to  move  to  re- 
duce the  Vote  under  sub-head  D  by  the 
sum  of  £110,  being  the  sum  for  medi- 
cines and  compounding  at  the  Eoyal 
Irish  Constabulary  depot,  Dublin.  The 
medical  allowance  amounted  to  £1,829, 
and  that  included  the  amount  by  which 
he  moved  to  reduce  the  Vote.  His  ob- 
ject in  making  the  Motion  was  to  draw 
attention  to  the  manner  in  which  the 
Koyal  Irish  Constabulary  were  attended 
to  when  sick  in  Dublin.  He  had  no 
complaint  to  make  with  regard  to  the 
way  in  which  they  were  attended  in  the 
counties,  for  that  was  considered  gene- 
rally satisfactory  by  the  men  ;  but  com- 
plaint waa  made  with  reference  to  the 


way  in  which  the  men  at  the  depot  in 
Dublin  were  attended  to  when  ill.     So 
defective  was  the  system  under  which 
they  were  at  present  treated,  that  last 
year  a  Court  of  Inquiry  was  held  into 
a  case  which  occurred.     When  a  police- 
man at  the  depot  in  the  Phoenix  Park 
became  ill,  he  was  sent  to  St.  Stephen's 
Hospital,  and  IO9.  ^d,  per  week  was  de- 
ducted from  his  pay  to  defray  the  cost 
of  his  treatment.     The  men  complained 
very  much  of  the  character  and  condi- 
tion of  the  persons  with  whom  they 
were  bound  to  associate  with  in  the  yard 
of  that  hospital.     They  were,  probably, 
the  worst  characters  in  Dublin,  the  hos- 
pital being  notoriously  used  for  treating 
venereal  cases.     His  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  this  matter  by  the  inquiry  held 
last  year  on  the  body  of  a  constable 
who  had  died  while  in  the  hospital. 
The  inquiry  lasted  five  days,  and  re- 
sulted virtually  in  a  verdict  of  man- 
slaughter against  the  hospital  authori- 
ties.    The  delinquents,  however,  could 
not    be    brought    to   justice.     It   was 
proved  that  when  men  were  first  sent  to 
this  hospital  they  were  placed  upon  a 
very  low  and  insufficient  diet.     The  offi- 
cers having  charge  of  the  Constabulary 
wards  had  fixed  a  scale  of  payment  for 
what  they  were  pleased  to  term  luxuries. 
Thus,  a  fresh  Id,  roll  was  sold  for  2d., 
and  a  fresh  e^^  for  2(f.,  while  a  glass  of 
whisky   was    strictly  prohibited,  both 
by  the  Constabulary  and  hospital  re- 
gulations.   Men  were  thus  kept  upon 
a  very  lowering  diet ;  and  it  was  recog- 
nized, as  a  part  of  the  instructions  of 
the  hospital,  that  anything  extra  thoy 
required  should  be  sold  to  them  at  most 
exorbitant  rates.  Some  little  time  ago  the 
hospital  changed  the  nurses  and  officials. 
In  consequence  of  that,  the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant directed  an  inquiry  to  be  held 
by  the  central  Medical  Board  in  Dublin. 
A  Court  of  Inquiry  was  held,  and  four 
or  five  days  were  spent  in  the  considera- 
tion of  the  matter.     But  he  believed  the 
inquiry  was  a  very  imperfect  one,  as 
none  of  the  witnesses  who  could  reaUy 
have  given  information  were  called  bu- 
fore  the  Court.    The  inquiry  was,  more- 
over, held  with  closed  doors,  and  under 
peculiar  circumstances.     There  was  no 
doubt  that  if  any  policeman  had  given  evi- 
dence before  the  Court  that  he    had 
bought  extra  food  he  would  have  been 
fined,  and  reduced  to  the  ranks  for  breach 
of  the  regulatioiis.    The  City  of  Dublii^ 
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Police  were  treated  differently.  When 
any  of  them  were  ill  they  were  pent  to 
certain  hospitals,  and  7s.  per  week  was 
deducted  from  their  pay  on  account  of 
their  treatment.  If  Catholics  expressed 
any  wish  on  the  subject,  they  could  be 
sent  to  the  hospital  of  Mater  Miseri- 
cordisB,  or  to  St.  Vincent's  Hospital; 
while  the  Protestants,  if  they  pleased, 
could  go  to  the  Adelaide  Hospital.  That 
arrangement  gave  great  satisfaction  to 
the  men ;  but  the  Royal  Irish  Consta- 
bulary were  compelled  to  go  to  St. 
Stephen's  Hospital,  and  were  charged 
10«.  6rf.  per  week  for  their  treatment 
there.  Moreover,  St.  Stephen's  Hospi- 
tal was  regarded  as  a  sectarian  institu- 
tion. Protestant  policemen  were  allowed 
to  attend  the  services  of  their  own 
church  attached  to  the  hospital ;  but  Ca- 
tholic policemen  were  invariably  refused 
permission  to  attend  the  religious  mi- 
nistrations of  their  own  religion.  Some 
years  ago  some  Catholic  policemen  asked 
leave  to  attend  the  services  of  their  own 
Church  ;  but  the  surgeon  told  them  that 
if  they  were  well  enough  to  attend  mass 
they  were  well  enough  to  leave  the  hos- 
pital altogether;  and  they  were  thus 
refused  permission.  Very  naturally  the 
policemen  complained  of  that  treatment. 
They  said  that  it  was  very  hard  to  charge 
them  10«.  6rf.  per  week  for  going  to  an 
hospital,  in  the  yards  of  which  they 
were  obliged  to  associate  with  the  worst 
characters — not  with  the  absolutely  cri- 
minal class,  but  with  the  low  type  known 
as  corner  boys.  They  asked — *'  Was  it 
a  fair  thing  that  they  should  not  have 
the  same  privileges  as  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  in  being  allowed  to  go  to  one  or 
two  selected  hospitals — such  as  the  St. 
Vincent's,  or  the  Mater  Misericordije  in 
the  case  of  Catholics,  and  the  Adelaide 
Hospital  in  the  case  of  Protestants  ?  " 
He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  would  cause  in- 
structions to  be  issued,  to  the  eflPect  that 
the  same  facilities  were  to  be  given  to 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  as  to  the 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  in  these 
matters.  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  give  him  that  assurance,  he  would 
not  enter  into  many  painful  matters  con- 
nected with  this  subject,  for  he  should 
be  glad  of  an  opportunity  of  avoiding 
doing  so.  He  begged  to  move  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  £110,  under  sub- 
head D,  for  medicines  and  compound- 
ing. 

Mr.  CaUan 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
"  That  the  Item  of  £12,829,  be  reduced 
by  the  sum  of  £110."— (ifr.  Callan.) 

Mr.  gray  hoped  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  see  his  way  to  give 
the  assurance  asked  for  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dundalk.  The  inquiries 
that  had  been  held  disclosed  circum- 
stances in  the  management  of  the  St. 
Stephen's  Hospital  of  a  most  dis- 
creditable character.  Without  g^ing 
into  details,  which  would  be  of  a  very 
painful  character,  he  might  say  that  he 
could  see  no  reason  why  the  system 
which  had  been  found  to  work  satis- 
factorily for  the  Dublin  police  should 
not  be  adopted  and  made  to  work  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  members  of  the  Con- 
stabulary. There  was  very  fair  ground 
for  allowing  the  men  to  go  to  othpr 
hospitals  besides  the  St.  Stephen's.  He 
was  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  could  do  a  great 
deal  of  good  by  using  his  influence  in 
this  matter. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  certainly 
would  inquire  into  this  case  ;  and  if  the 
statements  which  had  been  made  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Dundalk  proved  to  be 
founded  on  fact,  he  would  take  steps  to 
remedy  the  grievance  complained  of. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  after  the 
assurance  given  by  the  Chief  Secretar}', 
he  did  not  wish  to  proceed  with  his 
Motion.  He  should  think  it  his  duty  to 
place  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  asking  for 
Returns  of  the  depositions  taken  at  the 
inquiry  before  the  Coroner  when  the 
whole  mismanagement  with  respect  to 
the  hospital  was  disclosed.  He  thought 
that,  after  the  Chief  Secretary  had  seen 
those  documents,  he  would  be  able  to 
act  in  the  manner  he  had  promised. 

Mr.  MELDON  said,  that  there  was 
an  assurance  that  might  be  given  to  the 
Committee  without  the  safeguards  with 
which  the  Chief  Secretary  had  sur- 
rounded the  promise  he  had  already 
given.  Could  he  not  assure  them  that 
the  Royal  Irish  Constabulary  should  be 
treated  equally  well  with  the  Metro- 
politan Police  of  Dublin  ?  At  present, 
there  was  a  very  serious  difference  in 
the  treatment  of  the  two  corps  when 
sick.  He  did  not  see  why  a  Constabu- 
lary man  should  be  called  upon  to  pay 
10*.  6rf.  per  week  for  his  treatment  in 
hospital,  while  a  member  of  the  Dublin 
Metropolitan  Police  was  only  charged  Is. 
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He  thought  that  they  oueht  to  have 
an  assurance  that  the  Koyal  Irish  Con- 
Btabulary,  liying  at  the  depot,  should 
be  as  well  treated  as  the  Metropolitan 
Police. 

Mr.  C ALLAN  expected  the  assurance 
to  which  the  hon.  Member  alluded, 
simply  because  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  had  stated  that, 
if  the  facts  bore  out  what  had  been 
stated,  then  the  grievance  would  be 
remedied.  He  was  very  unwilling  to 
bring  before  the  House  the  painful  evi- 
dence he  possessed  with  reference  to 
this  hospital ;  his  only  object  was  to 
insure  that  the  Boyal  Irish  Constabu- 
lary were  to  be  treated  properly.  He 
could  see  no  reason  whatever  why  10«.  ^d, 
per  week  should  be  charged  to  the  men 
by  the  regulations  of  the  Constabulary, 
and  that  they  should  be  allowed  no 
option  but  to  go  to  St.  Stephen's  Hos- 
pital. They  were,  no  doubt,  charged 
10«.  6(^.,  because  the  authorities  of  the 
St.  Stephen's  Hospital  demanded  that 
sum  for  their  maintenance  ;  but  with  the 
other  hospitals  there  was  competition, 
and  the  authorities  were  anxious  to  pay 
all  attention  to  the  force. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  wished  to  bring  to 
the  attention  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  a 
cause  of  serious  complaint  against  cer- 
tain police  officers  in  Ireland,  to  which 
he  would  further  call  attention  by 
putting  a  Question.  He  had  given 
Notice  of  the  Question  that  evening  for 
Thursday  next  with  reference  to  the 
subject,  and  he  had  occasion  to  question 
the  Chief  Secretary  some  time  ago  with 
regard  to  a  very  similar  occurrence.  The 
matter  to  which  he  now  wished  to  refer 
occurred  at  a  town  in  the  county  of 
Armagh.  From  more  than  one  corre- 
spondent he  had  received  most  serious 
impeachments  of  the  conduct  of  the 
police  with  reference  to  these  lament- 
able transactions.  He  hoped  that  the 
Irish  Chief  Secretary  would  grant  an 
inquiry  into  the  conduct  of  the  police 
authorities  in  this  particular  district, 
when  he  had  heard  the  facts  of  the 
case.  A  young  man,  named  Edward 
Carberry,  was  proceeding  along  a  road 
not  very  far  from  the  town  with  his 
brother,  who  was  somewhat  behind  him. 


It  was  dark,  and  suddenly  the  brother, 
walking  behind,  heard  Edward  Carberry 
call  out  that  he  had  been  stabbed. 
There  was  no  affray,  and  there  was  no 
noise;  but  two  or  three  men  rushed 
away,  and  the  brother  found  Edward 
Carberry  weltering  in  his  blood.  The 
wounded  man  was  taken  home,  and  the 
police  sergeant  came  to  his  bedside.  That 
young  man,  mortally  wounded,  survived 
for  20  hours ;  but  the  police  ser- 
geant neglected  to  receive  his  dying 
deposition,  although  four  or  five  magis- 
trates were  within  two  miles  of  the  spot 
where  the  victim  lay.  Owing  to  that 
neglect  of  the  police  sergeant  the  young 
man  died  without  having  made  any  depoRi- 
tion,  although  it  was  said  he  was  able  to 
name  the  person  by  the  stroke  of  whose 
dagger  or  knife  he  had  been  assassinated. 
The  deposition  of  the  unfortunate  man 
was  not  taken,  solely  owing  to  the  cul- 
pable neglect  of  the  sergeant  of  police. 
He  had  brought  the  matter  to  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Irish  Executive,  and  some  ar- 
rests were  made ;  but,  owing  to  the  neglect 
to  take  the  dying  deposition,  there  was 
not  sufficient  evidence  against  the 
criminals.  He  did  not  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  recol- 
lected the  circumstance  that,  owing  to 
the  neglect  to  which  he  had  called  at- 
tention, the  trial  of  the  supposed  mur- 
derer was  abortive.  No  one  could  be 
brought  to  justice  for  the  murder  of 
this  young  man  in  cold  blood,  owing 
solely  to  the  neglect  of  the  police.  The 
persons  who  had  been  acquitted  he  was 
bound  to  assume  were  innocent ;  but  he 
mentioned,  as  a  circumstance  causing 
the  gravest  dissatisfaction  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood, that  when  these  men  were 
returned  for  trial,  a  sort  of  triumphant 
procession  received  them  on  the  way 
from  the  Court-house.  But  he  was  asked 
to  bring  a  complaint  before  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  of  this  fact,  on  the 
part  of  the  Crown  prosecutor,  that  those 
men  were  admitted  to  bail,  the  charge 
being  then  put,  not  as  wilful  murder, 
but  as  manslaughter.  The  reply  he  made 
was  that  he  could  not  believe  that  these 
proceedings  were  taken  unless  under  the 
authority  of  the  Attorney  General,  and 
that  his  conviction  was  that  that  learned 
Gentleman  would  act  in  such  a  case  bond 
fide  J  and  with  the  highest  sense  of 
honour.  He  was  not  complaining;  but 
he  would  only  mention  that  there  was 
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complaint  made  in  the  district  that  a 
man  charged  with  murder  was  admitted 
to  bail  on  grounds  of  party  feeling.  But 
although  admitted  to  bail  on  the  as- 
sumption that  he  was  to  be  tried  for 
manslaughter,  yet  he  was  actually  ar- 
raigned for  murder.  It  was  an  unfor- 
tunate coincidence  that,  in  order  to 
enable  the  accused  to  be  adiuitted  t<;) 
bail,  when  before  tlie  legal  tribunals,  he 
was  only  charged  with  manslaugbter, 
while  he  had  been  arrested  for  murder. 
He  thought  that  there  ought  to  be  an 
inquiry  into  the  whole  circumstances  of 
this  case,  particularly  as  it  was  proved 
at  the  trial  that  Sergeant  Duart  neg- 
lected to  search  for  sufficient  infor- 
mation to  convict  the  accused.  Sergeant 
Duart,  instead  of  appearing  as  a  witness 
for  the  Grown,  appeared  against  it,  and 
asserted  certain  circumstances  which 
could  be  completely  contradicted  by  wit- 
nesses who  could  be  brought  before  a 
Court  of  Inquiry.  It  was  stated  by 
Sergeant  Duart  that  young  Carberry 
had  told  him  that  he  did  not  know  who 
stabbed  him  ;  but  he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  had 
letters  which  showed  most  distinctly  that 
that  young  man  knew  who  murdered 
him,  and  was  ready  to  name  him.  It  was 
a  grievous  thing  that  that  young  man  of 
exemplary  character  going  home  should 
be  encountered  by  some  evilly-disposed 
persons  and  stabbed  to  death  in  the 
presence  of  his  brother.  In  the  same 
district,  a  little  boy  of  13  or  14  years  of 
age  met  parties  who  called  upon  him 
to  curse  the  Pope.  lie  refused,  and  they 
drew  a  knife  and  stabbed  him,  leaving 
him  weltering  on  the  ground  in  blood. 
He  was  now,  while  he  spoke,  lingering 
between  life  and  doatli  in  his  father* s 
home  in  Armagh,  and  no  one  had  been 
brought  to  justice  for  the  shocking  oc- 
currence any  more  than  for  the  last.  A 
large  part  of  the  district  in  which  these 
occurrences  took  place  was  under  the 
charge  of  the  same  police  officer,  and 
inquiry  ought  certainly  to  be  made  into 
the  matter.  He  would  ask  the  riglit 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to  promise 
him,  on  behalf  of  the  Irish  Executive*, 
that  there  should  be  an  inquiry  into  the 
conduct  of  the  police  in  this  district.  Ho 
might  n»ention  that  tliere  had  been  one 
or  two  other  instances  of  inefficiency  of 
the  police  of  tlie  same  district.  He  could 
only  assure  the  right  lion,  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attornt-y  General  for 
Ireland,  that  when  application  was  made 

Mr,  Sulltvan 


to  him  (Mr.  Sulliyan)  to  complain  of 
the  conduct  pursued  in  this  case,  he 
declined  to  do  so,  because  he  considered 
that  action  in  the  matter  had  been 
taken  by  the  Attorney  General.  He 
trusted  that  the  inquiry  would  be 
granted. 

The    attorney  GENERAL  ra 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  it 
was  a  little   inconvenient  that  a  case 
which  had  been  tried  before  the  Assizes 
shf^uld  be  brought  to  the  attention  of 
the  House  without  Notice.     It  was  im- 
possible for  an  Attorney  General  to  bear 
in  mind  tlie  nuaibers  of  cases  that  were 
continually  occurring.      He  could  not 
recall  the  circumstances  of  this  particular 
case  ;  but,  so  far  as  he  could  understtod 
the  matter,  his  impression  was  that  tiw 
unfortunate  man  who  had  been  stabbed   ] 
died  a  very  short  time  afterwards.    He  | 
must  point  out  to  the  hon.  and  leamej 
Member  that  the  taking  of  a  dying  de* 
claration  was  rather   a  question  for  i 
medical  man  than  for  a  policeman.    He 
knew  no  matter  in  which  nicer  distiiw- 
tions  had  been  taken  than  in  the  matter 
of   dying  declarations.      A   man  died 
shortly  after  receiving  a  wound  who  did 
not  think  that  he  was  going  to  die.    It 
was  absolutely  necessary  to  the  validity 
of  the  declaration  that  it  should  have 
been  made  by  the  wounded  man,  in  d* 
belief  that  he  was  going  to  die  imme- 
diately afterwards.      Unless  that  weii 
the  case,  it  would  fail  in  cross- examiair 
tion.     It  might  be  that  the  young  dsi 
in  question  did  not  have  it  present  to  liil 
mind  that  ho  was  in  any  danger;  oril 
might  bo  that  the  magistrates  did  «! 
know  it ;  or  it  might  bo  that  the  police 
sergeant  did  not  know  that  themanvii 
going  to  die  so  soon.     It  appeared  ak^ 
from   the    statement  of   the   hon.  iw 
learned  Member,  that    the  brother  o(| 
the  young  man  was  present  all  throoA 
and  watching  well  every  circumstaneerf] 
the  transaction.      If  the   brother  W 
thought    that    the     unfortunate  mUr; 
Edward  Carberry,  would  die,  and  thikj 
with  him  would  die  the  evidence  neee^f 
sary  to  bring  his  murderers  to  JM^^ 
then  he  could  have  gone  to  one  off 
four  or  live  magistrates  in  the  w 
bourhood.     Why  did  not  the  brother  | 
to  them  ?      He  did  not  know  how 
fucts  were  ;  but  he  could  only  say 
the  matter  occurred  to  him  from  wJ 
he  had  heard.     It  was  not  at  all  sock  J 
simple  matter  as  the  hon.  and  U 
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Member  seemed  to  suppose.  Then,  with 
respect  to  what  had  been  said  about 
admitting  the  supposed  murderer  to 
bail,  he  supposed  the  case  was  before 
the  magistrates,  and  they  were  respon- 
sible for  what  was  done  ;  or  it  was 
before  the  Court  of  Queen's  Bench  in 
Dublin,  and  probably  the  Crown  was 
there  represented.  [Mr.  Sullivan  :  By 
Mr.  Monro.]  He  had  no  doubt  that  the 
case  was  clearly  presented  to  the  Bench, 
and  that  the  Bench  decided  to  admit  the 
prisoner  to  bail.  With  regard  to  the 
indictment  which  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  had  framed  against  the  police, 
he  could  hardly  think  that  it  raised  a 
very  serious  question.  The  distinction 
between  manslaughter  and  murder  was 
often  very  fine.  Under  ordinary  cir- 
cumstances, there  was  a  complete  in- 
vestigation, and  the  usual  practice  was 
to  indict  for  murder,  in  order  that  the 
man  might  be  tried  for  the  full  crime ; 
but,  at  the  same  time,  counts  were  in- 
serted to  provide  that,  if  acquitted  of 
murder,  the  prisoner  might  be  tried  for 
manslaughter.  In  the  ordinary  course, 
he  received  Returns  of  the  Crown  cases 
occurring  in  the  County  Armagh.  He 
had  not  yet  had  the  Be  turns  relating  to 
the  prosecution  in  question ;  but  when 
they  came  before  him  he  would  look  into 
them  carefully,  in  order  to  see  how  far  the 
complaint  made  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  justified. 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and  40 
Members  being  found  present, 

Mb.  MELDON  moved  to  omit  from 
the  Vote  the  item  of  £5,215  in  respect  of 
the  pensions  of  the  Inspector  General 
and  Assistant  Inspectors  General.  He 
was  sorry  that  that  was  the  only  oppor- 
tunity he  had  had  of  raising  the  ques- 
tion, which  he  regarded  as  one  of  very 
great  importance.  So  far  as  the  pen- 
sions of  the  members  of  the  Constabulary 
force  since  1874  were  concerned,  there 
was  no  cause  for  complaint ;  but  with 
regard  to  the  pensions  of  those  who 
retired  previous  to  that  year,  the  griev- 
ance under  which  they  laboured  was  of 
a  very  serious  character.  He  regretted 
there  were  so  few  Members  present ; 
because  he  was  sure  that  he  haa  only  to 
lay  one  or  two  facts  before  the  Com- 
mittee to  convince  them  that  many  of 
the  superannuated  members  of  the  force 
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had  serious  cause  of  complaint.     The 
Metropolitan  Police  and  the  Boyal  Irish 
Constabulary  became  entitled  to  pensions 
under  precisely  the  same  Act — namely, 
10  &  11  Vict,  c.  100— and  shortly  after 
it  came  into  force  the  pay  of  both  forces 
was  increased.     When  the  Metropolitan 
Police  came  to  retire  under  the  Act, 
their  pensions  were  calculated  upon  the 
standard  of  the  pay  they  were  receiving 
at  the  time  of  their  discharge ;  but  the 
same  principle  was  not  applied  when 
the  men  of  the  Constabulary  came  up 
to  claim  their  pensions.     Their  pay  was 
not  fixed  according  to  the  rate  of  their 
pay  at  the  time  of  their  discharge,  but 
at  the  rate  of  pay  which  existed  in  1846, 
when  the  Act  to  which  he  had  referred 
was  passed.     Both  bodies  of  police  were 
pensioned  under    the    same    Act,   and 
under  identical  terms ;   yet  this  most 
extraordinary    occurrence    happened — 
namely,  that  the  officers  of  the  Hoyal 
Irish  Constabulary,  who  were  pensioned 
under  the    same  Act  as  the  men,  had 
their  pensions  calculated  at  the  rate  of 
pay  in  existence  when   their  pensions 
were  granted  ;  whereas  the  men,  though 
pensioned    under    precisely    the    same 
terms,  wore  pensioned  at  the  rate  of  pay 
received  in  1 846.    That  statement  clearly 
showed  that,  for  some  reason  or  other, 
the  men  forming  the  force  were  dealt 
with  in  an   entirely   different  manner 
from  their  own  officers,  and  also  from 
the  members  of  the  Metropolitan  Police. 
He  had  often  endeavoured  to  find  out 
the  reason  for  this  peculiar  distinction ; 
and  the  only  one  ne  could  conceive — 
and  it  was  not  a  satisfactory  one— was 
that  two  difi'erent  lawyers  were  consulted 
in  regard  to  the  interpretation  of  the 
Act,  one  on  behalf  of  the  Metropolitan 
Police,  who  put  the  proper  construction 
upon  it,  and  another  on  the  part  of  the 
Constabulary,  who  put  another  construc- 
tion upon  the  Act.     An  explanation  of 
that    kind   was    given    in    1875.      He 
brought  the  question  before  the  House 
by  a  Motion,   and  the    answer   he  re- 
ceived on   that  and  on  previous  occa- 
sions   was  that  the    Executive,   when 
they  awarded  the  pensions  to  the  Con- 
stabulary, gave  the  full  amount  which 
the  law  entitled  the  men  of  the  Consta- 
bulary to  get.     The  conduct  of  the  Con- 
stabulary  was  admitted  to  have  been 
most  excellent;    and  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  stated  that  the 
Government  gave  the  utmost  penny  that 
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tlie  law  permitted  them  to  give;  and 
that  any  discretion  they  possessed  had 
been  given  in  favour  of  the  Constabu- 
lary. Now,  he  differed  on  a  point  of 
law  from  the  GFovernment  at  the  time ; 
and  he  proposed  that  a  case  should  be 
taken  for  the  opinion  of  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown,  and  he  stated  that  if  they 
decided  against  him  he  would  abandon 
the  position  he  had  taken  up  ;  but  that 
if  the  decision  was  in  his  favour  the 
pensions  of  the  Constabulary  men  should 
be  raised  to  the  amount  to  which  they 
were  entitled.  His  view  of  the  law  was 
that  the  Government  had  the  power  to 
give  the  men  of  the  Constabulary  exactly 
the  same  pension  which  was  given  to 
the  Metropolitan  force — namely,  a  sum 
calculated  upon  the  rate  of  pay  at  the 
time  of  their  dismissal,  and  not  upon  the 
rate  in  existence  in  1846.  The  case  was 
put  before  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown, 
and  their  opinion  was  in  favour  of  his 
view ;  and  it  was  then  clearly  stated 
that  the  Government  had  a  discretion, 
and  that  they  might  have  awarded  the 
men  pensions  calculated  upon  the  rate 
of  pay  they  received  at  the  time  of  their 
discharge.  The  Government,  then,  in 
the  most  extraordinary  manner,  changed 
their  attitude  in  regard  to  the  matter. 
They  ceased  to  say  that  they  had  no  dis- 
cretion, and  said  instead — **You  were 
right  in  saying  we  had  a  discretionary 
power  to  give  you  a  larger  sum ;  we  had 
the  discretionary  power,  but  we  exer- 
cised it  in  giving  you  a  smaller  sum.'' 
Now,  that  answer  was  quite  irrecon- 
cilable with  the  first  one  which  was  ad- 
vanced. The  fact  was,  that  the  position 
he  was  advocating  admitted  of  no 
answer.  There  was  no  justice  in  the 
position  which  the  Government  took  up. 
It  was,  indeed,  as  great  an  act  of  injus- 
tice that  could  well  be  perpetrated.  It 
was  a  case  of  might  against  right ;  and 
he  challenged  the  Government  to  give 
any  reasonable  explanation  why  the 
men  of  the  Constabulary  had  been  robbed 
of  their  proper  pension.  There  was  an- 
other point  of  great  importance  to  which 
he  wished  to  draw .  the  attention  of  the 
Committee.  When  the  Act  of  10  &  11 
Vict.  was  passed,  a  certain  sum  was  de- 
ducted from  the  pay  of  each  of  the  Con- 
stabulary force,  witli  the  view  of  forming 
a  pension  fund.  The  sum  so  obtained 
accumulated  until  it  amounted  to  be- 
tween £50,000  and  £60,000;  but,  in- 
stead of  being  applied  to  the  purpose 

ffr.  MMon 


for  which  it  was  instituted,  it  was  em- 
ployed by  the  Treasury  for  some  other 
purpose.  Now,  the  superannuated 
members  of  the  force  did  not  want  any- 
thing to  be  given  them  from  the  public 
funds.  They  simply  wanted  their  pen- 
sions to  be  increased  out  of  monies 
which  they  had  themselves  paid  into 
the  fund  during  a  long  series  of  years. 
They  simply  asked  to  be  dealt  with 
fairly,  and  to  be  paid  that  of  wliich  they 
had  been  must  unjustifiably  deprived; 
and  a  stronger  case  than  they  had  he 
did  not  think  had  ever  been  brought 
before  the  notice  of  the  Committee. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  the  Item  of  £6,215,  for  Pensione  of 
the  Inspector  General  and  the  Anistant  Inspec- 
tor General,  bo  omitted  from  the  proposed 
Vote."— (ifr.  Meldon,) 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  the 
grievance  had  assumed  such  proportions 
that  it  would  be  creditable  to  the  Go- 
vernment and  to  the  Committee  if  it 
were  speedily  redressed.  What  had 
occurred  ?  The  first  case  made  by  the 
Government  was  that  they  had  no  dis- 
cretion to  grant  additional  pensions, 
and  they  expressed  regret  that  the}'  had 
not,  remarking  that  if  they  had  they 
would  have  met  the  demands  which  had 
been  made.  The  Law  Officers  decided 
that  the  Government  had  the  discretion. 
They  then  turned  round,  and  aaid — 
''  Notwithstanding  all  our  magnanimous 
feelings  towards  the  Constabulary,  we 
decline  to  exercise  it;  the  law  enables 
us  to  pay  the  sum  you  demand,  but  we 
will  exercise  our  discretion,  notwith- 
standing all  you  have  said."  Now,  was 
that  a  worthy  attitude  for  the  Govern- 
ment to  take  towards  the  poor  men  who 
had  deserved  so  well  of  the  Treasury  ? 
Why  should  those  men  be  treated  worse 
than  the  members  of  the  Metropolitan 
force  ?  Was  it  an  encouragement  for 
men  to  enter  the  force  in  the  future  ? 
It  was  a  pitiable  grievance  to  be  obliged 
to  bring  before  the  notice  of  the  House 
from  time  to  time ;  but  it  was  so  gross 
an  act  of  injustice  that  there  was  no 
help  for  it  but  to  continue  to  bring  it 
forward  till  it  was  redressed,  and  the 
men  received  their  just  rights. 

Colonel  KING- HARM  AN  was  of 
opinion  that  many  of  the  men  who  were 
superannuated  had  a  fair  claim  upon  the 
Government  for  an  increase  of  their 
pensions.      It  was  true  that  a  great 
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many  men  were  put  forward  as  entitled 

to  extra  pensions  who  bad  no  such  claim ; 

and  that  a  large  number  of  men  who 

were  entitled  to  an  increase  had  been 

merp^ed  in  the  crowd  of  claimantR,  and 

their    claims    had,    accordingly,     been 

icnored.     But  a  great  ninny  m^n,  who 

Wit  the  for<-e  about  the  time  the  new 

Alt  came  into  force,  wtTP,  in  common 

honesty  and   justice,  entitled   to   have 

their  claims  considered.      It  did  seem 

extremelv  hard  that  those  men,  who  had 

spent  the  best  years  of  their  lives  in  the 

SiBrrice.  should  find  themselves  worse  off 

than  men  who  were  disci) arged  a  few 

mriiiths  after  them ;  and  his  own  opinion 

was  that  the  Government  had  not  treated 

them  with  that  liberality  \\hiili  was  duo 

to  mfn  who  had  stood  by  the  Govorn- 

I      mont  in  times  of  dilficulty  with  a  lidelity 

ami  (onrft^f  rarely  equalled. 

Me.  GKAY  said,  the  real  secret  of 
the  continued  rf-fusal  of  the  Govorn- 
ment  to  give  full  pensions  to  the  nion 
was  not  to  be  found  in  any  explanation 
which  had  been  given,  but  ratluT  in  the 
same  cause  that  had  induced  tho  Govern- 
ment to  keep  the  Constabulary  force 
below  their  proper  strength,  and  to  re- 
tain on  tiie  ndl  men  who  were  not 
efffictive — namely,  because  tho  cost  of 
the  superannuation  of  the  f«>rce  had  been 
under-estimated,  and  that  the  authorities 
were  endeavouring  to  keep  the  V<»te 
d'twn,  in  ord»-r  to  make  up  for  the  do- 
fi(i-ncy  ofca>ioncd  by  the  blunder  in 
the  beginning.  He  found  that  the  Esti- 
mate for  pensions  had  increased  by 
£20.000;  ]»ut  he  contended  that  it  was 
farfrf»m  right  to  meet  that  increaso  by 
di^priving  men  of  their  just  rights  on 
retirement  after  long  and  honourable 
senire.  He  thought  the  fairer  and 
more  straijrht forward  way  would  be  for 
the  Government  to  estimate  for  a  smaller 
number  of  men,  and  pay  what  was  due 
to  the  superannuated  men,  who  now  so 
justly  complained.  The  Government  at 
one  time  said  that  if  thev  had  the 
power  they  would  have  placed  the  men 
of  the  Constabulary  <m  an  equality  with 
th"ir  brethren  of  the  Metrojxditan  forcci ; 
aiid  yet,  now  that  tliey  admitted  they 
had  the  power,  they  declined  to  do  lor 
the  men  what  was  a  simple  act  of  jus- 
tiip.  and  what  thev  had  virtuuUv  i>ro- 
Uu'e*!  to  do  if  they  liad  the  power.  He 
^iil  v.hi  think  lluit  that  was  condr.ct 
"'ffrhy  of  the  English  Governmrnt.  It 
Was  a  motit  discreditable  stare  of  tliiu;3's, 


and  ouglit  to  receive  at  once  the  most 
serious  attention  of  tho  Government, 
with  a  view  to  tho  injured  men  receiving 
redress  without  further  undue  delav. 

TiikCIIANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  sorry  he  had  not  foreseen 
that  that  Vote  would  have  come  on  that 
night,  as  ho  had  no  source  of  refereuco 
in  regard  to  tho  point  at  issue  beyond 
his  memory.     8o  far  as  he  could  trust 
his  recollection,  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down  that  it 
was  not  at  all  with  the  view  of  keeping 
the  Constabulary  or  Pensi(m  Vote  within 
a  certain  sum  that  tlio  Government  had 
declined  to   grant   the   e.xtra   pensions. 
On  the  ccmtrarv,  thev  had  been  tjruided 
by  what  they  considered  to  be  tho  r*  al 
merits  of  the  case.     Speaking  generally, 
what  he   recollected   was   this — that   a 
movement   was   made    for  raising   the 
salaries  of  tho  Constabulary.     There  was 
also   a    mt)vement    f<»r    increasing    the 
scale  on  which  superannuation  was  to 
bo  awarded.      The  objects   of  both   of 
those  movements  were  carried  out.    But 
in  the  Preamble  of  one  of  the  (dauses 
of  the  Statute  it  was  stated  that  it  was 
not  intended  to  give  tho  Constabulary 
the  double  advantage.     That  was  to  say, 
they  were  to  have  tho  option  of  retiring 
either  on  the  scale  of  the  old  rate  of  pay, 
under  the  new  regulations  for  superan- 
nnatioii.or  at  the  old  rate  of  superannua- 
tion njioii  ilu;  liij^lur  scale  of  j-ay.     That 
washih  inipres.-ion  ol"  the  circumstanc^os, 
as  lar  as  he  could  recolh-ct  them.     Th«  re 
was  no  doubt  at  all,  from  the  Preamble 
of  the  Act,   as  to  what  the  intention  of 
tho  Government  was  in  agreeing  to  the 
alterations  which  were  contemplated  by 
that  measure.     He  believed   that  after 
that  Act  was])assed  a  certain  number  of 
men  in  tho  Constabulary  were  told  by 
their  superior  oificers,  by  mistake,  as  the 
Government  believed,  that  they  would 
be  (;ntitled  to  pensions  calculated  upon 
the   higher   scale,  and   that   upon  that 
statement    a    number  of  them   retired. 
There  A\as  a  doubt  as  to  whether  or  not 
that  was  a  legal  construction  of  the  Act. 
The  matter  was  laid   before    the   Law 
C)tlicers  of  the  Crown,  and  their  opinion 
was    that    it    was    competent    for    the 
Governnient  to    grant   what  had   been 
granted.     He  thought  it  could  only  be 
c<jnrlu(Ud,  therefore!,  that  Her  ^laje^^ty's 
( "bvernmint  had  a  perfect  right  to  raise 
the  rate  of  suj  erannuation  it  they  clin 
to  do  bo  ;  because  It  was  clearly  uud 
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stood  that  soldiers  were  not  to  be  entitled 
to  take  advantage  of  provisions  contained 
in  an  Act  of  Parliament  in  two  ways. 
As  far  as  he  was  able  to  judge  of  what 
had  been  done,  he  was  bound  to  say 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  views  of  the 
Legislature  had  been  carried  into  effect. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  22; 
Noes  88  :  Majority  66.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  187.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  desired  to 
object  to  the  item  in  the  Estimates  which 
referred  to  musketry  instruction,  in  order 
to  raise  the  question  of  the  military 
character  of  the  Irish  Constabulary.  He 
knew  he  could  only  do  so  in  an  imperfect 
form,  because  it  was  only  a  very  small 
portion  of  the  military  aspect  of  the 
force  which  was  covered  by  the  item 
to  which  he  took  exception;  but  the 
question  was  one  of  great  importance, 
and  therefore  he  now  raised  it.  In  the 
course  of  a  good  many  of  the  speeches 
which  had  been  already  delivered  that 
evening  references  had  been  made  to 
some  supposed  utterances  of  his  own 
against  the  Irish  Constabulary  force, 
and  he  would  hardly  express  any  sorrow 
for  being  misunderstood,  seeing  that  the 
misconception  had  led  to  the  very  in- 
teresting and  able  remarks  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy).  While  he  quite  agreed 
with  those  of  his  hon.  Colleagues  who 
had  spoken  of  the  admirable  character 
of  the  Irish  Constabulary  in  its  cha- 
racter as  a  police  force,  it  was  quite 
otherwise  when  they  came  to  look  at  it 
in  its  character  as  a  disguised  military 
force,  which  was  being  continually  em- 
ployed to  coerce  the  country.  In  Ire- 
land they  had  long  since  pierced  through 
the  disguise ;  but  here  in  England  the 
matter  was  verv  different. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  that  after  the  Division 
which  had  been  taken  it  was  not  compe- 
tent for  him  to  enter  upon  a  special  discus- 
sion of  the  item  relating  to  the  arming 
and  discipline  of  the  Irish  Constabulary. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  in  that 
case  he  would  move  to  reduce  the  whole 
Vote,  which  would  give  him  a  larger 
licence  of  objection.  Instead  of  making 
a  Motion  with  reference  to  £105  as  to 
musketry,  or  another  Motion  with  re- 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exehejmr 


ference  to  some  hundreds  of  pounds  for 
ammunition,  he  now  moved  to  redoes 
the  entire  Vote  by  £50,000.     That,  he 
dared  say,  would  cover  the  expenses  of 
musketry  instruction,   the  expenses  of 
ammunition,  and  many  other  expenses 
of  a  similar  nature.      The  Irish  Con- 
stabulary force  was  excellent  as  a  police 
force  ;  but  as  a  disguised  military  force 
it  was  an  institution  which  would  not  be 
tolerated  in  England,  and  which  would 
not  be  tolerated  if  it  were  known  what 
it  really  meant  in  the  latter  conntiy. 
They  were  all  pleased  to  hear  of  tie 
high  character  of  the  individual  mem- 
bers of  the  Irish  Constabulary,  and  to 
know  that  the  encomia  which  had  been 
passed    on    them   was    well  deserved. 
Their  feelings  must  be  different  when 
they  looked  from  the  other  point  of  view 
which    he  had  indicated.      He  might 
refer,  for  instance,  to  the  amount  of  mis- 
chief which  had  been  done  by  the  dis- 
guised military  character  of  the  force  in 
connection  with  some  of  the  most  im- 
portant   Irish    problems.      If  it  were 
reported  in    English    newspapers  that 
whenever  an  eviction  had  to  be  earned 
out  under  peculiarly  heart-rending  ci^ 
cum  stances  the  military  were  called  into 
requisition,  homesteads  were  levelled, 
and  families  were  driven  out  actually  in 
presence  of  British  soldiers  drawn  up  in 
line,  the  people  would  get  somethinglike 
a  true  idea  of  the  war  which  was  being 
waged  against  the  homes  and  hearths  oi 
the  population  of  Ireland.  Butbecanaeit 
was  simply  said,  in  regard  to  such  cases 
in  that  country— **  The  sheriff  waaM- 
sisted  by  the  police,"  it  was  imagined 
that  what  tooK  place  was  some  qujto 
ordinary  matter  of  legal  execution,  with 
no  tragic  details  about  it.     He  saw  be- ' 
side  him  the   hon.  Member  for  UiT* 
(Mr.   O'Connor  Power),  whose  coon^f 
had  been  specially  agitated  of  late  bf 
the  consideration  of   questions  arising 
out  of  the  inordinate  use  of  landhnd's 
so-called  rights.     He  believed  he  was 
within  the  mark  in  saying  that,  in  ^ 
course  of  a  few  months,  some  800  evl^ 
tions  had  been    carried   out   in  that 
county,   and  similar  records  co'*!^  jj 
produced  from  numerous    other  In* 
counties.     Under  the  Irish  land  vj^ 
tem    populations  were    driven  out  » 
such   circumstances   that  the  P'^^!*? 
of  companies  of  soldiers  was  requirsj 
in  order  to  protect  the  officers  of  the 
law   in    the    execution    of  their  ^ 
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barous  duty.  People  here  had  no 
idea  of  the  extremities  of  the  struggle 
which  was  proceeding  in  Ireland — a 
struggle,  cruel  even  in  ordinary  times, 
but  which  the  recurrence  of  every  period 
of  distress  and  the  approach  of  every 
period  of  famine  intensified  in  a  deep 
degree.  If  Ireland  was  to  be  dragooned 
and  coerced,  let  her,  at  least,  be  dra- 
gooned and  coerced  honestly,  and  then 
they  could  understand — and  England 
and  Europe  would  be  able  to  understand 
— that  there  was  a  system  of  war  being 
carried  on  on  behalf  of  so-called  land- 
lord rights  against  the  just  rights  of  the 
Irish  peasantry. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £772,192,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
on  the  3lst  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Con- 
stabolary  Force  in  Ireland." — {Mr.  O'Donnell.) 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  objected 
to  the  attempt  which  had  been  made  to 
raise  objection  to  the  opposition  to  the 
proposal  on  the  ground  that  the  personal 
character  of  the  Constabulary  was  im- 
pugned.     No  objection  of  the  kind  had 
been  raised ;  and,  as  far  as  he  knew, 
the  only  reason  which  had  been  stated 
as  against  the  Vote  was  that  the  Consta- 
bulary were,  to  all  intents  and  purposes, 
a  military  force,  used  on  many  occasions 
for  the  purpose  of  terrorizing  over  the 
Irish  people.     There  was  a  vast  distinc- 
tion between  the  character  of  the  indivi- 
dual policeman,  who  went  simply  to  a 
given  place  in  order  to  fulfil  the  orders 
which  had  been  sent  to  him,  and  the 
character  of  the  official  by  whom  he 
was  so  sent.      It  frequently  happened 
complaints  were  made  in  the  House  of 
outrages  committed  by  the  police  in  Ire- 
land, and  outrages  had  often  been  com- 
mitted.    Cases  had  occurred  in  which 
the  police  had  used  their  rifles  and  their 
bayonets  when  public  tranquillity  would 
have  been  served  by  the  exercise  of  a 
little  self-restraint ;  but  they  were  unable 
to  lay  their  hands  upon  the  real  offenders, 
and  this  ought  not  to  be  the  case.  There 
had  been  throughout  all  these  various 
proceedings    too    much  encouragement 
given  by  the  Executive  in  Ireland,  and 
under  every  Chief  Sectetary  whom  he 
had  known,  to  the  movements  of  the 
police  at  times,  and  under  circumstances, 

when  it  would  have  been  far  better  for 


the  public  peace  if  the  Constabulary  had 
remained  at  home.      The  hon.  Member 
for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  0*Donnell)  had  very 
properly  drawn  attention  to  the  odious 
work  which  the  police  were  called  upon 
to  discharge  in  connection  with  evictions. 
Of  course,  so  long  as  the  law  of  the  land 
empowered  landlords  to  drive  the  people 
from  their  homes  by  charging  exorbitant 
rents,  the  officers  of  the  law  must,  in 
some  form  or"  other,  be  called  upon  to  do 
their  work.  But  surely  it  was  not  neces- 
sary to  go  with  loaded  revolvers  and 
drawn  swords  in  order  to  evict  some 
tenant  farmer  from  his  humble  cottage 
home.     The  effect  of  all  this  was  that 
the  people  were  excited  by  an  attempt  at 
dictation  and  intimidation  on  the  part  of 
the  police,  and  a  more  serious  effect  on 
the  population — a  hatred  of  the  law  and  of 
everybody  engaged  in  its  administration. 
Patriotism,  then,  actually  became  a  con- 
test with  the  law  of  constituted  autho- 
rity. This  point  had  been,  over  and  over 
again,  pooh-poohed  by  the  Irish  Execu- 
tive;    out    it    might    be    relied    upon 
that  until    reforms   were    effected  the 
effectiveness  of  the  police  and  the  secu- 
rity of  the  public  at  large  were  in  peril. 
Mr.   SULLIVAN  held  that  a  vast 
expenditure  of  money  was  incurred  in 
maintaining  the  Constabulary  as  a  semi- 
military  force — one  which,  with  the  ad- 
dition of  a  few  pieces  of  Artillery  and 
Gatling  guns,  would  be  able  to  take  its 
place  in  the  field,  alongside  the  Regular 
Army  of  the  country.     What  the  Irish 
Members    wanted    was    that    economy 
should  be  practised  in  Ireland;  and  that 
while  an  efficient  police  force  should  be 
maintained  the  country  should  not  be 
called  upon  to  maintain  what  was,  prac- 
tically, a  branch  of  the  Imperial  Army. 

Ma.  GRAY  said,  he  had  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  Irish  Constabulary 
was  a  force  which  possessed  far  too  much 
of  an  exclusively  military  character.  Its 
chief  officers  were  almost  invariably 
selected  from  the  Army,  and  its  mem- 
bers were  drilled  in  large  numbers  at  the 
depot  in  the  Phcenix  Park.  This  caused 
a  large  and  unnecessary  expense  to  be 
kept  up  from  year  to  year.  The  men 
were  not  only  drilled  in  the  Park,  but 
they  were  trained  to  throw  up  entrench- 
ments, and  to  go  through  other  purely 
military  work.  Surely  Ireland  was  now 
sufficiently  peaceful  to  endeavour  by  de- 
grees to  make  the  force  less  military 
than  at  present. 
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Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  no  one  | 
would  rejoice  more  heartily  tlian  he 
should  to  place  a  walking-stick  in  the 
hands  of  each  member  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary, if  that  would  suffice  for  the 
protection  of  life  and  property  ;  and  he 
hoped  the  Irish  Members  would  co- 
operate with  the  Qwvernment  in  endea- 
vouring to  bring  about  such  a  happy 
condition  of  affairs.  But  they  had  not  , 
yet  attained  so  d'^sirable  a  state  of  things; 
and,  in  the  meanwhile,  they  could  not 
reduce  the  means  which  now  existed 
for  enabling  the  Constabulary  to  pre- 
serve order. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  they 
had  heard  several  times  in  the  course  of 
the  debate  that  the  police  must  be 
armed,  because  there  were  mobs  going 
about  Ireland  with  firearms.  Now»  he 
was  sure  that  in  many  parts  of  Ireland 
— and  particularly  iu  the  West — there 
were  hardly  any  arms  at  all ;  but  if  a 
policeman's  promotion  depended  on  the 
reports  he  made  to  the  authorities,  they 
would  not  want  statements  of  the  for- 
midable weapons  to  be  found  everywhere 
in  the  country.  The  fact  was,  this  was 
simply  the  effect  of  that  centralized  go- 
vernment which  was  being  imposed  on 
the  people.  It  was  known  that  there 
was  no  part  of  Europe  where  a  man, 
woman,  orchild,  C(Mild  travel  with  greater 
safety  than  in  Ireland.  Nobody  thought 
it  necessary  to  go  armed  in  Ireland. 
Yet  it  was  a  prominent  fact — and  one 
which  struck  foreigners  particularly — 
that  in  such  a  country  there  was  to  bo 
seen  at  every  station  two  or  three  police- 
men armed  with  bayonets  peering  into 
the  carriages,  as  though  they  were  look- 
ing for  some  assassin  or  revolutionist 
who  was  about  to  raise  the  country  around 
in  insurrection  or  blow  up  the  neigh- 
bourhood. This  was  a  state  of  things 
which  was  absurd,  and  which  could  not 
exist  if  the  Irish  pecjple  had  the  man- 
agement of  their  own  affairs.  At  present, 
the  police  were  trained  to  the  use  of  fire- 
arms and  bayonets.  He  spoke  with  the 
greatest  confidence  in  the  truth  of  what 
he  said,  when  he  affirmed  that  if  the 
people  who  governed  Ireland  could  only 
take  the  bold  step  of  disarming  their 
police,  and  put  into  their  hands  the 
baton  used  by  the  police  of  London, 
thoy  would  at  once  produce  a  material 
effect  on  the  minds  of  the  Irish  people, 
and  gradually  get  rid  of  the  military 
force  which  they  felt  it  necessary  to  pre- 


serve in  the  country  now.  Then  he  be- 
lieved the  Irish  police  force  was  mdn- 
taiued  in  its  present  condition  because  it 
was  thought  that  the  Government  could 
make  a  draft  on  them  in  time  of  war.  It 
was  really  a  military  force  kept  up  with- 
out the  consent  of  Parliament,  and  it 
was  well  known  that  there  was  an  in- 
tention to  send  out  a  contingent  of 
them  to  the  Crimea.  The  whole  sys- 
tem was  absurd  on  the  face  of  it;  and 
it  would  not  bo  got  rid  of  until  the 
Irish  Government  really  understood  the 
Irish  problem,  which  thpy  would  not  do 
so  long  as  they  took  their  information 
from  those  who  understood  nothing  of 
the  people.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  spoken  was  not  easily 
alarmed  ;'  vet  he  would  arrive  at  that 
conclusion,  if  he  went  to  Dublin  Castle 
and  allowed  himself  to  be  influenced  by 
the  reports,  begiuning  with  the  familiar 
"we  have  information,"  &c.  Wiiena 
Judge  tried  a  case  at  the  Assizes,  he 
said — "  I  am  sorry  to  say  it  is  reported 
to  me  by  the  Coustabulary  that  there  ifl  ' 
a  great  deal  of  undetected  crime,"  and 
so  on.  He  thought  this  was  a  legitimate  ^ 
opportunity  of  raising  the  question ;  and,  ; 
unless  they  had  some  distinct  assuranca 
from  the  Government  for  the  future,  hi 
hoped  they  would  succeed  in  preventing 
the  passing  of  the  Estimates  next  year. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  would  certainlf 
take  a  Division,  though  he  regretted  hi 
was  obliged  to  divide  on  the  whole  Toti^ 
instead  of  on  one  item.  lie  hoped  thij 
would  not  be  charged  with  obstruction, 
for  this  was  a  definite  objection  agaioit 
the  unnecessarily  martial  character  rf 
the  Irish  police.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Gliief  Secretary  for  IreUiA 
feeling  that  he  had  no  case,  had  dit* 
missed  the  subject  with  a  couple  « 
jestive  and  sportive  remarks,  saTii^ 
that  there  uixx^t  be  a  police  force.  If* 
was  necessary  to  coerce  the  people,  ^ 
the  Government  call  in  their  horse  » 
foot  Dragoons,  in  order  that  the  red 
problem  before  the  country  might  bi 
thoroughly  understood.  But,  as  itwn 
the  people  of  England  did  not  know  that 
by  means  of  the  Constabulary,  the  Enf* 
lish  Government  was  continually  dit* 
gooning  Ireland. 

Mr.  BIGGAR  believed  the  right  h^ 
Gentleman  was  thorouerhlv  misinfomrtt 
in  talking  about  armed  bands.  Th*'» 
might  be  religious  processions,  and»fl« 
a  thing,  perhaps,  as  a  little  stone-thiot* 
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ing ;  bat  there  was  nothing  else  of  the 

BOlt. 

Major  O'QORMAN  corrlially  aj^reed 
in  the  observations  of  hU  Hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Galway  (Mr.  Mitchell 
Henry).    It  was  perfectly  true  that  the 
police  in    Ireland   were    nanecessarily 
armed.     The  excuse  for  arming  them 
was  the  stories  continually  told  by  the 
Dakes,    Marquesses,   Earls,   Protestant 
Archbishops,  and  others — especially  the 
two  last — to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  and 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland.     These 
people  were  invariably  EaglishmeD,  who 
knew  nothing  whatever  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  could  not  even  pronounce 
the    word    **  Geoghegan."     The    Irish 
officials  were,  in  fact,  led  by  the  nose  by 
these  men  who  came  to  talk  to  them, 
simply  because  they  had  handles  to  their 
names.      They  had  had,  however,  one 
Lord  Lieutenant  who  was  an  English- 
man ;  but  he  was  an  enlightened  Eng- 
lishman.    He  never  got  up  till  4  or  5 
o'clock  in  the  day.     One  day  the  Arch- 
bishop of  Dublin  rushed  into  his  room, 
exclaiming — **  Oh,  my  Lord  !  my  Lord  ! 
the  country   is    up!      The  country  is 
up!"     "Well,"   said   the  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant,   **what  time    is  it?"     ''Four 
o'clock,  my  Lord,"  said  the  Archbishop. 
**Well,"  said  his  Lordship,  **  it  is  time 
for  everyone  to   be  up  now ; "  and  he 
got  up.     He  did  not  believe  the  Arch- 
bishop.     He   did   not  send  down  the 
coercive    force   which    the  Archbishop 
demanded.     This  reminded  him  of  an 
occurrence   in   South   Africa.      He  re- 
membered, when  he  was  there,  that  a 
clergyman  belonging  to  the  people  sent 
out  to  convert  the  Natives — [An  hon. 
Membeb  :  A  missionary.] — Yes,  that  was 
it — a  missionary — sent  out  to  convert 
the  people,  who  had  a  very  decent  re- 
ligion of  their  own,  if  thej'  were  allowed 
to  keep  it.     These  people  came  to  South 
Africa  for  no  other  purpose,  to  his  own 
certain  knowledge,  than  that  of  plunder. 
One  of  them  rode  into  the  camp  where  he 
was,  one  day,  and  said  to  his  colonel — 
"  I  want  a  commando."     "What,"  said 
his  colonel,  '*  is  a  commando  ?  "  The  mis- 
sionary replied  that  it  was  aforceof  armed 
men.     **  For  what  purpose  do  you  want 
it  ?  "  asked  his  colonel.     **  For  the  pur- 
pose of  punishing  a  chief,"  he  replied. 
**  For  what  reason  ?  "  asked  his  colonel. 
"There  is  a  flag  of  truce  now  flying." 
"Oh,"  said  the  missionary,    "a  chief 
has  stolen  my  horse."     "Indeed,"  re- 


plied the  colonel.  "  Well,  I  shall  not 
give  you  a  commando,  but  I  shall 
make  inquiries."  He  did  mako  full  in- 
quiries, and  he  found  that  the  mis^^ionary 
had  stolen  the  chiefs  horse,  and  that 
the  chief  was  only  getting  back  what 
was  his  own.  That  was  precisely  the 
case  in  Ireland.  These  people  from 
England  were  sent  over  entirely  ignorant, 
utterly  unacquainted  with  the  circum- 
stances of  the  country.  They  left  a 
country  which  was  guarded  by,  perhaps, 
one  policeman  in  a  whole  town,  and 
they  arrived  in  a  country  which  was 
more  quiet  than  this,  with  less  violence 
and  much  less  crime.  But  the  moment 
they  arrived  in  Dublin  they  received 
imformation  of  all  these  things  from 
these  people  whom  he  had  described 
as  Dukes,  Marquesses,  and  Earls,  who 
had  been  from  all  time  the  enemies  of 
the  people  of  Ireland. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayes  18; 
Noes  127  :  Majority  109.— (Div.  List, 
No,  188.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  gray,  in  moving  the  reduction 
of  the  Vote  by  £500,  said,  earlier  in 
the  evening  attention  had  been  drawn 
to  the  Petition  in  which  certain  inhabit- 
ants of  Dublin  called  attention  to  the 
employment  of  an  extra  number  of 
police  at  the  Skerries.  There  was  a 
dispute  between  the  lord  uf  tlie  manor 
and  certain  of  the  inhabitants  with  re- 
ference to  the  right  to  the  fore-shore, 
and  the  inhabitants — acting  within  their 
rights — demolished  a  wall  which  the 
landlord  had  built.  Then,  instead  of 
taking  his  legal  remedy,  a  number  of 
police  were  employed  to  guard  the  spot. 
Since  then,  it  had  been  decided  tliat  the 
inhabitants  were  entitled  to  this  pro- 
perty, and  that  the  landlord  had  acted 
illegally;  and  he  wished  to  know  who 
was  to  pay  for  the  employment  of  these 
police?  He  submitted  that  the  public, 
in  this  case,  should  not  be  called  upon 
to  pay  a  heavy  police  tax,  nor  should 
the  Imperial  Exchequer  be  burdened. 
In  another  case,  where  the  emploijis  of 
a  railway  refused  to  work,  a  large  force 
of  the  Constabulary  were  posted  along 
the  line  to  guard  it,  and  to  preserve  the 
peace.  But  they  also  acted  as  signal 
men.  In  that  case,  where  the  need  for 
the  preservation  of  public  peace  wafr 
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muoh  greater,  the  Railway  Company 
were  compelled  to  pay  for  the  use  of 
these  forces.  If  that  was  the  case,  then 
he  certainly  thought  that  the  landlord 
should  pay  for  the  police  he  used  in  this 
case.  He  had  no  desire  to  unnecessarily 
occupy  the  time  of  the  Committee ;  but, 
unless  the  Government  would  g^ve  some 
assurance  that  neither  the  public  funds 
nor  the  locality  would  be  taxed  to  pay 
the  cost  of  these  police,  he  should  cer- 
tainly take  the  opinion  of  the  Committee 
upon  the  question. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*'That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £821,692,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Con- 
stabulary Force  in  Ireland." — {Mr,  Gray.) 

Mr.  gray  asked,  if  the  Amendment 
he  had  proposed  would  interfere  with  a 
subsequent  Vote ;  and  whether,  if  a  re- 
duction by  a  larger  sum  were  proposed, 
he  would  be  prevented  moving  his 
Amendment  ? 

The  CHAIRMAN  pointed  out  that 
in  the  event  of  the  Amendments  being 
proposed  at  the  same  time,  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Chair  to  put  first  the  Amend- 
ment which  proposed  the  largest  reduc- 
tion, and  subsequently,  and  in  order, 
the  other  Amendments  proposed,  in  the 
event  of  the  first  not  being  accepted  by 
the  Committee. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that,  as  far 
as  he  could  recollect  the  case,  it  was  this. 
A  question  of  law  was  raised  by  certain 
persons,  and  when  the  decision  was 
given  they  set  themselves  against  it,  and 
asserted  tiieir  claim  by  force.  But  the 
hon.  Member  asked  what  right  the  Con- 
stabulary had  to  interfere?  Well,  if 
any  persons  were  to  pull  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's house  down  on  the  strength  of 
some  party  laying  claim  to  it,  he  thought 
the  Constabulary  would  interfere.  A 
sufficient  force  of  police  was  sent,  for  it 
would  have  been  of  no  use  to  send  one 
or  two  men,  and  a  resident  magistrate 
went  to  see  that  the  public  peace  was 
preserved.  The  people  proceeded  to 
pull  down  a  wall,  and  so  long  as  a  Couti; 
of  Law  had  pronounced  a  decision  in 
support  of  the  right  to  erect  it,  it  was  a 
breach  of  order  to  run  off 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  he 
wished  to  set  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
right  on  some  matters  of  fact.    It  was 

Mr,  Oray 


not  correct  that  there  had  been  a  deci- 
sion according  to  law,  giving  the  plain- 
tiff in  the  case  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Gray)  a 
right  to  the  fore- shore.  There  had  been 
a  verdict,  but  it  was  set  aside ;  and,  so  far 
as  the  ultimate  decision  of  the  superior 
Court  went,  he  was  informed,  by  a 
Petition  presented  that  evening,  that  it 
was  against  the  right  of  the  plaintiff  to 
the  fore-shore  claimed.  Proceedings  had 
taken  place  before  the  local  magistrates; 
but  they  declined  to  entertain  them,  on 
the  ground  that  they  raised  a  substantial 
question  of  title  with  which  they  had 
no  right  to  deal.  The  plaintiff  com- 
pleted the  wall,  and  police  were  sent 
down  to  sustain  it,  while  a  resident 
magistrate  was  also  sent  to  keep  the 
people  in  order.  The  people  asked 
leave  to  exercise  their  rights,  without 
prejudice  to  the  rights  of  the  plaintiff, 
pending  litigation,  and  some  of  them 
were  taken,  handcuffed,  and  marched 
off  to  prison.  That  was  different  from 
a  man  being  protected  in  his  right  to 
build  on  a  site  to  which  his  right  was 
established.  This  was  only  an  alleged 
right,  which  was  not  sustained  in  Courts 
of  Law. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  If  the  parties 
accepted  the  decision  of  the  superior 
Courts 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that 
was  what  they  did  do,  and  the  decision 
of  the  resident  magistrate  was  quashed. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
the  authorities  were  justified  in  prevent- 
ing the  battle  on  the  fore-shore  being 
fought  out  by  physical  force.  The  legal 
tribunals  of  the  country  were  open  to 
everyone,  and  the  proper  course  for  any 
persons  to  adopt  who  wished  to  establish 
any  private  or  public  rights  or  claims  of 
any  kind  was  to  apply  to  those  tribunals 
and  to  abide  by  the  result,  not  to  go  to 
the  place  under  dispute  and  to  assert 
their  real  or  imaginary  rights  by  violent 
and  illegal  measures  endangering  the 
public  peace. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  asked,  if  the 
County  of  Dublin  or  the  Imperial  Re- 
venue was  to  pay  this  charge  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  The  Imperial 
Xl6  V  en  u  e 

Sir  ANDREW  LUSK  said,  that  the 
question  before  the  Committee  being  as 
to  whether  a  certain  sum  of  money 
should  be  voted  to  maintain  the  Con- 
stabulary  in    Ireland,    hon.   Members 
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appeared  to  him  to  be  playing  with  the 
Hoase  in  discnssing  the  building  and 
knocking  down  of  walls  in  Dublin,  and 
in  disputing  whether  they  belonged  to 
the  county  or  the  town.  It  was  not 
Toiy  creditable  to  Irish  Members  to  talk 
in  this  way,  and  something  would  have 
to  be  done  to  preserve  Order  in  the 
House.  Years  ago,  all  the  distinguished 
men  in  the  Oity  of  Dublin  asked  the 
State  to  pay  for  the  Dublin  police,  be- 
cause they  could  not  pay  for  them  them- 
selves. 

Mr,  OALLAN  rose  to  Order.  The 
Vote  referred  to  the  Constabulary  force 
for  Ireland.  The  hon.  Member  was  re- 
ferring to  the  Metropolitan  Police  force. 

The  chairman  said,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Finsbury  (Sir  Andrew  Lusk) 
appeared  to  be  referring  to  a  Vote  other 
than  that  before  the  Committee,  and 
which  related  to  the  Dublin  Metropo- 
litan Police. 

Sib  ANDREW  LUSK  regretted  that 
he  had  strayed  a  little  from  the  point  in 
his  last  remarks.  It  was  very  noticeable 
that  Irish  Members  could  go  on  speak- 
ing about  everything  but  the  Constabu- 
lary Vote  before  the  Committee,  while 
he  was  called  to  Order  for  inadvertently 
saying  one  word  upon  another  Vote. 
He  trusted  hon.  Members  would  allow 
the  Committee  to  get  on  with  Business, 
for  the  course  then  being  followed  was 
simply  trifling  with  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. 

Mr.  gray  said,  if  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Finsbury  did  not  un- 
derstand the  question  raised  by  hon. 
Members  upon  this  Vote,  he  protested 
against  his  describing  it  as  wasting  the 
time  of  the  House.  The  expression  might 
not  be  Parliamentary,  and  he  would 
therefore  not  apply  it  to  the  harangue 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  who,  if  there  had 
been  any  waste  of  time  at  all,  was  the 
real  cause  of  it.  The  hon.  Baronet 
had  told  the  Committee,  20  times  over, 
that  the  Vote  was  for  Constabulary; 
and  if  he  could  not  see  that  the  question 
now  raised  by  him  (Mr.  Gray)  was  pro- 
perly raised  on  that  Vote,  all  he  could 
say  was  that  he  pitied  the  constituents 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  represented. 
The  hon.  Baronet  charged  him  with  play- 
ing with  the  House,  when  on  this  very 
question  an  influential  and  numerously 
signed  Petition  had  been  presented ;  and 
when  he  (Mr.  Gray)  was  discussing  it, 
in  obedience  to  many  letters  which  he 


had  received  from  Dublin,  the  hon. 
Baronet  was  certainly  presuming  on  his 
representative  character,  and  it  would 
be  better  for  him  to  conflne  himself  to 
representing  his  constituency  in  Fins- 
bury. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Finsbury  had  introduced 
a  very  delicate  question  into  the  discus- 
sion upon  this  Vote.  The  hon.  Baronet 
was  a  valuable  Member  of  the  House, 
especially  on  questions  of  economy ;  but 
he  could  not  help  thinking  that  upon 
this  occasion  his  love  of  economy  had 
rather  outrun  the  equity  of  the  case  as 
between  Great  Britain  and  Ireland.  He 
(Major  Nolan)  feared,  from  the  answer 
given  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
that  he  had  not  well  stated  the  case  to 
which  he  had  directed  attention.  In 
Connemara  there  was  an  extra  tax  levied 
in  certain  districts  on  account  of  disturb- 
ances, the  existence  of  which  was  ac- 
knowledged to  a  certain  extent,  but 
which  had  been  very  much  exaggerated. 
But  these  disturbances  had  no  connec- 
tion with  agrarian  disturbance ;  and  he 
asked  the  Government  to  distinctly  state 
that  they  levied  heavy  taxes  on  certain 
districts  as  a  punishment  for  offences 
which  were  not  agrarian.  Did  the 
law  allow  this,  and  were  the  Go- 
vernment willing  to  take  the  responsi- 
bility ?  His  own  opinion  was  that  the 
ordinary  forces  ought  to  be  sufficient  to 
maintain  order,  when  there  was  not  any 
question  of  agrarian  disturbance.  He 
wanted  to  know  why  an  extra  rate  of 
9^d,  in  the  pound  had  been  imposed  in 
the  parish  of  Bally  boon,  when  only  a 
few  windows  were  broken?  His  next 
question  related  to  the  exemption  from 
this  extra  tax  of  certain  persons  by  some 
authority  other  than  that  of  the  Grand 
Jury;  and  in  this  case  he  wanted  to 
know  whether  these  exemptions  were 
legal?  To  these  three  questions  he 
desired  to  receive  from  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  specific  answers. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  thought  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  could  not 
have  been  in  the  House  when  he  gave 
his  former  answer.  He  had  to  say,  in 
reply  to  the  questions,  that  the  imposing 
an  extra  tax  on  a  district  was  a  matter 
for  the  Executive.  He  was  not  aware  of 
the  special  circumstances  that  had  been 
mentioned ;  but  no  doubt  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary would  answer  any  question  that 
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waB  put  to  him.  He  did  not  think  that 
the  power  was  confined  in  the  Act  to  cases 
of  agrarian  disturbance.  As  to  the  case 
of  Skerries,  there  was  one  decision 
which  had  been  omitted,  and  that  was  a 
decision  on  more  than  one  occasion  by  Mr. 
Sullivan,  the  Irish  Master  of  the  Eolls, 
that  when  there  was  a  determination 
on  the  part  of  a  number  of  people  to 
assert  a  right  without  regard  to  the  law, 
he  thought  it  was  the  duty  of  the  autho- 
rities to  see  that  there  was  a  sufficieat 
body  of  police  present  to  preserve  the 
peace. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  had  told 
the  Committee  what  was  the  law  with 
regard  to  a  proclaimed  district ;  but  the 
district  in  question  was  not  a  proclaimed 
district.  It  was  the  custom — but  he 
doubted  whether  by  law— that  the  Go- 
vernment could  send  police  into  a  district, 
and  then  charge  them  upon  the  inhabit- 
ants. But  was  it  possible  that  any  Go- 
vernment could  have  the  power  of  raising 
this  tax  upon  a  district,  and  of  saying 
that  particular  individuals  should  be 
exempted?  The  Government  had  not 
only  located  a  few  policemen  in  a  small 
district  for  a  limited  period,  and  charged 
9}^;^.  in  the  pound  on  the  assessment  of 
the  inhabitants  there,  but  had  made 
communications  to  three  or  four  Pro- 
testant gentlemen  living  in  the  neigh- 
bourhood to  the  effect  that  they  were  to 
be  exempt  from  the  tax.  He  believed 
these  proceedings  to  be  totally  illegal ; 
and  he  would  appeal  to  the  Committee 
not  to  pass  the  Vote  until  they  had  a 
distinct  assurance  from  the  Law  Officers 
of  the  Crown  and  the  Chief  Secretary 
for  Ireland  that  it  was  not  illegal.  Ho 
ventured  to  suggest  that  the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland,  who  was  not  quite 
sure  on  this  point,  should  look  into  the 
Acts  of  Parliament,  with  the  object  of 
seeing  whether  the  view  taken  by  his 
right  hon.  Colleague  was  correct. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  was  per- 
fectly convinced  that  no  change  had  been 
made  at  present  which  was  not  in  abso- 
lute accordance  with  law.  The  Act  of 
Parliament  gave  power  to  make  exemp- 
tions. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN:  Which  Act? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  The  Petfce  Pre- 
servation Act,  and  many  other  Acts. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  doubted  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  could  be 
serious  in  saying  that  this  district  was  j 

The  Attorney  General  for  Irelaad 


under  the  Peace  Preservation  Act.  He 
denounced,  as  un-Constitutional,  the 
action  of  the  Government  in  exempting 
certain  dwellers  in  the  district  from  the 
payment  of  the  tax.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  spoken  of  the  Peace 
Preservation  Act,  but  that  did  not  apply 
to  the  case  at  all ;  and  then  he  spoke  of 
the  law  of  the  land,  which  was  a  very 
wide  phrase.  He  challenged  the  state- 
ments of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  as  to 
the  authority  for  what  had  been  done. 
The  Under  Secretary,  or  the  servant  of 
the  Under  Secretary,  might  exempt  any- 
one he  chose — a  friend  from  whom  he 
had  some  shooting,  or  a  lady  at  whose 
house  he  visited.  The  English  people 
might  think  it  useful  to  lay  on  an  Irish 
county  or  barony  a  punishment  tax  when 
it  was  disturbed  with  crime,  and  tell  us 
it  was  nothing  else  than  a  fine  old 
Anglo-Saxon  law,  which  it  was  not, 
but  one  introduced  by  a  Danish  King 
long  ago  to  punish  the  inhabitants  of 
this  country  who  killed  his  followers. 
English  gentlemen  would  find,  from  the 
present  debate,  an  illustration  of  the 
approved  way  in  which  Ireland  was  go- 
verned. The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member 
for  Finsbury  (Sir  Andrew  Lusk)  had 
complained  of  the  time  of  the  House 
being  wasted  ;  but  it  should  be  remem- 
bered that  in  voting  this  money  they 
were  dealing  with  the  whole  system  of 
government  in  Ireland.  The  Irish 
people  complained,  through  their  Repre- 
sentatives, of  this  system,  and  said  that 
the  levying  of  this  vengeance,  or  punish- 
ment, tax  upon  districts  in  Ireland  was 
only  intended  to  meet  an  exceptional 
state  of  things — that  was  to  say,  the 
result  of  outrage  presumed  to  rest  upon 
a  system  of  agrarian  conspiracy.  But 
it  was  illegal  to  exempt  favoured  indi- 
viduals or  their  tenants  from  the  opera- 
tion of  the  tax.  He  remembered  that 
in  1875  the  boundaries  of  a  particular 
district  were  extended  in  the  most  ca- 
pricious way,  in  order  that  political  ven- 
geance might  be  taken  upon  the  family 
of  George  Henry  Moore  ;  and  he  chal- 
lenged the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  name 
the  particular  Act  of  Parliament  under 
which  the  proceedings  complained  of 
were  authorized. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  a  good  deal 
of  energy  had  been  spent  unnecessarily 
on  the  matter.  Assuming  that  the  con- 
tention of  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man  was  correct,  that   the  exemption 
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was  contrary  to  law,  it  was  scarcely  ne- 1 
cessary  for  him  (Mr,  Lowther)  to  give 
an  assurance  to  the  Committee  that  it 
would  not  be  carried  out,  and  that  no 
course  would  be  followed  which  was  in 
any  shape  or  form  contrary  to  law. 
He,  however,  ventured  to  assert  that  it 
was  strictly  legal,  and  that  those  lion. 
Members  who  stated  contrary  opinions 
were  labouring  under  a  total  misappre- 
hension. The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman had  asked  him  for  the  Acts  of 
Parliament  which  authorized  what  had 
been  done.  Their  name  was  Legion. 
There  were  the  Constabulary  Acts,  the 
Peace  Preservation  Acts,  and  also  the 
general  law  of  the  land,  under  which 
the  Irish  Executive  had  to  act ;  but  to 
read  every  section  of  these  Acts  bearing 
on  the  case,  although  edifying  to  hon. 
Members,  would,  no  doubt,  be  trifling 
with  the  time  of  the  Committee. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  enumerated 
the  Constabulary  Acts  and  others.  Why 
did  he  not  include  amongst  them  the 
Vaccination  Act  ?  The  power  of  levying 
the  police  tax  was,  he  thought,  acquired 
under  the  Peace  Preservation  Act ;  but, 
then,  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
had  admitted  that  a  district  must  be 
proclaimed  before  it  could  be  levied 
therein,  and  the  county  or  district  in 
question  had  not  been  proclaimed,  be- 
cause there  had  been  no  agrarian  out- 
rage there.  He  also  challenged  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  to  show  the  autho- 
rity which  the  Government  had  for  levy- 
ing this  tax,  and  for  exempting  certain 
persons  from  its  operation ;  and,  unless 
he  could  do  that,  he  thought  the  matter 
ought  not  to  be  considered  at  an  end. 
It  was  not  suiEcient  to  say  that  nothing 
illegal  should  be  done.  He  and  his  hon. 
Friends  had  shown  that  something 
illegal  had  been  done.  It  was  certainly 
illegal  if  these  Acts  had  been  done  under 
the  Peace  Preservation  Act,  because  the 
county  had  not  been  proclaimed.  If 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  assure 
the  Committee  that  the  tax  should  not 
be  levied  until  he  had  ascertained  whether 
the  facts  were  as  he  had  stated,  and 
that  if  the  acts  done  or  contemplated 
were  not  according  to  law  he  would 
make  reparation,  he  thought  the  matter 
might  be  allowed  to  drop. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  begged  to  in- 
form the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 


Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  that  the  fact  was, 
as  he  found  on  looking  at  the  last  Re- 
turn presented  to  the  House,  that  the 
County  of  Galway  was  proclaimed.  [Mr. 
Sullivan  asked  the  date  of  the  Procla- 
mation ?]  The  date  was  the  2dth  of 
February,  1866.  No  doubt,  the  Pro- 
clamation might  have  been  qualified 
since  then.  He  was  only  dealing  with 
the  statement  before  him.  The  Notice 
was  dated  the  25th  of  February,  1879, 
and  it  was  not  probable  that  there  was 
anything  later.  Assuming  that  the 
principal  reason  for  this  discussion 
arose  on  the  question  of  exemptions,  if 
he  found  that  exemptions  were  not 
thoroughly  in  accordance  with  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  he  should  be  prepared  to 
advise  his  right  hon.  Friend  accordingly. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  it  was  very  im- 
politic to  apply  these  taxes  otherwise 
than  in  cases  of  agrarian  disturbances, 
and  the  case  in  question  was  clearly  not 
of  that  character.  The  question  of  exemp- 
tions could  not  be  too  much  dwelt  upon. 
The  district  was  one  very  difficult  to 
get  at;  and,  in  consequence  of  that,  it 
required  great  watching  on  the  part  of 
the  Government.  He  believed  it  to  be 
the  district  in  which,  of  all  others  in 
Ireland,  injustice  might  be  done  from 
any  carelessness  of  supervision  on  the 
part  of  the  authorities,  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, most  necessary  that  attention  should 
be  dii*ected  to  it.  He  had  given  the 
names  of  four  or  five  proprietors  who 
had  been  exempted ;  and  not  only  were 
proprietors,  but  their  tenants,  exempted 
from  the  tax  by  the  influence  with  the 
Government  which  the  proprietors  laid 
claim  to.  The  Government,  bethought, 
should  have  been  prepared  to  give  the 
Committee  full  and  specific  details  of 
everything  done  in  the  district,  and 
ought  to  have  been  able  to  deal  with  this 
matter  at  once,  after  the  Question  put 
by  him  a  few  days  ago,  instead  of  dis- 
playing complete  ignorance  upon  the 
subject,  and  relying  upon  others  for  in- 
formation. 

Ma.  SULLIVAN  felt  confident  that 
inquiry  would  bo  made  as  to  the  Peace 
Preservation  Acts  being  applicable  to 
the  present  case.  But  the  point  was  the 
power,  policy,  or  justice  of  the  Govern- 
ment' exempting  individuals  in  a  pro- 
claimed district  from  the  tax.  Did 
Parliament  over  believe,  when  it  gave 
power  to  exempt  certain  districts,  that 
such    returns    would    be  presented  as 
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remark  in  a  letter  which  he  held  in  his 
hand  illustrated  the  way  in  which  the 
matter  was  worked  by  the  Gtovemment 
officials,  it  ran  thus — 

*'  I  am  just  informed  that  the  small  patch  of 
property  purchased  by  Mr.  Jones  has  been  also 
left  out." 

That  showed  the  way  the  cat  jumped. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY,  after  the 
explanation  of  the  Government,  recom- 
mended his  hon.  Friend  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Mb.  O'OONNOE  POWER  wished  to 
say,  before  the  Amendment  was  with- 
drawn, that  a  great  many  of  the  mis- 
takes that  had  occurred  in  Irish  legisla- 
tion arose  from  the  readiness  of  English 
gentlemen  sent  over  to  Ireland  occa- 
sionally to  take  charge  of  that  country 
to  rely  too  much  upon  the  information 
sent  in  to  the  authorities.  They  gene- 
rally lifted  up  their  hands  with  horror, 
and  cried  for  police  protection  at  the 
slightest  rumour,  and  the  police  being 
sent  out  into  a  district  generally  pro- 
duced discontent.  It  was  now  suggested 
that  the  Motion  should  be  withdrawn, 
because  of  the  explanation  that  had  been 
given  ;  but  the  House  had  so  often 
listened  to  those  statements  from  the 
Treasury  Bench  that  he  thought  they 
might  be  excused  if  they  showed  any 
want  of  confidence  in  them.  So  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  he  would  endeavour, 
80  far  as  the  Forms  of  the  House  would 
permit  him,  on  every  Motion  to  impress 
upon  the  Chief  Secretary,  and  everybody 
connected  with  Ireland,  the  necessity  of 
watching  these  police  forces  very  care- 
fully, and  of  allowing  no  excuse  what- 
ever to  be  urged  as  a  reason  for  allow- 
ing the  perpetration  of  illegal  acts. 

Mr.  gray  said,  as  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  promised  that  these  costs  should 
be  charged  on  the  Imperial  Exchequer, 
and  not  on  the  district,  he  certainly 
should  not  divide.  At  the  same  time, 
another  and  a  more  important  question 
had  now  been  raised — that  of  raising 
special  rates  in  a  district,  and  of  creating 
one  little  district  in  the  centre  which 
was  to  be  exempted.  He  trusted  the 
Irish  County  Members  would  bnng  this 
subject  forward,  and  divide  on  it.  They 
had  now  the  fact  brought  up  that  the 
County  of  Galway  had  been  proclaimed 
14  years  ago.     Everybody  had  forgotten 

Mr,  Sullivan 


about  it;  but  it  was  allowed  to  lie  in 
abeyance.  It  was  not  known  even  to 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  or  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  until 
they  went  to  a  Return  and  discovered  it. 
Such  taxes  as  these  would  create  a  re- 
bellion if  they  were  attempted  to  be 
levied  in  England ;  and  he  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  some  explanation  would  be 
speedily  given  of  this  special  exemption 
of  certain  persons  from  the  operation  of 
the  taxes.  If  the  electors  would  under- 
stand how  these  taxes  were  levied  in 
Ireland,  they  would  know  how  it  was 
that  the  Irish  people  were  discontented, 
while  the  English  people  were  contented. 
He  begged  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Major  NOLAN  did  not  think   they 
had  had  at  all  a  satisfactory  explanation 
from  the  Chief  Secretary,    and    that, 
therefore,  he  was  justified  in  moving  a 
reduction  of  the  whole  Vote.      He  con- 
tended that  where  there  were  no  cases 
of  agrarianism   the   expense   of   extra 
police  ought  not  to  be  borne  by  a  par- 
ticular district,  and  ought  to  be  charged 
on  the  Imperial  Exchequer.    The  Go- 
vernment   ought    to    be    content   with 
punishing  the  people  in  the  ordinary 
way,  and  ought  not  to  put  on   these 
special  taxes.      This  was  a  very  poor 
district,  and  the  taxes  would  be  levied 
almost  exclusively  on  the  tenants,  who 
were  certainly  not  extremely  well  off. 
Not  only  was  the  tax  objected  to,  but 
they  had  had  no    satisfactory   answer 
from  the  Government,  and  he  certainly 
thought  he  was  justified  in  moving  to 
reduce  this  Vote  by  £500.      The  first 
reason  was,  that  he  did  not  think  that 
this  Act  was  intended  to  apply  to  cases 
of  this  kind  ;  and,  secondly,  because  he 
thought  it  most  unfair  that  one  parish 
should  be  taxed  higher  than  another, 
and  that  certain  individuals  should  be 
exempted.     If  there  were  disturbances, 
he  did  not  much  object  to  sending  police 
into  the  district ;   but  he  knew  that  in 
this  particular  district  the  Government 
encountered  very  trifling  difficulties,  and 
that,  as  a  general  rule,  there  was  very 
little  difficulty  in  maintaining  law  and 
order.  Although  it  was  a  very  rocky  and 
indented   coast,   and    there   might    be 
trouble  with  smugglers,  there  was  no 
difficulty  in  the  collection  of  the  Reve- 
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nue,  and  the  prevention  of  smuggling. 
If,  therefore,  occasionallj — once  in  10 
or  15  years — they  were  put  to  a  little 
extra  trouble,  therefore  he  thought  they 
might  charge  the  extra  cost  on  the 
Imperial  Exchequer,  and  not  on  two 
poor  parishes.  As  a  rule,  they  main- 
tained very  few  police,  as  ihe  first  time 
they  were  called  upon  to  go  to  some 
pains  they  had  immediately  charged  the 
district.  It  seemed  to  him  there  was 
veiy  great  favouritism  at  work ;  and  as 
this  district,  from  the  bad  laws,  was  very 
poorly  represented,  and  as,  further,  he 
had  the  honour  of  sitting  for  the  county, 
he  thought  he  must  stand  up  for  them, 
and  press  this  to  a  Division.  He  moved 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  £400. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  saxn,  not  exceeding  £821,792,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Constabu- 
lary Force  in  Ireland."— (ifii/or  Nolan.) 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment would  extend  the  satisfactory  pro- 
mise they  had  already  given  in  regard  to 
the  Skerries  case.  If  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary would  look  into  this  matter,  and 
give  it  his  personal  and  individual  at- 
tsDtion,  and  ascertain  how  it  was  that 
certain  persons. were  thus  unfairly  ex- 
empted, he  thought  they  need  not  divide. 

Mn.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  he  certainly 
would  attend  to  the  matter;  and,  of 
course,  if  he  found  that  the  complaints 
of  the  hon.  and  gaUant  Member  were 
justified,  he  would  attend  to  them. 

Mb.  BIGOAB  complained  that  the 
law  was  not  carried  out  in  the  spirit  as 
well  as  in  the  letter.  It  was  exceedingly 
unfair  that  the  Government  should  have 
power  to  make  a  district — not  larger 
than  that  Table — and  to  exempt  it 
from  the  operation  of  a  general  tax. 
He  thought  particular  individuals  had 
been  very  unfairly  treated,  and  that  sub- 
stantial justice  should  be  done. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: 
Noes  162:  Majority  135.- 
No.  189.) 


—Ayes    27  ; 
— (Div.  List, 


Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  CALLAN  moved  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £25,350,  complaining  that  the 
^xtra  charge  for  the  extra  police  force 


was  levied  on  the  county  cess ;  and  as 
the  county  cess  was  levied  exclusively 
on  the  occupiers  and  tenants  in  the 
county  the  expenditure  fell  on  one 
class.  He  objected  to  this  on  principle, 
and,  therefore,  he  moved  to  reduce  the 
Vote. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £796,842,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Consta- 
bulary Force  in  Ireland." — (Mr.  Calian.) 

Mb.  BIGGAB  supported  the  Motion, 
and  declared  the  principle  on  which  the 
expenses  were  paid  for  extra  police  was 
ridiculous.  He  hoped,  unless  some 
promise  was  given  that  an  attempt 
would  be  made  to  remedy  the  grievance, 
his  hon.  Friend  would  divide  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mb.  GBAY  said,  that  what  was  com- 
plained of  was  that  the  nominal  force 
was  not  kept  up  to  the  number  for 
which  taxes  were  levied.  For  instance, 
a  county  was  assessed  for  100  men,  but 
only  80  were  sent.  On  coming  to 
examine  the  Estimates,  it  was  found 
that  there  was  a  reduction  of  230  men 
as  compared  with  last  year.  The  At- 
torney General  for  Ireland  had  ex- 
plained to  them  that  the  quota  for  each 
district  was  fixed  once  in  five  years,  and 
that  it  had  been  fixed  two  and  a-half 
years  ago  ;  therefore,  they  found,  al- 
though £25,000  were  now  levied  on  the 
districts  in  aid  of  the  Imperial  Exche- 
quer, according  to  the  present  Estimates, 
the  number  of  men  had  been  reduced 
by  250.  If  that  reduction  were  allowed 
for,  there  would  be  a  reduction  of 
£23,000,  or  more.  They  had  been  told 
that  this  system  was  indefensible,  and 
that  the  Government  would  re-consider 
it,  with  a  view  to  re-adjustment;  but 
when  they  came  to  look  into  the  Esti- 
mates they  found,  though  the  number  of 
men  was  reduced,  there  was  no  reduc- 
tion in  the  Vote— that,  on  the  contrary, 
the  Government  asked  for  a  larger  sum. 
That  was  not  a  satisfactory  state  of 
things.  It  was  acknowledged,  at  the 
end  of  four  years,  that  the  system  was 
indefensible ;  and  now  they  were  asked 
to  pass  Estimates  which  would  render 
the  system  worse  than  it  was  before. 
They  reduced  the  number  of  men  by 
230,  whilQ  the  <}uota  for  each  difitiict 


923 


Supply — Civil 


{COMMONS) 


Service  JSstimatet. 


924 


would  remain  unchanged.  He  thought 
they  must  divide  against  so  extra- 
ordinary a  state  of  things. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  had  en- 
deavoured,  early  in  the  evening,  to  reply 
to  statements  very  much  the  same  as 
those  made  by  the  hon.  Member.  He 
stated  then  that  it  was  liis  opinion  that 
the  numbers  ought  to  be  made  up. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  the 
cost  of  the  maintenance  of  the  force  fell 
upon  Imperial  sources  of  taxation,  and 
not  in  any  way  upon  local  rates.  The 
allocation  of  men  to  each  county  was  a 
matter  of  administrative  detail,  and  it 
was  wholly  immaterial  to  the  case.  He 
really  hoped  hon.  Gentlemen  would  not 
divide  the  Committee  on  the  question  at 
that  hour.  He  would  look  into  the 
matter. 

Mr.  gray  said,  it  was  a  matter  of 
very  great  importance,  and  he  should 
like  it  put  straight.  The  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  said  the  quota  was  arranged 
once  in  every  five  years,  and  that  it  had 
been  arranged  two  and  a-half  years  ago; 
therefore,  that  it  was  not  about  to  be 
changed  at  present.  Now,  however,  he 
found  the  number  of  men  reduced  by 
230  ;  and  he  said  they  could  not  bring 
them  up  in  the  face  of  these  Estimates. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  must  know 
that  it  was  not  in  his  (Mr.  Gray's)  power 
to  propose  an  increase  in  a  Vote  ;  but 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary could. 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
thought  the  objection  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  that  each  county  should  have 
its  proper  number  of  men,  and  that  the 
county  should  not  be  subject  to  addi- 
tional charge  for  the  extra  men  brought 
into  it.  The  Chief  Secretary  had  ad- 
mitted the  force  of  the  objection ;  and  he 
was  prepared  to  look  into  the  question, 
and  set  it  right.  The  question  of  the 
quota  being  arranged  in  five  years  had 
nothing  to  do  with  the  point.  The  Chief 
Secretary  might,  if  necessary,  bring  in 
a  Supplementary  Estimate;  but  it  would 
not  be  proper  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, at  that  moment,  should  enter  into 
any  undertaking.  If  he  saw  that  it  was 
right  to  increase  the  cost,  he  would, 
naturally,  come  to  the  House  for  a  Sup- 
plementary Estimate  for  the  additional 
pay  of  these  additional  constables. 

Mr.  gray  hoped  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundalk  would  not  divide  the  Com- 

Mr.  Gray 


mittee  after  the  statement  of  the  Chief 
Secretary,  supplemented  by  the  state- 
ment of  the  Financial  Secretary,  who 
had  promised  that,  if  necessary,  a  Sup- 
plementary Vote  would  be  introduced. 

Mr.  C ALLAN  said,  in  consequence  of 
the  statements  which  had  been  made,  he 
should  not  proceed.  He  did  not  use  the 
word  in  an  offensive  sense  ;  but  his  im- 
pression was  that  this  was  a  Treasury 
fraud  on  the  ratepayers.  He  would  with- 
draw his  Amendment. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  wished  to  draw  the 
attention  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land to  the  strange  manner  in  which  the 
Constabulary  proceeded  to  perform  their 
duties  in  connection  with  displays  and 
recent  outrages  in  Derry.  He  asked  a 
Question  before  in  the  House  on  the 
subject;  and,  through  no  fault  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  presumed,  he 
received  a  most  unsatisfactory  answer. 
He  would  now  ask  the  attention  of  the 
Committee  for  a  few  minutes  while  he 
referred  to  the  facts.  The  facts  were  of 
a  most  unpleasant  nature,  and  east  a 
most  disagreeable  light  on  the  justice, 
and  on  the  method  of  detecting  crime,  in 
Ireland  under  certain  circumstances. 
He  was  afraid  he  could  only  bring  the 
matter  forward  when  the  Constabulary 
Vote  was  under  discussion.  Here,  in  a 
few  words,  were  the  outlines  of  the  case. 
When,  on  the  17th  or  1 8th  of  March, 
1878,  a  procession,  almost  exclusively 
composed  of  Catholics,  was  going  round 
the  walls  of  Derry,  celebrating  the 
national  anniversary,  somp  miscreants 
opposed  to  this  procession  had  recourse 
to  the  diabolical  device  of  placing  an 
infernal  machine  close  to  the  route  of 
the  procession — in  the  grave-yard  by 
which  the  procession  had  to  pass — and 
only  for  the  fact  that  the  infernal  ma- 
chine was  discovered  the  most  terrible 
consequences  might  have  resulted.  [The 
hon.  Member  then  related  the  circum- 
stances attending  a  similar  outrage  in 
1879  ;  but  the  details  did  not  reach  the 
Gallery.]  He  confessed,  looking  at  the 
events  of  1878  and  1879,  he  did  not 
know  the  feelings  with  which  Catholics 
looked  forward  in  that  part  of  Ireland 
to  the  nth  of  March,  IbbO.  For  the 
discovery  of  the  perpetrators  of  the 
horrible  outrages  in  Derry,  which  might 
have  scattered  death  broadcast,  the 
paltry  reward  of  £60  was  oiiered.     No 
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special  plea  would  persuade  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  offer  of  a  reward  of  £50 
was  commensurate  with  the  gravity  of 
the  offence.  This  infernal  machine 
might,  as  he  had  said,  have  scattered 
death  in  its  most  horrible  forms  in  the 
ranks  of  peaceable  citizens-  Just  ima- 
gine an  infernal  machine  thrown  into  a 
ioirie  in  an  English  town,  and  fancy 
this  being  done  for  two  succeeding 
years !  Would  the  English  local  autho- 
rities act  in  the  same  way  as  the  autho- 
rities acted  in  the  case  of  the  Derry 
outrages  ?  The  hon.  and  learned  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Sallivan )  had  already  called  attention  to 
the  case  in  County  Armagh.  The  con- 
viction was  forced  upon  them  that  the 
police  and  the  Government  authorities 
did  not  show  the  same  zeal  in  the  prose- 
cution of  crime  or  in  its  detection  when 
committed  against  Catholics  that  they 
showed  when  it  was  committed  against 
Protestants.  He  did  not  join  the  vulgar 
cry  against  Orange  celebrations.  He 
believed  that  Orangemen  had  a  perfect 
right  to  those  celebrations.  Indeed, 
there  were  many  points  in  them  which 
he  considered  most  laudable.  As  far  as 
they  recalled  the  facts  of  the  great  Con- 
stitutional struggle  of  1 688  he  was  with 
them ;  and  he  should  always  be  happy 
to  join  his  Orange  fellow-countrymen  in 
celebrating  the  expulsion  of  James  II., 
and  the  placing  of  William  III.  upon 
the  Throne  of  these  Islands.  But,  apart 
from  this  aspect  of  these  celebrations, 
there  was  a  murderous  sectarian  element 
which — he  did  not  care  whether  it  ema- 
nated from  Catholic  or  Protestant — 
ought  to  be  suppressed  with  the  whole 
force  of  the  law.  The  throwing  of  in- 
fernal machi  n  es  into  peaceable  assemblies, 
among  innocent  women  and  children, 
wasa  proceeding  which  ought  to  be  rigor- 
ously and  strenuously  followed  up  by 
the  law,  no  matter  whether  Catholics  or 
Protestants  were  the  subjects  of  such  an 
outrage.  In  Derry  there  was  a  feeling 
very  nearly  akin  to  terrorism.  It  was 
perfectly  notorious  that  in  Derry  there 
were  complaints,  year  after  year,  of 
murderous  outrages,  and  that  the  people 
who  were  subjected  to  them  walked 
about  the  place  undetected,  and  without 
any  serious  concern  on  the  part  of  the 
authorities,  while  the  miserable  rewards 
of  £50  which  were  offered  did  not  show 
that  the  police  authorities  were  at  all 
^ve  to  the  epormity  of  such  outrages. 


He  felt,  even  at  that  late  hour,  that  he 
was  justified  in  asking  for  some  assurance 
from  the  Representatives  of  the  Irjsh 
Government  that  some  measures  shguld 
be  taken  to  find  out  who  were  the  mur- 
derous assassins  in  Derry.  He  had  re- 
ceived private  letters,  while  others  had 
been  published  in  such  papers  as  The 
FreemarCe  Journaly  expressing  the  belief 
that  if  only  the  police  authorities  chose 
to  exert  themselves  they  could  lay  their 
hands  on  those  from  whom  these  mur- 
derous outrages  had  proceeded.  But  to 
inquire  into  these  matters  might,  per- 
haps, involve  more  exposure  than  was 
agreeable.  These  were  the  considera- 
tions which  bound  the  hands  of  a  con- 
scientious Executive.  The  Catholics  of 
the  North  of  Ireland  would  not — could 
not — be  persuaded  that  the  detective 
agencies  of  the  law  were  being  uaed 
with  impartiality  and  fairness  so  long  as 
outrages  like  those  in  Armagh,  which 
resulted  in  the  assassination  of  poor 
CarbeiTy  and  the  stabbing  of  the  little 
boy  who  refused  to  curse  the  Pope,  went 
unpunished.  He  was  informed  that  the 
suspicions  as  to  who  were  the  authors 
of  these  outrages  were  very  definite; 
but,  of  course,  so  long  as  there  was  no 
reward  greater  than  the  trifling  sum  of 
£50  offered,  so  long  would  the  detection 
of  these  horrible  criminals  remain  a 
dead  letter.  Not  only  the  Catholics  of 
Derry,  but  the  Catholics  all  over  Ire- 
land, would  feel  that  they  were  not 
fairly  treated,  so  long  as  these  criminals 
were  allowed  to  walk  about  without  any- 
thing like  concern  on  the  part  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

Mr.  gray  said,  this  matter  was  one 
of  very  considerable  importance  ;  and  he 
did  not  think,  even  at  this  advanced 
period  of  the  Session,  the  Irish  Members 
would  have  been  doing  their  duty  had 
they  not  called  their  attention  to  it.  The 
real  and  serious  portion  of  this  question 
was,  that  the  perpetrators  of  this  ter- 
rible outrage  would,  undoubtedly,  have 
been  discovered,  if  only  proper  exertions 
had  been  made.  The  person  who  was 
suspected  had  been  mentioned  to  him  by 
name,  and  he  had  letters  showing  that 
he  was  well  known  in  the  locality  where 
the  offence  was  committed.  Had  such 
an  outrage  occurred  in  England,  the  Go- 
vernment would  certainly  not  have  been 
content  with  what  hud  been  done  in  this 
case.  A  similar  outrage  was  perpetrated 
two  or  three  years  since;  and  it  spoke 
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tails  of  this  question,  which  would  in- 
volve a  certain  amount  of  calculation  as 
to  the  connection  between  their  infirmary 
and  their  prison  duties ;  but  he  thought 
anyone  who  considered  the  question 
fairly  would  see  that  the  proposal  made 
was  perfectly  extraordinary.  The  sala- 
ries were  fixed  at  an  altogether  diflFerent 
figure  to  what  they  were  at  before.  The 
duties  originally  were  of  an  exceedingly 
light  and  unimportant  character.  He 
was  quite  sure  it  was  to  the  advantage 
of  the  Public  Service,  as  well  as  to  the 
gaols,  that  these  should  be  performed 
in  a  more  complete  and  efficient  manner. 
The  duty  of  the  prison  surgeon  under 
the  old  system  did  not  exceed  a  single 
visit  a-day ;  but  now  his  time  was  almost 
entirely  occupied,  and  for  this  he  was 
oflfered  only  from  £60  to  £80  a-year— 
even  in  first-class  counties  an  offer  had 
been  made  of  not  more  than  £60.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  ventured  to  say 
that  he  could  not  help  hoping  that  the 
right  hon.  and  leai*nea  Gentleman  would 
be  able  to  give  the  Committee  some 
statement  that  the  matter  would  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Q-overnment.  It  would 
be  a  most  unfortunate  thing  if  this  new 
rigifM  was  to  be  inaugurated  by  an 
attempt  to  re-model  the  Public  Service 
in  a  manner  which  could  only  produce 
discontent  and  dissatisfaction. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £110,461,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  y««r  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  o^  March  1880,  for  the  Expense  of 
the  Saperintendence  of  Prisons,  and  of  the  Main- 
tenance of  Prisoners  in  Prisons  in  Ireland,  and 
of  the  Registration  of  Habitual  Criminals." — 
(Jfr.  Errington.) 

The  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  for 
IE  ELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he 
thought  the  statement  of  a  few  facts 
would  enable  the  Committee  to  arrive 
at  a  conclusion  on  this  matter.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Prisons  Board  had  only 
fairly  and  reasonably  administered  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  position  of  the 
prison  doctors  before  the  Act  was  passed 
certainly  could  not  be  stated  very  clearly, 
neither  could  it  be  regarded  as  very 
satisfactory.  They  did  not  get  one  far- 
thing for  the  work  they  did  in  the  pri- 
sons. They  were,  in  reality,  the  infir- 
mary surgeons  of  the  district,  and,  as 
such,  they  were  compelled,  without  fee 
or  reward,  to  do  duty  at  the  neighbour- 

Mr,  Errington 


ing  prison.  When,  however,  the  new 
Prison  Act  came  into  operation,  what 
was  said  was — '*  We  are  Roing  now  to 
establish  a  new  system,  and  we  offer  you 
the  position  of  attending  the  prisons, 
and  we  leave  you  in  possession  of  the 
salary  which  you  had  before  as  infirmary 
doctor."  Thus  they  were  left  with  the 
same  salary  as  infirmary  doctors;  but 
they  were  relieved  from  the  obligation 
of  attending  the  prisons.  So  far,  then, 
it  might  be  said  it  might  be  said  it  was 
a  decided  gain  to  the  doctors.  There 
was  a  provision  in  the  Act  that  the 
officers  of  the  prisons  were  to  continue 
to  discharge  their  duties  till  the  let  of 
April,  1878;  and  after  that  date  these 
doctors,  who  were  also  infirmary  officers, 
were  permitted  to  continue  the  duty  in 
the  gaols  after  the  day  fixed  by  the  Act 
of  Parliament.  The  first  Circular  which 
was  issued,  and  which  had  been  referred 
to  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Longford,  dealt  only  with  the  legal 
aspect  of  these  infirmary  surgeons.  Ee- 
ference  had  been  made  to  his  view  of  the 
case ;  but  his  view  was  only  one  as  to 
the  construction  of  the  law.  He  thought 
that  as  the  infirmary  doctors  had  been 
allowed  to  continue  in  office  after  the 
day  fixed  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  it 
was  reasonable  to  regard  them,  techni- 
cally, as  prison  officers,  and  that  they 
should  not  be  subjected  to  the  necessity 
of  a  fresh  appointment,  especially  as 
they  had  continued  to  fulfil  the  duties 
without  complaint.  No  complaint,  that 
he  could  see,  could  be  urged  against  the 
Prisons  Board.  The  second  Circular 
was  then  issued  ;  and,  so  far  as  the  posi- 
tion of  these  officers  was  concerned,  they 
were,  he  ventured  to  think,  even  after 
the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend,  without 
any  substantial  grievance,  for  they  were 
by  it  considered  to  be  prison  officials, 
and  so  that  they  could  not  have  been 
subjected  to  any  fresh  selection  and  the 
consequent  risk  of  rejection.  That,  how- 
ever, was  a  point  which  he  believed  had 
been  conceded  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Longford.  Then  it  was  stated  that  the 
medical  officers  considered  as  a  grievance 
the  duty  which  had  been  put  upon  them 
of  compounding  the  medicines.  He  did 
not  think,  however,  that  that  part  of  the 
case  had  been  fairly  stated.  The  alter- 
native was  given  them  of  doing  the  work 
themselves,  and  of  making  other  ar- 
rangements in  regard  to  it ;  and  he  could 
not  see  that  that  was  not  a  perfectly  rea-^ 
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Bonable  way  of  dealing  with  them. 
What,  then,  was  the  position  of  theee 
gentlemen  ?  To  the  position  of  infir- 
mary surgeons  they  were  now  given  the 
status  of  prison  officials,  with  all  the 
rights  and  priyileges  which  he  supposed 
they  valued,  of  being  surgeons  to  these 
gaols.  In  regard,  however,  to  this  duty 
of  compounding  medicines,  the  practice 
was  somewhat  different  in  Ireland  to 
that  in  England  and  elsewhere,  and  that 
the  rule  had  hitherto  been  that  they  did 
not  compound  their  own  medicines.  He 
believed,  however,  that  the  vast  majority 
of  the  prison  doctors  had  now  agreed  to 
compound  their  medicines;  but  in  the 
ease  of  those  who  did  not  desire  to  do  so 
the  Commissioners  were  willing  to  make 
an  arrangement  on  a  different  scale.  As 
to  the  question  of  salary,  they  had  been 
fixed  at  various  sums,  ranging  from  £40 
to  £150  a-year ;  and  in  considering  this 
they  must,  of  course,  take  the  work  done 
and  the  average  of  the  prisoners  in  the 
different  gaols.  This  was  only  77  in  all; 
and,  of  course,  in  many  of  them  it  was 
much  less.  Therefore,  he  thought  it 
was  quite  reasonable  that  these  should 
be  fixed  on  a  running  scale,  which  could 
be  adjusted  according  to  circumstances. 
He  hoped  it  would  be  seen  that  the  Pri- 
sons Board  had  not  dealt  with  this  de- 
serving class  of  public  officials  in  at  all 
a  harsh  or  high-handed  way,  and  that 
the  Board  had  only  dealt  justly  and 
fairly  between  them  and  the  public.  He 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  consider 
it  necessary  to  press  his  Motion  to  a 
Division. 

Mr.  MELDON  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Prisons  Board  had  dealt  with  the 
medical  officers  in  Ireland  in  an  exceed- 
ingly high-handed  manner.  Taking 
the  very  first  Circular  issued  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Prisons  Board,  he 
thought  that  the  animus  with  which  the 
medical  officers  were  treated  was  appa- 
rent. The  Circular  was  dated  the  23rd 
of  April,  1878,  and  was  addressed,  not 
to  the  medical  men,  but  to  the  Governors 
of  the  gaols,  many  of  whom  had  risen 
from  the  position  of  warders,  and  none 
of  whom  were  in  a  better  social  position 
than  the  medical  men  themselves.  The 
Circular  said — 

"  Sir,— I  have  to  request  that  you  will  call 
the  special  attention  of  the  medi(^  officers  of 
your  gaol  to  the  43rd  clause  of  the  Prisons  Act, 
and  direct  their  attention  to  its  requirements." 

That  was  the  Circular  which  ought  to 


have  been  addretssed  to  the  medical  offi- 
cers themselves,  but  which  was  ad- 
dressed to  the  Governors  of  the  gaols. 
The  Circular  then  said — 

"Tou  will  also  take  care  to  report  to  this 
Board  any  omission  on  the  part  of  the  sur- 
geons to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Sta- 
tute referred  to." 

From  that  the  Committee  could  judge  of 
the  insulting  way  in  which  the  surgeons 
of  the  gaols  in  Ireland  had  been  treated. 
By  the  provisions  of  the  Prisons  Act  of 
1877,  there  were  two  classes  of  surgeons 
— namely,  the   surgeons  of  gaols  and 
the    surgeons    of    county   infirmaries. 
But  in  case  the  gaols  were  within  two 
miles  of  the   county   infirmaries,  then 
the    surgeons   of  the  infirmaries  were 
obliged  to   give   their   services   to  the 
gaols.      If    there  were  no  infirmaries 
within  two  miles  of  the  gaols,  then  he 
supposed  that  separate  medical  officers 
would  be  appointed  to  the  gaols,  and 
the  duties  which  the  surgeons  of  county 
infirmaries    would    have    to    discharge 
would  be   merely  nominal.     Formerly, 
the  duties  of  the  prison  surgeons  were 
exceediogly  small ;    and  he  would  call 
particular  attention  to  the  change  that 
had  been   made  in  that  respect.     The 
medical  officers,    at  the  present  time, 
were  required  to  inspect  every  prisoner 
within  24  hours  of  his   arrival  at  the 
gaol ;  they  were  also  required  to  inspect 
every  prisoner  once  a- week,  and  to  exa- 
mine into  all  sanitary  details  connected 
with  the  prison.     Medical  officers  were 
further  required   to  make  a  periodical 
inspection  of  the  whole  gaol,  whether 
occupied  or  not ;  they  had  also  to  see 
whether    any    prisoner    sentenced    to 
punishment  was  fit  to  undergo  it;  and, 
in   addition   to  these  duties,   they  had 
recently  had  thrown  upon  them  duties 
formerly  carried  out  by  the  chaplains 
of  the  gaols.     In  point  of  fact,  nearly 
constant  attendance  was  required  now 
from  the  surgeons  of    the  gaols.      If 
their  duties   were   to  be  properly  dis- 
charged, the  medical  men  ought  to  do 
nothing  else  but  attend  to  the  work  of 
the  gaol.     By  a  Circular  of  the  drd  of 
May,  1879,  addressed  to  the  surgeons  of 
the   county  infirmaries,   it    was   stated 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  directed 
that  all  the  surgeons  should  be  super- 
seded, and  that  their  positions  should 
become  vacant.    Tlie  Circular  went  on 
to  say  that  the  present  occupants  of  the 
offices  might  submit    applications  for 
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tails  of  this  question,  which  would  in- 
volve a  certain  amount  of  calculation  as 
to  the  connection  bet  ween  their  infirmary 
and  their  prison  duties ;  but  he  thought 
anyone  who  considered  the  question 
fairly  would  see  that  the  proposal  made 
was  perfectly  extraordinary.  The  sala- 
ries were  fixed  at  an  altogether  different 
figure  to  what  they  were  at  before.  The 
duties  originally  were  of  an  exceedingly 
light  and  unimportant  character.  He 
was  quite  sure  it  was  to  the  advantage 
of  the  Public  Service,  as  well  as  to  the 
gaols,  that  these  should  be  performed 
in  a  more  complete  and  efficient  manner. 
The  duty  of  the  prison  surgeon  under 
the  old  system  did  not  exceed  a  single 
visit  a-day ;  but  now  his  time  was  almost 
entirely  occupied,  and  for  this  he  was 
offered  only  from  £60  to  £80  a-year — 
even  in  first-class  counties  an  offer  had 
been  made  of  not  more  than  £60.  Under 
these  circumstances,  he  ventured  to  say 
that  he  could  not  help  hoping  that  the 
right  hon.  and  leaiTied  Gentleman  would 
be  able  to  give  the  Committee  some 
statement  that  the  matter  would  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Q-ovemment.  It  would 
be  a  most  unfortunate  thing  if  this  new 
rigitM  was  to  be  inaugurated  by  an 
attempt  to  re-model  the  Public  Service 
in  a  manner  which  could  only  produce 
discontent  and  dissatisfaction. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £110,461,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  y»jar  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Expense  of 
the  Superintendence  of  Prisons,  and  of  the  Main- 
tenance of  Prisoners  in  Prisons  in  Ireland,  and 
of  the  Registration  of  Habitual  Criminals.*' — 
(Jfr.  JErrinpton.) 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  for 
lEELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he 
thoup^ht  the  statement  of  a  few  facts 
would  enable  the  Committee  to  arrive 
at  a  conclusion  on  this  matter.  The 
Chairman  of  the  Prisons  Board  had  only 
fairly  and  reasonably  administered  an 
Act  of  Parliament.  The  position  of  the 
prison  doctors  before  the  Act  was  passed 
certainly  could  not  be  stated  very  clearly, 
neither  could  it  be  regarded  as  very 
satisfactory.  Thpy  did  not  get  one  far- 
thing for  the  work  they  did  in  the  pri- 
sons. They  were,  in  reality,  the  infir- 
mary surgeons  of  the  district,  and,  as 
such,  they  were  compelled,  without  fee 
or  reward,  to  do  duty  at  the  neighbour- 

JUr,  Errington 


ing  prison.     When,  howerer,  the  new 
Prison  Act  came  into  operation,  what 
was  said  was — **  We  are  ffoing  now  to 
establish  a  new  system,  and  we  offer  jon 
the   position  of  attending  the  prisoni^ 
and  we  leave  you  in  poseeasion  c»f  the 
salary  which  you  had  before  as  infirmaiy 
doctor."      Thus  they  were  left  with  the 
same  salary  as  infirmary  doctors;  hot 
they  were  relieved  from  the  obligatiOB 
of  attending  the  prisons.      So  far,  then, 
it  might  be  said  it  might  be  said  it  was 
a  decided  gain  to  the  doctors.    There 
was  a  provision  in  the  Act  that  the 
officers  of  the  prisons  were  to  continoe 
to  discharge  their  duties  till  the  Ist  of 
April,  1878;  and  after  that  date  theie 
doctors,  who  were  also  infirmary  officer^ 
were  permitted  to  continue  the  duty  in 
the  gaols  after  the  day  fixed  by  the  iel 
of  Parliament.     The  first  Circular  whiek 
was  issued,  and  which  had  been  refened 
to  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  fbr 
Longford,   dealt  only    with    the  legil 
aspect  of  these  infirmary  surgeons.  Be- 
ference  had  been  made  to  his  view  of  the 
case ;  but  his  view  was  only  one  as  te 
the  construction  of  the  law.  He  though 
that  as  the  infirmary  doctors  had  been 
allowed  to  continue  in  office  after  die 
day  fixed  by  the  Act  of  Parliament  it 
was  reasonable  to  regard  them,  techai- 
cally,  as  prison  officers,  and  that  ihif ; 
should  not  be  subjected  to  the  neeeai 
of  a  fresh   appointment,    espedallj 
they  had  continued  to  fulfil  the  Mti] 
without  complaint.     No  complaint,  tkil 
he  could  see,  could  be  urged  againit  At^ 
Prisons  Board.     The  second    Ctroakri 
was  then  issued ;  and,  so  far  as  the  pos- 
tion  of  these  officers  was  concerned,  tbip] 
were,  he  ventured  to  think,  even  aftvj 
the  statement  of  his  hon.  Friend,  wit 
any  substantial  grievance,  for  they  wMj 
by  it  considered  to  be  prison  omeUib 
and  so  that  they  could  not  hafe  beMj 
subjected  to  any  fresh  selection  asdAf^ 
consequent  risk  of  rejection.  That, 
ever,  was  a  point  which  he  believed  hil' 
been  conceded  by  the  hon.  Membff  A^i 
Longford.      Then  it  was  stated  that  ^■ 
medical  officers  considered  as  agrieraai^- 
the  duty  which  had  been  put  upon" 
of  compounding  the  medicines.    Hei 
not  think,  however,  that  that  part  of! 
case  had  been  fairly  stated.     The  " 
native  was  given  them  of  doingthe 
themselves,    and  of  making  other 
rangements  in  regard  to  it;  and  hecooliP^' 
not  see  that  that  was  not  a  peiftetlj 
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■onaUe    way    of  dealing   with   them. 
What,  then,  was  the  position  of  these 
gentlemen  ?      To  the  position  of  infir- 
mary surgeons  they  were  now  given  the 
status  of  prison  officials,  with  all  the 
rights  and  privileges  which  he  supposed 
they  Tained,  of  being  surgeons  to  these 
gaols.     In  regard,  however,  to  this  duty 
of  compounding  medicines,  the  practice 
was  somewhat  different  in  Ireland  to 
that  in  England  and  elsewhere,  and  that 
the  rule  had  hitherto  been  that  they  did 
Bot  compound  their  own  medicines.    He 
believed,  however,  that  the  vast  majority 
of  the  prison  doctors  had  now  agreed  to 
eompound  their  medicines;  but  in  the 
cue  of  those  who  did  not  desire  to  do  so 
the  Commissioners  were  willing  to  make 
in  arrangement  on  a  different  scale.  As 
to  the  question  of  salary,  they  had  been 
filed  at  various  sums,  ranging  from  £40 
to  £150  a-year ;  and  in  considering  this 
they  must,  of  course,  take  the  work  done 
ud  the  average  of  the  prisoners  in  tlie 
different  gaols.    This  was  only  77  in  all; 
ud,  of  course,  in  many  of  them  it  was 
much  less.     Therefore,   he  thought  it 
TU  quite  reasonable  that  these  should 
be  fixed  on  a  running  scale,  which  could 
be  adjusted  according  to  circunistaiices. 
He  hoped  it  would  be  seen  tliat  the  Pri- 
mkB  Board  had  not  dealt  with  this  do- 
Mrving  class  of  public  officials  in  at  all 
t  harsh  or  high-handed  way,  and  that 
the  Board  had  only  dealt  justly  and 
iurly  between  them  and  the  public.  He 
hoped  his  hon.  Friend  would  not  consider 
it  necessary  to  press  his  Motion  to  a 
DiTision. 

Mb.  MELDON  was  of  opinion  that 
the  Prisons  Board  had  dealt  with  the 
nedical  officers  in  Ireland  in  an  exreod- 
ngly  high-handed  manner.  Taking 
the  very  first  Circular  issued  by  the 
Chairman  of  the  Prisons  Board,  he 
thought  that  the  animus  with  which  tlio 
medical  officers  were  tnated  was  nppa- 
wnt.  The  Circular  was  dated  the  2;^rd 
of  April,  1878,  and  was  addressed,  not 
to  the  medical  men,  but  to  the  Governors 
rfthe  gaols,  many  of  whom  had  ri:*on 
wmi  the  position  of  warders,  and  none 
^vhom  were  in  a  bettor  social  position 
■^  the  medical  men  themselves.  The 
wolar  said — 

/*8w,— I  hare  to  reqnpst  that  you  will  call 

«]y*ciil  attention  of  the  medical  officers  of 

T«y  pol  to  the  43rd  clanso  of  the  Prisons  Act, 

■a  toeet  their  attention  to  its  requirements." 

'^  vu  the  Circular  which  ought  to 
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have  been  addressed  to  the  medical  offi- 
cers themselves,  but  which  was  ad- 
dressed to  the  Oovomors  of  the  gaols. 
The  Circular  then  said — 

"You  will  also  take  caro  to  report  to  this 

Board  any  omission  un  the  jMirt   of   the   sur- 

fij^conA  to  carry  out  tho  provisions  of  the  Sta- 
tute rcf»;rrod  to.'* 

From  that  the  Committee  could  judge  of 
the  insulting  way  in  which  tho  surgeon s 
of  the  gaols  in  Ireland  had  been  treated. 
By  the  provisions  of  the  Prisons  Act  of 
1877,  there  were  two  classes  of  surgeons 
— nanielj',  tho    surgeons   of   gaols  and 
the     surgeons    of    county    infirmaries. 
But  in  case  the  gaols  were  within  two 
miles  of   tho   county   infirmaries,  then 
the    surgeons    of  tho   infirmaries  were 
obliged  to    give    their   services   to    tho 
gaols.      If    there   were   no   infirmaries 
within  two  miles  of  the  gaols,  then  he 
supposed  that  separate  medical  officers 
would  be  appointed  to  the  gaols,  and 
the  duties  which  the  surgeons  of  ronnty 
infirmaries    would    have    to    discharge 
would  1)0   merely  nominal.     Fonnerly, 
the  duties  of  tho  prison  surgeons  were 
exceedingly  small ;    and  ho  would  call 
particular  attentitm  to  the  change  that 
had  been    niado  in  that  respect.     Tho 
medical   officers,    at   the   present   time, 
were  required  to  inspect  every  pri.soiier 
within  24   hours  of   his    arrival  at  the 
gaol ;  tliej'  were  also  required  to  inspect 
every  prisoner  once  a- week,  and  to  exa- 
mine into  all  sanitarv  details  connected 
witli  tho  prison.     Medical  ofilcers  were 
furtlier  njquirod    to  make  a  periodical 
inspection  of  the  whole  gaol,  whether 
occupied  or  not ;  thoy  had  also  to  see 
whetlier     any     prisoner     sentenced    to 
punishment  was  fit  to  undergo  it;  and, 
in    addition    to  tlieso  duties,   tliev  had 
recently  had  thrown  upon  them  duties 
formerly  carried  out  by  tho  chaplains 
of  tho  gaols.     In  point  of  fact,  nearly 
constant  alt  en  dunce   was  required  now 
from   tlio   surgeons   of    the   gaols.       If 
their  duties    were    to  be   properly  dis- 
charged, tho  medical  men  ought  to  do 
nothing  else  but  attend  to  the  work  oi 
the  gaol.     By  a  (Mrcular  of  the  3rd  of 
Mav,  1879,  addressed  to  the  surjreons  of 
the    county   iniirniaiies,    it    was    stated 
that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  had  directed 
that  all  tho  surgeons  should  be  super- 
seded, and  that  their  positions  should 
become  vacant.     Tlie  Circular  went  on 
to  say  that  the  present  occu[)ants  of  the 
offices   might  submit    applications  tat 
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cers  in  Ireland.  It  was  said  that  if,  in 
the  Public  Service,  they  could  obtain 
doctors  for  low  salaries,  why  should  the 
public  not  be  benefited  by  that  reduc- 
tion of  expense  ?  He  did  not  think  that 
that  was  a  fair  principle  to  go  upon  in 
the  management  of  prisons;  and  he 
thought  that  the  prisoners  were  entitled 
to  have  the  medical  attendance  of  well- 
qualified  and  skilful  officers,  and  not  of 
men  of  the  lowestclass  in  their  Profession. 
If  the  Prisons  Board  wished  to  drive 
away  the  present  holders  of  the  office, 
and  to  throw  the  appointments  open  to 
all  comers,  then  he  did  not  think  that 
they  would  get  proper  men  at  such  sala- 
ries as  they  now  offered.  He  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  take  these  circum- 
stances into  their  consideration,  and  that  it 
would  issue  directions  to  the  PrisonsBoard 
to  prevent  the  practices  complained  of. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  remarked, 
that  the  present  medical  officers  of  gaols 
in  Ireland  were  not  young  men ;  and 
there  could  be  no  doubt  that  the  fees 
which  were  paid  to  them  by  the  Prisons 
Board  were  utterly  inadequate.  With 
regard  to  the  question  as  to  compelling 
the  surgeons  to  compound  medicines, 
he  understood  the  case  to  be  that  the 
State  must  supply  the  prisons  with 
medicines.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it 
would  be  easy  to  make  a  contract  with 
an  apothecary  in  the  town  who  would 
supply  the  prisons  at  a  much  lower  rate 
than  was  done  under  the  present  system. 
He  thought  that  all  the  salaries  paid  in 
Irish  gaols  were  inadequate.  The  go- 
vernors received,  most  of  them,  from 
£100  to  £150  a-year;  but  some  were  to 
rise  to  £300.  He  trusted  that  the 
whole  question  would  be  looked  into  by 
the  Government,  and  that  the  salaries 
paid  would  be  increased. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  wished  to 
bear  his  testimony  to  the  high  character 
and  efficiency  of  the  medical  officers  of 
gaols  in  Ireland.  Their  duties  had  re- 
cently been  much  increased ;  but  they 
were  still  paid  by  salaries  which  were 
insufficient,  even  under  the  former  ar- 
rangements. He  did  hope  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  the  matter  into 
consideration,  and  would  fix  the  salaries 
of  these  gentlemen  upon  a  basis  more 
fair  and  just  to  such  deserving  members 
of  the  Public  Service. 

Mr.  MACARTNEY  also  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  do  justice  to  the 
medical  officers. 

Mr,  Bruefi 


Mr.  EREINGTON  said,  that  he  would 
be  willing  to  withdraw  his  Amendment, 
if  an  assurance  were  given  by  the  Go- 
vernment. He  thought  that  the  assur- 
ance of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  would  hardly  satisfy  the  medical 
officers  of  the  gaols. 

Mr.  gray  moved  that  Progress  be 
reported.  They  had  already  been  dis- 
cussing the  Estimates  for  eight  bottrs 
and  a-half,  and  he  thought  it  was  now 
time  to  adjourn.  The  Votes  upon  which 
they  were  engag^  were  of  importance 
to  the  Irish  people,  and  they  ought  not 
to  be  decided  hastily. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr.  Gray,) 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  as  re- 
garded the  general  question  of  the  posi- 
tion of  the  surgeons  of  the  gaols  in 
Ireland,  he  might  say  that  he  was  at 
that  moment  in  communication  with  the 
Prisons  Board  on  the  subject.  With 
regard  to  the  proposal  to  report  Pro- 
gress, it  was  true  that  the  Committee  had 
been  eight  or  nine  hours  in  Supply ;  but 
he  must  remind  hon.  Members  that  they 
had  only  passed  one  single  Vote.  They 
were  then  at  a  period  of  the  Session 
when  it  niust  be  manifest  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  the  deliberations  of  the 
House  would  have  to  be  protracted  to  a 
much  longer  period  than  usual  if  they 
made  no  greater  progress  than  they  had 
already  done.  He  must,  therefore,  ask 
the  assistance  of  the  Committee  in  dis- 
posing of  the  work  before  them ;  for 
unless  the  work  was  done  it  would  be 
utterly  idle  for  the  Government  to  at- 
tempt to  carry  on  the  afiairs  of  the 
country. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  thought  that  they 
had  made  considerable  progress  that 
night.  They  had  already  disposed  of 
£1,000,000  on  account  of  the  Irish  Con- 
stabulary. No  one  who  knew  anything 
of  Irish  affairs  could  doubt  that  that  Vote 
covered  the  whole  government  of  Ireland. 
It  might  seem  strange  to  English  Gen- 
tlemen, unacquainted  with  the  system 
in  Ireland,  that  a  Vote  of  that  kind  was 
so  important  a  matter.  But  Irish  Mem- 
bers had  really  been  discussing  prac- 
tical topics  connected  with  all  kinds  of 
subjects  affecting  the  government  of 
Ireland.  The  Committee  had  voted 
£1,000,000  that  night,  and  he  hoped 
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that  the  (Jovernment  wonld  see  that  it 
would  be  a  reasonable  thing  now  to 
report  Progreee.  Hon.  Members  who 
had  made  no  contributions  to  the  debate, 
and  had  rendered  no  assistance  to  Public 
Business,  except  in  the  Smoke-Hoom  and 
Tea-Boom,  might  not  see  the  desirability 
of  now  reporting  Progress.  He  cast 
no  reproach  upon  such  hon.  Members ; 
but  he  appealed  to  them  to  consider 
those  who  had  been  engaged  in  the 
work  of  the  Committee. 

Mb.  PLUNKET  said,  that  the  case  of 
the  prison  surgeons  was  one  in  which 
he  had  taken  considerable  interest,  and 
he  quite  agreed  with  all  that  had  been 
said  as  to  their  position  and  character. 
He  also  agreed,  to  a  great  extent,  with 
the  claims  put  forward  on  their  behalf. 
A  great  many  of  their  grievances,  how- 
ever, were  in  a  fair  way  of  redress.  To- 
morrow, a  deputation  would  wait  upon 
the  Chief  Secretary,  in  order  to  discuss 
those  grievances,  and  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary had  told  them  that  he  was  in  com- 
munication with  the  Prisons  Board  on 
the  subject.  If  the  answer  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  to  the  complaints  of 
the  medical  officers  was  unsatisfactory, 
then  he  should  be  inclined  to  support 
his  hon.  Friend  in  again  urging  the 
claims  of  this  useful  body  of  public  ser- 
vants ;  if  the  result  was  unsatisfactory, 
he  would  support  not  only  his  hon. 
Friend,  but  anyone  else  who  might 
take  up  their  case.  He  should  not,  how- 
ever, aidvise  his  hon.  Friend,  and  those 
who  advocated  the  case  of  the  prison 
surgeons,  to  allow  their  case  to  be  mixed 
up  with  the  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress that  evening.  Nothing  could  more 
damage  the  case  of  the  prison  surgeons 
than  to  allow  it  to  be  mixed  up  in  that 
Motion.  They  had  been  eight  hours 
and  a-half — he  must  say,  deliberately — 
wasting  the  public  time.  Nothing  could 
be  more  unfortunate,  in  the  interest  of 
those  for  whom  he  was  sure  his  hon. 
Friend  intended  to  do  his  best,  than  in 
any  way  to  mix  up  their  case  in  attempt 
to  delay  the  progress  of  Public  Business. 
He  had  not  been  in  the  House  all  the 
evening,  although  he  had  been  there  a 
considerable  time;  but  he  had  only  heard 
the  same  arguments  repeated  over  and 
over  again,  in  a  manner  the  only  ob- 
ject of  which  could  be  to  waste  public 
time. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  they  had 
been  reproached  again  that  evening  by 


an  Irish  Member.  He  would  not  have 
paid  much  attention  to  English  Mem- 
bers ;  but  he  must  draw  attention  to  the 
fact  that  the  G-ovemment  had  put  for- 
ward a  University  Member,  who  did 
not  represent  the  views  of  Ireland.  The 
Universities  did  not  represent  the  life  of 
Ireland,  nor  did  they  represent  Irish- 
men, or  Irish  opinion.  Yet  the  Govern- 
ment had  put  forward  to  reproach  them 
a  Gentleman  like  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Dublin  University. 

Mr.  gray  said,,  that  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Dublin  University 
had  reproached  them  with  obstructing 
the  Business  of  the  House.  He  remem- 
bered that  for  a  considerable  period  of 
the  evening  there  was  not  a  single 
Member  sitting  on  the  Benches  where 
the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  now 
sat.  He  had  had  no  intention  of  press- 
ing the  Motion  to  report  Progress,  if  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  not 
acceded  to  it ;  but  after  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
University  he  should  persevere  in  the 
Motion.  It  now  remained  for  the  Mem- 
bers of  Her  Majesty's  Government  who 
had  been  present  during  the  discussion 
either  to  adopt  or  repudiate  the  charge 
which  had  been  made  against  Irish 
Members. 

Mr.  YEBNEB  had  understood  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
University  to  say  that  he  deprecated  the 
case  of  the  doctors  being  mixed  up  with, 
and  prejudiced  by,  any  question  of  re- 
porting Progress.  He  would  join  with 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  in  saying 
that  it  would  be  a  very  great  mistake, 
and  very  damaging  to  the  case  brought 
before  them,  to  allow  it  in  any  way  to  be 
mixed  up  in  the  proceedings  for  delaying 
the  Business  of  the  Committee.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Member  had  condemned 
the  excessive  amount  of  talk  and  waste 
of  time  throughout  the  Sitting,  and  it 
had  been  said  that  these  remarks  came 
from  a  Member  who  did  not  represent 
any  section  of  the  Irish  people.  It  could 
not,  however,  be  saia  that  he  (Mr. 
Yerner)  did  not  represent  any  section; 
and  he  begged,  as  an  Irish  Member  re- 
presenting an  important  constituen(ry, 
to  express  his  concurrence  in  the  obser- 
vations which  had  been  made,  for  he 
had  been  present  during  nearly  the 
whole  evening,  and  at  one  part  of  it 
when  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary 
(Mr.  Gray)  himself  was  not  present. 
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Mr.  SULLIVAN  understood  the  hon. 
Member  for  County  Armagh,  who  had 
just  Bat  down,  to  join  in  the  accusation 
that  had  been  made  against  them  of 
wasting  public  time.  He  might  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  was  the 
only  Member  of  the  Committee  who  had 
been  called  to  Order  that  evening. 
Therefore,  according  to  the  ruling  of  the 
Chair,  he  was  the  only  Member  who 
had  wasted  public  time.  He  granted 
that  he  had  been  rivalled  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Finsbury  (Sir 
Andrew  Lusk) ;  but  they  were  the  only 
two  Members  who  had  taken  up  public 
time  by  wandering  from  the  subject 
before  the  Committee.  During  the 
evening  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  University  had  not  made  a 
single  useful  contribution  to  the  discus- 
sion. Perhaps  that  was  because  the 
constituency  he  represented  took  an  in- 
finitesimal interest  in  the  subjects 
under  debate.  He  would  point  out  that 
hon.  Members  who  had  been  all  the 
night  in  the  House  had  taken  great  in- 
terest in  the  various  points  raised  by 
the  Vote  for  the  Constabulary. 

The  CHAIEMAN  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  that  he  would 
not  be  in  Order,  upon  a  Motion  to  re- 
port Progress,  in  reverting  to  the  discus- 
sion of  the  preceding  Vote. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  Univer- 
sity had  referred  to  the  discussions 
which  had  taken  place,  and  he  could 
not  see  how  he  could  be  out  of  Order 
if  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  not 
been  out  of  Order. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  he  would 
point  out  the  distinction  between  the 
two  cases.  If  one  hon.  Member  said 
that,  in  the  course  of  Business,  time  had 
been  wasted,  that  observation  did  not 
exceed  the  limits  of  discussion ;  but  for 
another  hon.  Member  to  propose  to  re- 
sume the  discussion  that  had  been 
already  disposed  of  by  the  Committee 
was  out  of  Order. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  that  he  com- 
plained of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Dublin  University  charging  them 
with  delaying  the  conduct  of  Public 
Business,  for  what  they  had  done  had 
been  under  the  deepest  sense  of  duty  to 
their  constituents.  In  his  opinion,  every 
hon.  Member  from  Ireland  who  had 
taken  part  in  the  discussion  had  some 
substantial  case  behind  him  in  the  mat- 


ter which  he  had  brought  forward.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  discussion  had 
been  eminently  practical,  and  perfectly 
germane  to  the  Vote  under  discussion. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER thought  that  if  they  wished  to 
be  practical  they  had  better  come  to 
some  decision  as  to  the  course  they 
should  take.  The  time  of  the  Committee 
had  been  occupied  for  a  long  time  that 
evening,  and  they  had  only  passed  one 
Vote,  while  they  had,  to  a  considerable 
extent,  discussed  a  second.  If  the  second 
Vote  required  more  discussion,  he  was 
sure  the  Committee  would  be  willing  to 
make  exertions  to  continue  it  and  pass 
it.  The  Government  would  not  attempt 
to  press  for  any  more  Votes  if  the  one 
before  the  Committee  were  passed.  He 
thought,  considering  the  time  of  the  Ses- 
sion, and  considering  the  amount  of 
Business  before  them,  that  they  should 
at  least  pass  the  second  Vote.  It  would 
be  well  not  to  waste  further  time  in 
deciding  upon  what  they  should  do. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that  there  had 
been  one  satisfactory  result  of  the  dis- 
cussion they  had  had  that  evening. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Mayo  (Mr.  O'Con- 
nor Power)  had  given  Notice  of  a  Mo- 
tion upon  the  question  of  the  appoint- 
ment to  the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary  of 
raw  and  inexperienced  politicians.  He 
thought  that  that  evening  they  had  re- 
ceived every  courtesy  and  every  atten- 
tion that  could  be  paid  them  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  who  now  held  the 
Office  of  Chief  Secretary.  His  conduct 
had  been  a  marked  contrast  to  the  ex- 
placeman  and  eager  parti zan  who  for- 
merly occupied  the  Office  of  Chief 
Secre  tarv . 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  thought 
that  the  Business  of  the  Committee 
should  not  be  measured  by  length,  and 
that  it  was  not  a  fair  criterion  of  what 
they  had  done  to  say  that  they  had  only 
passed  one  Vote.  The  Vote  they  had 
passed  had  been  of  a  considerable 
amount,  and  was  of  most  vital  interest 
to  the  people  of  Ireland.  He  did  not 
think  that  a  single  moment  of  time  had 
been  wasted.  If  there  was  to  be  no 
further  discussion,  he  trusted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  would  take 
a  Division  upon  his  Motion. 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  wished  to  say  that 
he  did  not  see  any  reason  why  the  ques- 
tion which  he  had  raised  should  be 
mixed  up  with  that  of  the  adjournment 
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of  the  Committee.  He  only  wished  to 
obtain  an  assuranoe  from  the  Chief  Se- 
oretarj  that  the  claims  of  the  medical 
officers  of  the  prisons  in  Ireland  should 
be  attended  to.  A  deputation  would 
wait  upon  the  Chief  Secretary  to-mor- 
row ;  and  he  thought  it  would  be  in  the 
interests  of  the  medical  men  themselves 
that  he  should  ask  permission  of  the 
Committee  to  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Thb  chairman  said,  the  hon. 
Member  could  not  withdraw  his  Motion, 
until  the  Motion  to  report  Progress  had 
been  disposed  of. 

Mr.  GBAY  said,  he  intended  to  take 
a  Diyision  upon  his  Motion,  as  a  most 
unjustifiable  charge  had  been  made 
by  an  hon.  and  learned  Member  upon 
the  Government  side  of  the  House,  and 
the  Government,  by  their  silence,  had 
endorsed  it. 

Mr.  MELDON,  having  taken  part  in 
the  proceedings  of  the  Committee  that 
evening,  supposed  that  he  was  one  of 
those  charged  with  wasting  time.  He 
was  not  in  the  habit  of  wasting  time,  and 
he  was  deeply  pained  by  hearing  the 
observations  made  by  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend.  He  could  say  that, 
during  the  whole  of  his  Parliamentary 
experience,  he  had  never  heard  a  more 
interesting  discussion  than  that  which 
had  taken  place  that  evening.  If  he 
were  allowed  to  refer  to  the  proceedings 
of  the  Committee,  he  thought  he  could 
show  that  no  time  had  been  wasted. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  the  Irish 
Members  who  had  taken  part  in  the 
discussion  that  evening  represented  the 
great  majority  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
It  was  not  the  fault  of  the  Irish  Members 
that  their  small  numbers  were  voted 
down;  but  he  would  point  out  that 
there  was  one  infallible  method  of 
shortening  the  discussion.  If  the  Govern- 
ment were  to  redress  the  grievances  of 
the  people  of  Ireland,  as  they  might  do, 
then  they  would  at  once  be  doing  an 
act  of  justice  and  facilitating  Public 
Business. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  thought 
that  there  had  been  no  intention  to  pro- 
tract the  discussion  that  evening;  and 
he  did  not  think  that  it  could  be  shown 
that  more  time  had  been  spent  in  dis- 
cussing the  Votes  than  was  absolutely 
necessary.  The  Vote  which  they  were 
now  discussing  was  a  very  important 
one,  and  he  did  not  think  that  it  would 
be  possible  to  get  through  it  that  even- 


ing. It  would  be  of  no  use  to  take  Divi- 
sion after  Division  upon  the  question  of 
i*eporting  Progress. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  remarked,  that  they 
had  only  discussed  one  grievance  upon 
the  Vote  now  under  consideration.  When 
the  subject  of  the  prison  surgeons  had 
been  finished  there  were  several  others  to 
be  gone  into,  and  he  did  not  see  any 
chance  of  bring  the  matter  to  an  end 
that  evening. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  thought 
that  they  had  arrived  at  an  hour  at 
which  it  would  be  reasonable  to  report 
Progress.  He,  for  one,  would  exert  to 
the  utmost  all  the  privileges  which  he 
possessed  for  preventing  the  discussion 
of  questions  of  immense  importance  to 
Ireland  at  an  hour  when  they  would 
practically  have  to  be  discussed  in 
camera. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided:  —  Ayes  20; 
Noes  99  :  Majority  79. — (Div.  List, 
No.  190.) 

Mb.  ERRINGTON  begged  to  with- 
draw his  Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Majob  O'GORMAN  moved  that  the 
Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
^'That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (i%*or  0' Gorman.) 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  supported 
very  cordially  the  Motion  that  the  Chair- 
man do  now  leave  the  Chair.  The 
longer  time  the  matter  was  protracted 
the  stronger  would  be  the  opposition  to 
it.  It  was  felt  by  those  who  had  really 
taken  part  in  Public  Business  that  it 
was  now  time  when  their  proceedings 
should  come  to  an  end. 

Mb.  gray  said,  that  a  charge  of  a 
most  offensive  character  had  been  made 
against  some  hon.  Members.  They  now 
invited  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
say  whether  they  supported  that  charge. 

Mb.  PLTJNKET  said,  that  his  ob- 
servations were  made  without  the 
slightest  reference  to  anyone  else,  and 
the  opinion  which  he  expressed  was  en- 
tirely his  own. 

Mb.  J.  LO  WTHER  said,  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 
versity had  certainly  expressed  his  views 
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without  reference  to  the  Government; 
but  he  did  not  understand  his  hon.  and 
learned  Friend  to  make  any  personal 
charge,  but  only  to  express  his  opinion 
that  their  proceedings  had  been  some- 
what unduly  protracted.  He  confessed 
that  his  own  opinion  was  that  if  all  the 
Votes  were  discussed  at  the  same  length 
as  they  had  discussed  the  first  one,  it 
would  be  quite  impossible  to  get  through 
them  all  before  the  end  of  the  Session. 
They  had  60  Votes  altogether  to  get 
through  in  the  Civil  Estimates,  in  addi- 
tion to  those  remaining  over  from  the 
Army  and  Navy.  He  wished,  there- 
fore, to  put  it  to  the  Committee  that 
they  should  allow  the  Prisons  Vote  to 
be  passed,  it  having  been  already  dis- 
cussed for  over  two  hours.  Several  im- 
portant Irish  Votes  remained  to  be  dis- 
cussed, and  the  time  at  the  disposal  of 
the  House  might,  at  that  period  of  the 
Session,  bo  couuted  by  minutes.  Tho 
Government  would  not  be  justified  in 
holding  out  to  the  Committee  that  they 
could  provide  time  for  the  discussion  of 
these  Votes  unless  some  progress  was 
made.  He  trusted  that  the  Committee 
would  dispose  of  the  Vote  now  under 
consideration. 

Mr.  IklELDON  said,  that  the  Prisons 
Vote  was  really  an  important  one.  He 
would  suggest  that  one  or  two  Votes  of 
minor  im])ortanco  should  be  taken,  and 
that  the  discussion  of  the  Prisons  Vote 
should  be  postponed.    • 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  agreed  with 
the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Kildare.  He  was  satisfied 
that  there  was  no  foundation  for  the 
charge  made  against  Irish  Members  of 
wasting  time. 

Mr.  CALLAN  did  not  think  it  became 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
University,  who  had  not  been  in  the 
House  a  great  part  of  the  evening,  to 
lecture  Irish  Membera  who  had  been 
there  and  had  raised  discussions  on  im- 
portant subjects. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  really 
thought  that  enough  had  been  said  with 
regard  to  the  observations  of  his  hon. 
and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Dublin  University.  Whether  those  ob- 
servations were  judicious  or  not  he  was 
not  prepared  to  say;  but  some  hon. 
Members  were  naturally  somewhat  ag- 
grieved by  them.  The  object  of  all  hon. 
Members  ought  to  be  to  get  through  tho 
Business  upon  which  thoy  wore  engaged. 

Mr.  J,  Lowther 


He  did  not  profess  to  understand  the 
prisons  of  Ireland,  although  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway  might  do  so. 
There  were  a  great  many  other  import- 
ant subjects  to  be  discussed,  and  it 
would  leave  very  little  time  at  their  dis- 
posal if  they  were,  at  that  period  of  the 
Session,  to  cease  work  at  half-past  2  in 
the  morning.  He,  therefore,  hoped  that 
they  would  pass  another  Vote  that  even- 
ing. 

Mr.    SULLIVAN    asked,     whether 
they  could  not  go  on  with  the  other 
Orders  of  the  Day,  instead  of  continninn^ 
the  discussion  upon  the  Estimates  ?   If 
there  was  any  one  part  of  their  pro- 
ceedings as  to  which  the  Govemmenft 
should  insure  the  fullest  and  ft^est  dis- 
cussion,   it    was    upon    the   Votes  for 
public  money.     Some  of  the  observationi 
which  had  been  made  were  the  more  to 
be  regretted,  as  two  right  hon.  Gentlemen 
sitting  on  the  Treasury  Bench — the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  and  the  Attoroej 
General  for  Ireland — had  met  them  in 
the  best  temper  and  spirit,  and  had  been 
ready  to  listen  attentively  to  all  that  bad 
been    advanced.      During  the  Seerioo 
they  received  from    their    constitaenti 
various  communications,  in  which  As 
necessity  was  shown  for  calling  the  it- 
tention  of  Parliament  to  various  matten. 
In  place  of  putting  down  those  subjeoti 
as  Motions,  he   had   hitherto  reeoted 
those  matters  for  discussion  upon  thi 
Estimates.      Thus,    in    discussing  thi 
Votes,  they  had  felt  that  they  had  been 
discussing   a    dozen     questions,  vhick 
otherwise  would  have  occupied  a  whole 
evening.     He  might  say  that,  speskiaK 
from  his  own  knowledge  and  for  eereiti 
of  his  hon.  Friends,  the  time  of  Parii^ 
ment  had  been  greatly  economised  ii 
that  manner. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  thought  that  tto 
charges  which  had  been  made  again^ 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Dublin 
University  were  really  somewhat  unlur, 
for  he  had  only  given  utterance  to  the 
prejudices  of  his  Party,  as  was  erident 
by  the  manner  in  which  his  sentimenti 
were  cheered  by  his  CoUeagnes.  Ht 
would  not  discriminate  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  from  his  Party,  for  not 
only  in  that  House,  but  outside  of  it.  a 
Cabinet  Minister  could  not  open  Ui 
mouth  without  uttering  something  u- 
favourable  with  reference  to  the  Iiuh 
Party.  Except  in  that  point  of  view,  h# 
did  not  fi^t'o  any  reason  for  aniiiuidTertily 


949 


Supplf — CivU 


{July  21,  1879] 


Service  Estimates. 


950 


upon  what  had  been  said  by  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Dublin  Uni- 
Tcrsity. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  the  Go- 

Temment  felt  that,  having  deyoted  the 

whole  evening  to  the  discussion  of  Irish 

Estimates,    aome    substantial    progress 

ought  to  be  made.     If  hon.  Members 

thought  that  any  special  Votes  could  not 

receive  attention  at  that  time,  there  was 

no  desire  to  force  them  on.     All  that  the 

Oovemment  desired  was  to  make  some 

substantial    prog^ss;    and    if   it    was 

understood  that  the  Committee  was  to  be 

allowed  to  make  substantial  progress, 

then  he  would  not  press  for  a  decision 

Qpon  the  Vote  under  discussion. 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  suggested  that  there 
were  other  Votes  which  had  been 
omitted,  and  which  could  be  taken. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  Motion  that  he  should  leave  the 
Chair  must  be  withdrawn  before  any 
other  Motion  could  be  put. 

ILb.  BIGGAR  did  not  think  that  the 
piqKMition  of  the  hon.  Member  would 
meet  with  the  acceptance  of  the  whole 
Irish  Party.  He  would  suggest  that 
they  should  then  report  Progpress,  and 
should  get  through  the  Votes  another 
time. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  said,  he  would  ask 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Major  0' Gorman)  to  withdraw  his 
Motion.  He  cordially  agreed  with  the 
suggestion  that  they  should  make  pro- 
gress with  other  Votes. 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  remarked,  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
teemed  to  think  that  he  wished  some 
important  Votes  to  be  brought  on.    That 
VIS  not  so. 
Mb.  O'CONNOR   POWER  thought 
that  it  would  simplify  matters  if  they 
VBderstood  exactly  what  was  the  pro- 
foul  of  the  Chief  Secretary. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  suggested  that 
^  should  take  the  remaining  Votes  in 
QaasS. 

Mb.  CALLAN  objected  to  Vote  36 
being  taken. 

Ml  GRAY  asked  what  Votes  the 
Ooremment  suggested  should  be  taken  ? 
8iB  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
*>id,  he  proposed  to  take  the  remaining 
Toteain  Class  3 — namely,  Votes  35,  36, 
87.  28,  24,  25,  26,  30,  31,  32,  and  33. 

Mr.  biggar  supposed  that  these 
Totes  were  not  very  important;  but, 
itfll,  it  was  necessary  for  them  to  look 


over  them  and  see  whether  there  was 
anything  in  them  to  which  they  ought 
to  object. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  that  an  im- 
portant discussion  would  arise  upon  the 
Vote  with  respect  to  the  Law  Charges 
for  Criminal  Prosecutions. 

Major  NOLAN  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  met  in  a  reasonable 
spirit.  He  thought  that  they  had  made 
a  reasonable  compromise  with  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen, who  thought  that  the  Vote 
under  discussion  required  further  con- 
sideration. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  agreed  that  the 
Vote  for  the  Law  Charges  for  the  Crimi- 
nal Prosecution  of  Prisoners  would  re- 
quire considerable  discussion.  He  did 
not  think  that  it  should  be  taken  then. 

Mr.  CALLAN  objected  to  Vote  25 
being  taken,  as  he  considered  that  it 
would  raise  a  discussion. 

The  chairman  asked  if  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Waterford  pro- 
posed to  withdraw  his  Motion  ? 

Major  O'GORMAN:  No,  Sir;  I  cer- 
tainly do  not.  I  consider  it  a  perfect 
monstrosity  that  we  should  go  on  with 
the  discussion  at  this  time.  We  are 
accused  of  obstruction ;  but  I  heard  no 
charge  of  obstruction  made  when  the 
noble  Marquess,  the  head  of  the  Whig 
Party,  got  up  and  wasted,  in  the  most 
abominable  obstruction,  a  whole  day 
long,  finishing  up  by  being  defeated  by 
a  majority  of  106 — which  he  richly  de- 
served. No  one  found  fault  with  him  ; 
but  numbers  of  Members  find  fault  with 
us  Irishmen.  We  are  not  obstructing — 
we  are  doing  the  Business  of  the  country 
by  arguing  every  question  that  comes 
before  us ;  but  when  we  are  asked 
to  enter  into  a  question  at  3  o'clock  in 
the  morning,  I  think  it  is  perfectly 
monstrous. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  said,  that  it  had  been  the  wish 
of  the  Government  to  go  on  with  the 
Vote ;  but  there  seemed  to  be  a  feeling 
amongst  some  hon.  Members  that  the 
Vote  under  discussion  ought  to  be  post- 
poned, and  another  taken.  Then,  the 
Government  had  offered  to  defer  going 
on  with  that  Vote,  and  to  take  others.  A 
long  discussion  had  now  been  going  on 
as  to  the  course  they  should  adopt ;  and 
he  thought  that  they  ought  to  arrive  at 
some  decision.  The  Government  wore 
ready  to  postpone  the  Prisons  Vote, 
provided  they  were  allowed  to  go 
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with  the  Votes  which  had  been  already 
alluded  to  under  the  head  of  Class  3. 
If  hon.  Members  continued  the  present 
discussion,  they  would  get  to  5  o'clock 
before  doing  anything.  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Waterford  would 
consent  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  or 
allow  them  to  divide  upon  it,  he  hoped 
that  some  Votes  might  be  passed.  The 
G-overnment  had  already  done  what  it 
could  to  meet  the  wishes  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers by  agreeing  to  postpone  the  Queen's 
Colleges  and  Queen's  University  Votes, 
which  were  intended  to  be  taken.  He 
thought  they  should  be  met  in  the  same 
spirit. 

Mb.  QBAY  hoped  that  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Waterford  would 
agree  to  the  suggestion  which  had  been 
made. 

Major  O'GORMAN  said,  that  as  it 
was  the  unanimous  desire  of  the  Com- 
mittee he  begged  to  withdraw  his 
Motion. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(2.)  £41,906,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools, 
Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  might 
mention  that  his  attention  had  been 
drawn  to  the  case  of  the  Milltown 
School,  in  Belfast.  He  had  received  a 
Report  with  reference  to  the  conduct 
of  an  Inspector,  and  the  matter  was 
under  the  consideration  of  the  Govern- 
ment. 

Mr.  CALLAN  had  understood  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  had  no  objection  to 
postpone  Vote  36.  A  very  important 
question  arose  upon  it  as  to  the  conduct 
of  one  of  the  Inspectors  connected  with 
those  schools.  It  was  his  intention  to 
bring  before  the  notice  of  the  House 
some  very  grave  charges  of  partizanship 
on  the  part  of  that  person.  The  In- 
spector in  question  was  a  Liberal,  and 
the  correspondence  which  had  been 
furnished  showed  that  he  had  refused, 
for  four  years,  to  grant  a  certificate  to 
Milltown  School  at  Belfast. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  thought 
the  statement  he  had  made  would  meet 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Member.  The  hon. 
Member  had  called  his  attention  to  the 
case  of  this  school  in  Belfast,  and  he  had 
told  him  that  he  was  not  at  the  moment 
able  to  make  a  satisfactory  inquiry.    He 

I^e  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


had  since  considered  the  matter,  and 
received  a  Report  with  regard  to  the 
conduct  of  the  school  Inspector.  If  the 
hon.  Member  wished  to  caU  attention 
to  the  Inspector*8  conduct,  he  could 
bring  the  matter  forward. 

Mr.  a.  MOORE  would  press  upon 
his  hon.  Friend  not  to  press  his  opposi- 
tion, since  Her  Majesty's  Ooyemment 
had  taken  up  the  matter. 

Mr.  CALLAN  said,  that,  in  defer- 
ence to  the  manner  in  which  the  Chief 
Secretary  had  met  them  in  the  course  of 
that  evening,  he  begged  to  withdraw 
his  opposition.     He  might  say  that  he 
did  it  solely  and  simply  to  mark  iiii 
appreciation  of  the  manner  in  which 
they  had  been  met  by  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(3.)  £4,824,  to  complete  the  sam  for 
Dundrum  Criminal  Lunatic  Asylum, 
agreed  to. 

(4.)  £8,441,  to  complete  the  snm  for 
the  Land  Judge's  Offices,  Ireland,  ayui 
to. 

(5.)  £14,444,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Registry  of  Deeds  (Ireland). 

Mr.  MELDON  wished  to  call  atten- 
tion to  a  question  which  arose  in  oca- 
nection  with  this  Vote.  Owing  to  the 
action  of  the  Treasury,  the  efficiency  of 
this  particular  public  Office  in  Irelw 
had  been  considerably  diminished,  b 
1873  two  vacancies  occurred  in  the 
Registry  of  Deeds,  and  the  Registitt 
did  everything  necessary  to  £11  theia 
up;  but  the  Treasury  refused  tomtke 
the  appointments,  because  they  siid 
that  some  Committee  was  sitting  whidi 
might  make  some  change  in  the  arrange- 
ments. Those  appointments  remained 
unfilled,  and  the  thing  went  on  until 
there  were  no  less  than  eight  vacandee 
in  the  Office.  Those  positions  had  beea 
temporarily  filled  by  the  Treasuiy  bj 
the  appointment  of  writers,  who  were 
unable  to  do  the  work,  or  supply  the 
place,  of  the  trained  clerks  who  had  fiff- 
merly  occupied  the  positions.  About 
the  beginning  of  the  year  the  Treasmy 
filled  up  two  or  three  appointments; 
but  the  persons  appointed,  after  having 
been  in  possession  of  their  offices  for  t 
little  while,  had  had  their  appointments 
cancelled  by  an  order  of  the  Treasn^* 
By  those  means  the  effiden^  of  the 
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Office  had  been  mucli  endangered ;  and 
he  should  like  to  know  whether  the 
Treasury  intended  to  fill  up  the  vacancies 
that  now  existed  ? 

Tna  ATTORNEY  GENERAL   fob 
lEELAND   (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  a 
Boyal  Commission  was  at  present  con- 
sidering the  whole  question  with  refer- 
ence to  this  Office,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
whatever  that  the  fact  of  the  delay  in 
filling  up  the  appointments  was  due  to 
the  subject  having  been  under  consider- 
ation.   He  might  say  that  the  Report 
of  that  Royal   Commission   would    bo 
Terr  soon    presented,   and    that    some 
Batiftfactorv  arrangement  would  be  made, 
lla.  MELDON  said,  that  if  it  were 
the  intention  of  the  Treasury  to  postpone 
its  decision  until  the  Report  of  the  Royal 
Commission  was  received,  and  then  to 
fill  up  the  appointments,  he  thought  the 
irrangement  would  be  perfectly  satis- 
factory. 

Tote  agreed  to, 

(6.)  £2,070,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
tlie  Begistry  of  Judgments,  Ireland, 
•jrteito. 

(7.)  £56,245,  to  complete  the  sum 
fer  County  Court  Officers,  &c.,  Ireland, 
Mntito. 

(8.)  £103,017,  to  complete  the  sum 
fcr  the  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police. 

Ue.  gray  said,  that  he  had  received 
lome  50  or  60  letters  complaining  of  the 
vtj  in  which  fines  were  inflicted  if  con- 
cretions were  not  secured.  Ho  wished 
ilao  to  draw  attention  to  the  manner  in 
vhich  the  Metropolitan  police  were 
treated  in  the  matter  of  pensions.  Up 
to  t  very  recent  period,  if  a  member  of 
tlie  Dublin  Metropolitan  Police  Force 
feond  himself  dying,  either  by  injuries 
nceived  in  the  discharge  of  his  duty,  or 
otherwise,  he  was  given  great  facilities 
by  the  authorities  to  commute  his  pen- 
>on  into  a  lump  sum.  Under  ordinary 
orcamstances,  he  might  either  make  a 
ttnunutation  or  receive  a  lump  sum  in 
fiea  of  pension.  Members  of  the  Police 
Poice  thus  dying  had  been  permitted  to 
commute  their  pensions  from  a  feeling 
tktt  an  indirect  provision  was  thus 
Bttde  for  their  wives  and  families.  In 
0^  case  that  occurred  in  which  men 
*9re  unable  to  complete  the  necessary 
pipers,  but  had  verbally  agreed  to  com- 
&Qt9  their  penaions,  it  was  h^ld  to  be 


sufficient,  and  the  commutation  was 
granted  to  their  wives  and  families. 
But  within  the  last  few  months  technical 
objections  had  been  raised  to  defects  in 
the  papers,  and  the  commutation  had 
been  refused.  Many  men  had  thus  died 
under  the  impression  that  they  were 
securing  for  their  wives  and  families 
some  provision  ;  and  it  was  the  feeling 
of  the  Chief  Commissioner  that  those 
cases  were  worthy  of  consideration.  He 
himself  had  seen  men  in  articula  mortis 
agree  to  commute  their  pensions  for 
the  benefit  of  their  widows,  and  that 
commutation  had  been  recognized  by 
the  authorities.  He  would  ask  the 
Chief  Secretary  if  he  would  do  some- 
thing by  which  the  injustice  inflicted 
upon  members  of  the  force,  by  taking 
technical  objections  to  the  commutations 
made  in  articula  moriisy  should  be 
remedied  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  the 
hon.  Member  had  complained  of  fines 
being  inflicted  upon  the  Police  Force 
for  not  obtaining  convictions.  That  was 
a  form  of  payment  by  results  which  ho 
was  not  prepared  to  endorse.  With 
regard  to  the  subject  of  the  commuta- 
tion of  pensions,  be  could  give  no 
answer  at  that  time,  but  would  look 
into  it. 

Mr.  MELDON  said,  that  with  regard 
to  the  infliction  of  fines,  he  could  inform 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  there  was 
proat  dissatisfaction  among  the  police. 
The  fines  that  were  inflicted  wore  enor- 
mous ;  and  he  did  not  think  that  the 
members  of  the  force  were  to  blame 
in  the  matter.  It  was  only  on  occa- 
sions like  the  discussion  of  the  Votes 
that  the  complaints  of  the  members  of 
the  Police  Force  could  be  brought  for- 
ward. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  observed,  that  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  said  he  would  con- 
sider this  matter;  but,  doubtless,  the 
Treasury  would  have  something  to  say 
to  it.  AVhere  a  constable  commuted  his 
pension  it  ought  to  be  done  before  ho 
died. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrotCj 
at  Two  of  the  clock ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  upon  Wednes- 
day, 
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BANKETJPTCT   LAW  AMENDMENT 
BILL  [Lorrft]— [Bill  114.] 

{Ur.  AtUmeif  Oeneral,) 
8B00ND  BEADDra.      [aDJOTJBNED  DBBATB.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [16th  July], 
"That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." 

Question  again  proposed. 
Debate  resumed. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  (Sir 
John  Holkbe)  :  I  wish  to  make  one 
or  two  observations  with  reference .  to 
this  Bill,  and  I  hope  that  the  House 
will  now  allow  it  to  be  read  a  second 
time.  I  then  propose  to  move  that  it 
be  committed  pro  formd.  I  think  that 
course  will  meet  with  the  approval  of 
the  House,  and  I  may  say  that  I  make 
the  proposal  in  consequence  of  the  re- 
commendation of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Coventry  (Sir  Henry  Jack- 
son). I  have  only  this  further  remark 
to  make — that  the  Government  will  be 
quite  willing,  next  Session,  to  introduce 
into  the  House  a  Bill  for  the  considera- 
tion of  the  Law  of  Bankruptcy — that 
has  been  suggested,  and  the  Govern- 
ment are  quite  willing  to  do  so.  I  have 
to  move  that  the  Bui  be  now  read  a 
second  time. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  thought  there 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  only  plan 
for  remedying  the  present  defects  of  the 
law  was  to  adopt  'the  course  suggested 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  complained  that  a 
Bill  of  an  important  character  like  the 
present  had  been  left  to  that  period  of 
the  Session.  He  only  hoped  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  would  not  attempt 
to  force  the  amended  Bill  through  the 
House  at  that  late  period  of  the  Session, 
for  it  seemed  to  him  that  it  would  be 
very  likely  to  give  rise  to  considerable 
discussion. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed; 
considered  in  Committee,  and  reported; 
to  be  printed,  as  amended  [Bill  254] ; 
rC'Committed  for  Monday  next. 

Home  adjourned  at  a  quarter 

before  Four  o'clock 

in  the  moxning. 
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MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— iVri*  Mending—' 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Commence- 
ment) (167). 

Second  Reading — Commoiui  Act  (1876)  Amend- 
ment (162). 

Commt<<e0—J^«ywf— Customs  Buildings*  (146). 

Third  i2tfa</tM^— Public  Loans  Hemission*  (144) ; 
Army  Discipline  and  Begulation  (166),  and 
pasted. 

BRENTFORD  AND  ISLEWORTH  TRAM- 
WAYS BILL. 

THIBB  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  3\" 

Lord  TBT7E0  moved  an  Amendment 
that  the  Bill  be  read  a  third  time  that 
day  three  months.  The  noble  Lord  said, 
that  the  proposed  tramway  would  begin 
nowhere  and  end  nowhere,  and,  in  fact, 
the  two  ends  had  no  other  purpose  than 
to  continue  the  central  section.  The 
opponents  of  the  Bill  were  the  inhabi- 
tants of  the  district,  and,  as  far  as  he 
knew,  no  Petition  had  been  presented 
in  its  favour.  He  did  not  know  who 
the  promoters  were.  Li  fact,  all  that 
was  required  in  starting  a  project  of  the 
kind  was  an  engineer  and  a  solicitor. 
The  South-Western  Eailway  afforded 
accommodation  to  the  travelling  public 
of  the  locality.  The  market  gardeners 
of  the  district  and  the  waggoners  who 
used  the  road  on  which  the  proposed 
tramway  would  be  laid  down  were 
strong  in  their  opposition  to  the  scheme, 
and  there  was  not  the  least  prospect  of 
such  a  passenger  traffic  on  the  road  as 
would  make  the  tramway  desirable. 

Amendment  moved,  to  leave  out 
C'now")  and  add  at  the  end  of  the 
Motion  ("this  day  three  months"). — 
{The  Lord  5>«ro.) 

The  Earl  of  BEDESDALE  (Chair- 
KAN  of  Committees)  said,  he  did  not 
feel  justified  in  opposing  the  Bill,  which 
had  come  up  from  the  Commons. 

On  Question,  That  (''now")  stand 
part  of  the  Motion?  Their  Lordships 
divided : — Contents  44 ;  Not-Coutents  6  : 
Majority  39. 
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general  to  amending  Bills  which  have 
passed  Select  Committees  of  both  Houses 
of  Parliament,  there  seems  to  be  no 
reasonable  objection  to  make  some  al- 
teration in  the  direction  suggested  by 
the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of  Camper- 
down),  who  has  placed  Amendments  on 
the  Paper.  The  noble  Earl,  in  the  first 
place,  objected  to  sub-section  2  of  Clause 
42,  which  is  as  follows : — 


CONTENTS. 

Gairns,  E:     (X.  Chan-    Clanbraafiill,    L.     (J?. 
etihr,)  Roden.) 

Clinton,  L. 
NorthnmberlAnd,  D.        Clonbrock,  L. 
Bichmond,  D.  Colchester,  L. 

Cottesloe,  L.    [TelUr,'\ 

Saliibury,  M.  p^  ^^^  '^^  Dndlisy, 

L. 

Beaconsfield,  E.  de  Hos,  L. 

Beanchamp,  E.  l^i^by,  L. 

Bradford,  £.  Elphinstone,  L. 

Cadogan,  E.  Bartismere,L.  (X.JTim- 

Clonmell,  E.  niker.^j 

Coventry,  £.  Inchiqmn,  L. 

Dundonald,  E.  Kenlis,  L.     (JT  Head- 

Hardwicke,  E.  /^'O 

Harrowby,  E.  Lilfora,  L. 

Hacclesfleld,  E.  Lyreden,  L. 
Bedesdale,  E.  ITeiUr.]    Monaon,  L. 

Bomney,  E.  Norton,  L. 

Venilam,  E.  Penrhyn,  L. 

Silchester,  L.  {E.Long- 

Cranlnook,  V.  ford.) 

Hawarden,  Y.  Skelmersdale,  L. 

Hotchinion,    Y.  {E,    Sadeley,  L. 

Donoughmore.)  Windsor,  L. 

Tcmpletown,  Y.  Wolverton,  L. 

NOT-CONTENTS. 

EIIeBmere,  E.  Stanley  of  Alderley,  L. 

[Teller.'] 
PoxfordjL.    {E.Lime-    Truro,  L.     [Teller.'] 
riek.)  Yivian,  L. 

Rtiohed  in  the  Affirmative;  Bill  read 
3*  accordingly,  with  the  Amendments; 
farther  Amendments  made  ;  Bill  paesed, 
and  sent  to  the  Commons. 

METBOPOLITAN  AND  METROPOLITAN 
DISTBICT  RAILWAY  COMPANIES  BILL. 

THIBD   READD^a. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 

The  Queen's  consent  signified;  Bill 
read  3%  with  the  Amendments. 

The  Eabl  of  LONGFORD :  As  a 
Hemher  of  the  Select  Committee  of  your 
Lordships'  House  to  which  this  Bill  was 
referred,  I  may  be  allowed  to  state  that 
it  was  after  a  long  inquiry  that  they  ar- 
rived at  their  decision,  and  they  would 
now  prefer  to  see  the  Bill  passed  with- 
out amendment.  It  will,  however,  be 
for  the  House,  after  hearing  the  Amend- 
ments which  are  about  to  be  proposed, 
to  take  whatever  course  they  may  be 
advised. 

The  Eabi,  op  REDESDALE  (Chaib- 
MAif  of  Committees)  :  I  may  for  a  mo- 
ment be  permitted  to  state  that  since 
Friday  last  I  have  seen  the  parties  ;  and 
although  there  is  great   objection   in 


"  The  two  companies,  or  either  of  them,  may 
hold  and  let  the  herediUiments  or  premises  and 
may  grant  building  and  repairing  leases  of  the 
same  for  any  term  they  may  thizik  fit." 

Since  placing  that  Amendment  on  the 
Paper,  however,  the  noble  Earl  has  ob- 
jected to  the  entire  clause.  I  do  not 
feel  myself  to  be  in  a  position  to  accede 
to  that  Amendment,  and  what  I  propose 
is  that  the  clause  shall  be  retained, 
omitting  from  it  the  words  **  by  virtue 
of  any  Act  or  Acts  heretofore  passed." 
The  effect  of  these  words  is  to  extend 
the  action  of  the  Bill  in  certain  cases 
over  lands  acquired  by  the  two  Com- 
panies under  former  Acts  as  well  as 
under  this  Bill,  so  that  the  omission  of 
the  words  will  have  the  effect  of  confin- 
ing the  operation  of  the  clause  to  lands 
vested  in  the  two  Companies  under  this 
Act. 

Amendment  made. 

The  Eabl  of  REDESDALE  (Chair- 
man of  Committees)  :  The  next  Amend- 
ment which  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Camperdown)  has  placed  on  the  Paper  is 
to  leave  out  the  following  words  at  the 
end  of  Clause  91 : — 

*'Nor  to  sell  or  appropriate  any  part  of  the 

Eroperty  purchased  by  them,  or  to  set  back  any 
rontages  for  improving  or  widening  street.*' 

It  seems  that  the  Corporation  of  London, 
the  Metropolitan  Commissioners,  and  the 
Board  of  Works,  objected  to  these  words 
as  putting  them  in  an  unfair  position 
for  dealing  with  the  land.  I  therefore 
think  that  the  words  can  be  struck  out, 
but  that  the  following  Proviso  should  be 
inserted : — 

*'  Provided,  That  in  the  event  of  any  part  of 
the  lands  acquired  by  the  two  companies  under 
this  Act  being  hereaiter  taken  from  them  by  the 
Corporation,  Commissioners,  or  Board,  for  im- 
pro^nng  or  widening  the  adjoining  streets,  regard 
shall  be  had  in  the  settling  of  compensation  to 
the  monies  and  other  considerations  given  by 
the  two  companies  for  acquiring  such  lands." 

Amendment  made. 

Biilpaeiedf  and  sent  to  the  Commons. 


959        Metropolii^Dangmrt  of  the     [  LOBDS  ] 


StrwU. — . 


COMMONS  ACT  (1876)  AMENDMENT 
BILL— (No.  162.) 

{The  Lord  Henniker.) 

SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

LoBD  HENNIKER,  inmoving  thatthe 
Bill  he  now  read  a  second  time,  said,  the 
Bill  was  a  very  simple  one ;  it  had  passed 
the  other  House  unopposed,  and  was 
approved  by  those  most  conversant  with 
the  subject.  The  facts  of  the  case  were 
that  the  Act  of  1876  provided  that 
funds  derived  from  the  letting  or  the 
sale  of  the  herbage  of  recreation  grounds 
should  be  applied  to  certain  limited 
purposes  ;  these  funds  had  accumulated 
in  the  hands  of  parish  officers,  and  they 
had  discovered,  in  many  instances,  that 
it  was  not  within  their  power  to  apply 
them  as  laid  down  by  the  Act ;  while  in 
the  same  parish  field  gardens  remained 
undrained  and  unimproved  for  want  of 
funds.  The  object  of  the  Bill  was  to 
release  these  funds,  which  could  not  at 
present  be  usefully  applied,  or,  in  fact, 
employed  at  all,  and  to  enlarge  the  pro- 
visions of  the  Act  of  1876  in  the  direc- 
tion indicated  by  the  one  really  enacting 
clause  of  this  measure. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  2*  ac- 
cordingly, and  committed  to  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  Whole  House  on  Thursday 
next. 

AHMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 
BILL— (No.  166.) 

(Th$  Viteount  Cranbrook.) 
THIKD   BEADING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Third  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  readSv'' 
— {77ie  Viscount  Cranhrook,) 

Lord  WAVENEY  said,  he  had  not 
had  time  to  examine  the  Bill  as  closely 
as  he  would  have  wished  to  do.  The 
country  was  not  satisfied  with  the  con- 
dition of  the  Army.  We  must  not  have 
an  Army  which  after  all  the  pains  which 
had  been  taken  with  it  was  disorganized 
by  a  little  war. 

Motion  agreed  to;  Bill  read  3*  ac- 
cordingly,  BLudpassed, 


ARMY  DISCIPLINE  AND  BEGULATIOK 
(COMMENCEMENT)  BILL— (No.  167.) 
{The  Viscount  Bur^.) 

FIRST  KEADIHO. 

Bill  read  1*. 

Viscount  CBANBROOK  said,  h% 
would  have  to  ask  their  Lordshipi  to 
meet  at  2  o'clock  to-morrow,  in  order  to 
advance  this  Bill. 

Bill  to  be  read  2*  To-morrow;  tnd 
Standing  Orders  Nos.  XXXVII.  aad 
XXXYIII.  to  be  considered  in  order  to 
their  being  dispensed  with. 

METROPOLIS  —  DANGERS  OF  THE 
STREETS.— MOTION. 

Viscount  TEMPLETOWN  mofodt 
pursuant  to  Notice — 

**  That  in  viow  of  the  enormoasincreueii 
the  number  of  persons  injured  by  the  pawi^rf 
vehicles  in  the  streets  during  the  year  1878  ii 
compared  notably  with  that  of  1877  and  tiht 
years  preceding  it,  Her  Majesty's  Seoetaxy  fli 
State  for  the  Homo  Department  be  instradMli 
move  the  vestries  of  the  several  parisheioftki 
I^Iotropolis  to  erect  central  refuges  in  all  ndb 
places  as  in  the  opinion  of  the  superintendaotfif 
the  police  such  shall  be  required  for  the  piotio* 
tion  of  those  passing  on  foot." 

Eakl   BEAUCHAMP  thought  that 
their  Lordships  would  hardly  be  di^ 
posed  to  accede  to    the    Motion.   Hi 
thought  the  nohle    Viscount  was  ni» 
taken  in  thinking  that  there  had  baM 
that  enormous  increase  in  the  number  rf 
persons  injured hy  the  passage oi 
in  the  streets  of  the  Metropolis  as 
indicated  in  his  Motion.     On  the 
trary,  the  Eetums  presented  to  PBilii» 
ment  showed  a  considerable  improft*; 
ment  in  this   respect.      In  respeet  fltj 
fatal  accidents  since  1 869  down  to  tht/ 
present  time,  the  number  had  remaiBali 
very  much  the  same.     In  1869|  whM 
the  popiilation  of  the  Metropolis 
3,500,000,  the  number  of  fatal  aoddsdi: 
was  182;  and  in  1877,  whenthepqp* 
lation  had  increased  to  4,500,000,  it 
124.    This  was  a  great  impiofen 
when  the  great  increase  in  the  nnmbitj 
of  passengers  was  taken  into  oonsidffB*] 
tion.    The  ordinary  street  acddenti  ahtj 
had  decreased  within  the  specifiedpnoltj 
The  House  would  scarcely  arrogate  tol^^ 
self  the  function  proposed  by  the  i^^j 
Viscount.    The  erection  of  those  r«AV**i 
was  a  matter  for  the  Vestries,  anditwoili 
be  for  the  Secretary  of  State  tn  ttl 
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Home  Department  to  interfere  if  the 
Vestries  did  not  discharge  their  duty  in 
that  respect. 

Lord  ABEEDAEE  said,  he  wished  to 
say  a  few  words  on  the  matter,  because 
there  was  a  mistaken  idea  abroad  that 
preventable  accidents  in  the  streets  were 
increasing.  The  fact  was,  that  they 
had  considerably  decreased,  because  the 
number  of  those  accidents  had  for  seyeral 
years  remained  about  the  same  concur- 
rently with  a  very  large  increase  in  the 
population.  He  wished  their  Lordships 
also  to  notice  that  the  greater  number  of 
them  did  not  happen  in  the  most  crowded 
and  dangerous  streets.  The  reason  of 
this  was  that  in  such  streets  a  larger 
force  of  police  were  employed  to  watch 
the  yehicular  traffic,  and  people  were 
more  dhreful.  In  Lambeth,  in  1877, 
the  number  of  fatal  accidents  was  1 ;  in 
Whitehall,  1  ;  in  the  district  of  St. 
James,  2 ;  and  in  Westminster,  3 ;  while 
in  Stepney  it  was  15,  and  in  Islington  10. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  Houae)  with- 
drawn. 


THE  LATE  PRINCE  IMPERIAL-COURT 
MARTIAL  ON  LIEUTENANT  CAREY. 

QUESTION.       0B8EEVATI0N8. 

LoBD  TBUBO,  in  asking  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  Whether  the  Colonel 
Harrison,  who  was  appointed  to  sit  on 
the  court  martial  to  inquire  into  the 
circumstances  attending  the  death  of  the 
late  Prince  Imperial,  was  the  Assistant 
or  Deputy  Assistant  Quartermaster 
General  of  that  name — said,  it  would  be 
well  that  the  noble  Lord  (Viscount  Bury) 
should  give  a  distinct  answer,  and  such 
is  would  satisfy  the  country  and  the 
Army;  for,  it  had  been  stated  in  the 
papers,  upon  the  best  authority,  that 
Colonel  Harrison,  whose  name  appeared 
as  one  of  the  coui*t  martial  appointed  to 
try  Lieutenant  Carey  was  the  same 
Colonel  Harrison  who  was  the  Assistant 
or  Deputy  Assistant  Quartermaster 
General  in  South  Africa ;  and,  from  what 
they  had  heard,  he  was  the  officer  who 
was  supposed  to  be  responsible  for  the 
course  which  was  taken  by  the  late 
Prince  Imperial.  It  was  almost  incon- 
ceivable, therefore,  that  the  military 
authorities  would  place  on  the  court 
martial  an  officer  who  was  most  reepon- 
fiibJe— he  (Lord  Truro)  would  not  say 
for   the    disaster — but   for  the  course 

YOL.  GGXLYUI.   [thibd  asaiss.] 


which  was  pursued  on  that  occasion. 
It  would  be  unbecoming  in  him  to  make 
any  further  comments  upon  the  matter, 
until  they  had  heard  from  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  whether  the 
Colonel  Harrison  on  the  court  martial 
was  the  Assistant  or  Deputy  Assistant 
Quartermaster  General  of  that  name. 

YiscouiTT  BUBT  said,  he  had  made 
inquiries  respecting  the  information  re- 
ceived at  the  War  Office,  and  he  had 
reason  to  believe  that  Colonel  Harrison 
was  not  a  member  of  the  court  martial. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REPORTING. 

Message  to  the  Commons  for  the  Be- 
ports  from  the  Select  Committee  of  that 
House  (of  this  Session  and  last  Session), 
together  with  the  Minutes  of  Evidence, 
&o. 

Honae  a^jonmed  at  a  craarter  past 

Bix  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Two  o'clock. 


*^>^k^k«WNtfVM«tf*«^ 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tmiday,  22nd  July,  1879. 


MINTJTES.]  — SiLECT  CoionxTEE— J8*>»r*— 
Privilege  (Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metro- 
polis) 0>mniittee). 

Supply  —  eomidered  in  Committee — Sstolutiont 
[July  21]  reported. 

PuMLic  Bills  —  Beeolution  in  Committee — Su- 
preme Court  of  Judicature  (Officers)  [Sala- 
ries, &c.]  •. 

Second  Heading — Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies [126],  debate  a^oumed;  National 
School  Teachers  (Ireland)  [^46]. 

Committee— Report— Lor^  Clerk  Begister  (Scot- 
land) [196]. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Considered  ae  amended  — 
Third  £tf<r^.Mj7— Army  Discipline  and  Regula- 
tion (Commencement)  [248],  and  paeeed. 

Considered  as  amended — Third  Reading— Ve^xo^ 
leum  Act  (1871)  Amendment*  [214],  and 
passed. 

Third  Reading— 'Em^  Indian  Baflway  (Redemp- 
tion of  Annuities)  *  [244],  bjhSl  passed. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  dock. 
QUESTIONa. 

ARTIZANS*  DWELLINGS  ACT,  1876. 

QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  in 
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reference  to  his  stateTnent  that  a  Oom- 
mittee  of  the  Board  has  been  appointed 
to  consider  what  amendments  should  be 
introduced  into  the  "The  Artizans'  and 
Labourers*  Dwellings  Act,  187A,"  with 
the  view  of  dimiuishing  the  cost  of  carrj'- 
ing  out  that  Act  in  the  Metropolis, 
If  he  can  inform  the  House  when  the 
Report  of  that  Committee  will  be  pre- 
sented to  the  Home  Secretary ;  and, 
whether,  as  the  cost  to  the  Metropolitan 
Batepajers  of  clearing  six  sites  will  be 
£562,061,  he  can  undertake  that  the 
other  sites  which  have  been  cleared 
shall  not  be  disposed  of  until  theEeport 
of  the  Committee  has  been  laid  before 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  it  has  been 
ascertained  whether  it  is  his  intention  to 
propose  to  amend  the  Act  of  187o  ? 

Sir  JAMES  M'QAREL-HOGG :  Sir, 
I  trust  that  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  will  be  in  a  position  to  make  a 
representation  to  the  Secretary  of  State 
on  the  subject  of  amendments  of  the 
Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act 
in  the  course  of  a  week  or  two.  With 
regard  to  the  further  disposal  of  sites, 
I  may  remind  the  hon.  Member  that  of 
the  six  sites  referred  to  by  him  only  part 
of  one  has  up  to  this  time  been  actually 
cleared,  and  the  Board  are  only  now  ac- 
quiring the  interest  in  the  remainder  of 
the  14  which  I  alluded  to  in  my  reply 
on  the  1 4th  instant.  The  Home  Secretary, 
therefore,  will  have  full  opportunity  of 
considering  the  representations  of  the 
Board. 

Mb.  PAWCETT  asked.  Whether  the 
hon.  Gentleman  would  give  an  under- 
taking that  none  of  the  other  sites  which 
had  been  cleared  should  be  disposed  of 
until  the  Eeport  of  the  Committee  had 
been  laid  before  the  Home  Secretary, 
and  it  had  been  ascertained  whether  it 
was  his  intention  to  amend  the  Act  of 
1875? 

Sin  JAMES  M'GAREL-HOGfG  said, 
he  would  rather  consult  his  Board  before 
ple<lgins  them  on  the  matter. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  he  would  on 
that  day  week  put  the  Question  to  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board, 
after  he  had  had  an  opportunity  of  con- 
sulting his  Colleagues. 

Ma.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  per- 
haps he  might  be  allowed  to  state  that  it 
had  been  under  his  consideration  for 
some  time  whether  anything  coidd  be 
done  to  lessen  the  expense  of  carrying 
out  the  Artizans'  and  Labourers*  Dwell- 


ings  Act.  With  respect  to  the  ma- 
chinery of  that  Act,  he  hoped  even  in 
this  Session  to  produce  a  snort  Bill  to 
lessen  the  expense. 

FISHERIES  — SALMON   DISEASE—COM. 
MISSION  OF  INQUIRY.-QUESTION. 

Captain  MILNE-HOME  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  Depart- 
ment, When  the  Commission  to  inquire 
into  the  causes  of  disease  among  the 
salmon  of  certain  English  and  Scotch 
rivers  will  be  appointed ;  and  if  he  will 
state  the  names  of  the  Commiasioners 
selected  by  the  Government? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS:  Sir,  we  are 
still  in  communication  with  the  Treasury 
on  the  subject,  and,  therefore,  I  cannot 
make  any  definite  statement  at  present 
as  to  the  constitution  of  the  Commission, 
though  I  hope  that  Mr.  Walpole,  Mr. 
Buckland,  and  one  of  the  Scotch  Fishery 
Commissioners  will  be  members  of  it. 
No  inquiry  can  take  place  until  the 
spring.  During  the  autumn  the  Com- 
missioners can  go  on  taking  evidence; 
but  if  the  disease  should  unfortunately 
occur  again,  they  wiU  not  be  able  to 
make  a  persoaal  inquiiy  into  ita  oauaes 
until  the  spring. 

TURKEY  — THE    JEWS    IN    EASTERN 
ROUMEUA.— QUESTION. 

Ma.  Serjeant  SIMON  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  received 
any  and  what  accounts  of  the  outrages 
committed  in  Eastern  Boumelia  upon 
Jewish- refugees  returning  to  their  homes 
at  Carlovo ;  and,  if  so,  what  steps  have 
been  taken  for  their  protection  and  for 
their  security  in  the  future  ? 

Mr.  BOURKE:  Yes,  Sir,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Qovemment  have  heard  from  the 
Consul  General  at  Philippopolis  that  80 
Jewish  families  who  had  been  invited 
to  return  to  their  homes  at  Carlovo  were 
met  near  that  town  by  a  mob  of  VOO 
persons  and  stoned.  When  our  Consul 
General  heard  of  the  outrage,  he  imme- 
diately made  a  strong  representation  to 
the  Governor  General,  Aleko  Pasha,  who, 
upon  the  remonstrances  of  the  Consul 
General,  appointed  a  Commission  to 
inquire  into  the  circumstance.  That 
Commission  consisted  of  five  persons, 
and  they  made  a  Beport  to  the  Governor 
General,    When  my  noble  Friend  the 
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Secretary  of  Btate  for  Foreign  Affairs 
heard  of  the  matter,  he  desired  Mr. 
Mitchell  to  address  another  strong  re- 
monstrance to  Aleko  Pasha,  and  tell  him 
that  it  was  his  duty  to  prevent  any  out- 
rage of  this  kind  occurring.  We  have 
Bince  heard  that  the  result  of  the  Com- 
mission  has  been  that  the  ofRcer — the 
the  head  of  the  police — whose  duty  it  was 
to  prevent  these  outrages  at  CarloTO,  has 
been  removed  by  Aieko  Pasha,  and  has 
been  declared  by  the  Governor  General 
to  be  unfit  to  hold  in  future  any  ap- 
pointment in  Eastern  Eoumelia. 

FISHERIES    (SCOTLAND)-THE   FIRTH 
OF  FORTH.— QUESTION. 

Captaiw  MILNE-HOME  (for  Lord 
Elcho)  asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  Whether,  having 
regard  to  the  losses  the  fishermen  in 
Firth  of  Forth  are  suffering  through 
injury  to  their  lines  and  the  destruction 
of  the  chlam  and  mussel  beds  by  the 
action  of  steam  trawling  vessels,  he 
will  take  steps  for  their  protection  ? 

Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS,  Sir,  great 
injury  has  certainly  been  done  in  the 
way  pointed  out  in  the  Question,  and  I 
will  see  that  whatever  is  possible  will  be 
done  to  prevent  anything  of  the  kind  in 
future.  The  injury  referred  to  wa^  of  a 
purely  wanton  character,  and  could  do 
no  good.  The  Fishery  Commissioners 
have  made  inquiries  into  the  matter, 
and  have  agreed  to  make  certain  recom- 
mendations, which  will  be  embodied 
in  their  Eeport.  They  have  also  met 
persons  interested  in  the  matter,  as  well 
as  the  persons  who  were  responsible  for 
the  injury,  and  have  urged  on  them  to 
do  all  they  can  to  prevent  such  occur- 
rences in  future.  No  eflPorts  on  my  part 
eball  be  wanting  towards  that  end. 
Whatever  power  I  have  will  be  put  in 
force  ;  but  I  think  it  exceedingly  likely 
that  I  shall  have  to  come  to  Parliament 
to  ask  for  further  powers. 

SOUTH     AFRICA  —  WAR     WITH 
SIKUKUNL— QUESTION, 

Mb.  WHITWELL  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
he  has  noticed,  at  page  160  in  the  South 
African  Blue  Book  just  issued,  that  the 
Uigh  Commissioner  (Sir  Bartle  Frere), 
addressing  the  special  meeting  of  the 
inhabitants  of  the  Transvaal,  held  at 


Pretoria  on  April  23rd  last,  and,  speak- 
ing for  the  British  Government,  said : 
''Our  first  business  will  be  to  attack 
Sikukuni ; "  adding — 

**  I  have  written  to  Lord  Chelmsford  that  the 
favourable  season  is  at  hand,  and  is  short,  and 
that  we  should,  therefore,  as  soon  as  possible, 
whenever  he  can  spare  them,  send  up  troops  in 
that  direction ; " 

and,  whether  the  Government,  in  com- 
pliance with  that  assurance  of  the  High 
Commissioner,  has  authorised  the  de- 
parture of  troops  for  the  attack  on  Siku- 
kuni? 

SibMICHAELHICKS-BEACH:  No, 
Sir,  I  have  not  authorized  such  an  expe- 
dition. In  writing  to  Sir  Bartle  Frere 
on  the  10th  of  April,  I  expressed  the 
hope  that  the  troubles  then  existing  or 
anticipated  by  him  in  various  parts  of 
South  Africa,  including  Sikukuni's  coun- 
try, might  disappear,  either  indepen- 
dently or  in  consequence  of  that  com- 
plete settlement  of  the  Zulu  difficulty 
which  I  trusted  to  see  speedily  effected  ; 
and  I  requested  him  carefully  to  bear  in 
mind  that  any  wider  or  larger  action  of 
the  kind  apparently  suggested  by  him, 
beyond  that  which  might  be  necessary 
for  the  termination  of  the  Zulu  question, 
should  be  submitted  to  Her  Majesty's 
Government  for  their  consideration  and 
approval  before  any  steps  were  taken  to 
carry  it  into  effect.  I  believe  that  Lord 
Chelmsford  declined  to  comply  with  the 
request  that  troops  should  be  sent  to  the 
Transvaal  for  an  attack  on  Sikukuni; 
but  I  subsequently  called  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley's  attention  to  the  views  on  this 
subject  which  I  had  expressed  in  my 
despatch  of  April  10  ;  and  the  hon. 
Member  may,  perhaps,  have  noticed,  in 
the  telegram  from  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
which  I  read  on  Friday,  that  he  states 
that  there  was  no  news  of  importance 
from  the  Transvaal,  that  he  had  ordered 
Colonel  Lanyon  to  undertake  no  offen- 
sive operations,  to  restrict  his  operations 
to  protection  of  life  and  property,  and  to 
curtail  expenses  in  every  possible  way. 

SOUTH   AFBICA  — THE   ZULU  WAK  — 
THE  PAPERS.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  before 
the  Supplementary  Vote  for  the  Zulu 
War,  &c.,  is  asked  for,  any  Corre- 
spondence will  be  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  showing  the  history  and 
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preaeot  atnte  of  disonssion  botween  the 
Home  CkiTemmeot  and  that  of  the  Cape 
Colonj,  or  with  the  TranaTaal,  as  to 
their  money  claims  on  the  English  Oo- 
rernment  ? 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Sir,  some  Papers  are  being 
prepared,  and  will  be  laid  on  the  Table 
Tery  shortly,  with  regard  to  communiea- 
tions  between  the  Home  Qovemment 
and  the  OoTernment  of  the  Cape  as  to 
financial  questions  between  them. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— GMQIJALAND  WEST 
—  ALLEGED  MASSACRE  XEAH 
KOEGAS.— QUESTION. 
Db.  CAUERON  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether  hi 
has  observed  in  the  South  African  Papen 
just  issued  [C.  2367),  page  78,  a  Report 
from  Field  Commandant  Van  Niekerk 
admitting  that  in  an  attack  upon  a  party 
of  Natives  at  Luisdraai,  near  Eoegas, 
he  had  killed  forty-six,  including  ten 
women  and  children,  and  captured  the 
xeat,  being  five  men  and  twenty-seven 
women  and  children;  whether  it  is  a  fact 
that  in  the  same  Papers,  pages  157  and 
156,  Mr.  Jackson,  the  Special  Commis- 
aioner  appointed  by  the  Government 
of  Cape  Colony  to  inquire  into  atrocities 
alleged  to  have  been  perpetrated  on  tbe 
occasion,  reports — 

"That  a  terrible  and  unjiutiSable  maMacre 
of  a  party  of  buBhmea,  with  thfir  wiv«B  aod 
children,  had  taken  place  at  tbe  hands  of 
bDTfchera  nnder  command  of  Commandant  Van 
Kiekerk ;  " 

adding — 

■^Nothing  could  justify  the  abootinr  at 
LniidrBBi,  and  Bubaeqiientlr  on  tbe  mami  to 
Koegaa,  of  the  bounded,  among  \rhom  were 
women  and  little  children ; " 

and  recommending  that  a  preparatory 
examination  should  be  instituted  against 
Commandant  Van  Niekerk  with  tbe 
view  of  bringing  the  guilty  parties  to 
justice ;  and  how  he  reconciles  with  these 
statements  a  denjiatch  from  Colonel 
Laifyon,  published  at  page  I'JO  of  the 
same  Papers,  which  is  apjiarently  fairly 
enough  summarized  in  the  index  of  the 
Papers,  aa 

"BbowinK  that  tbe  alleged  masaacre  ot 
Native*  at  Eoegaa,  a< referred  to  by  Dr.  CamaroD 
In  the  Houte  of  Commons,  never  occurred  F  " 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH ;  Sir, 
Colonel  Lanyon'a  despatch  is  perfectly 
ooQBistent  with  the  atatements  quoted  by 
Mr.  Whitwm 


lOOUHONS} 

the  hon 
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Member,  bocaun  in  that  d*. 
spatch  he  merely  denies  that  the  oocw 
rence  took  place  in  Oriqualand  Weri« 
or  that  the  massacre  was  perpetrated  bf 
Volunteers  from  hia  Province.  OfcomiH, 
Colonel  Lanyon  could  not  eay  what  bad 
or  what  had  not  taken  place  beyond  the 
limits  of  his  own  government ;  and  the 
mistake  is  in  the  index  to  the  Papery  io 
which  Colonel  Lanyon'a  despatch  ok- 
t&inly  is  not  fairly  summarized  a*  ahov- 
ing  that  this  event  "never  occnmd." 
I  regret  that  the  index  was  not  nwti 
carefully  compiled. 

Db.  CAMERON :  Is  Koegaa  not  a 
GriqualandWeat? 

Sia  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH: 
The  massacre  certainly  took  place  wiihii 
the  jurisdiction  of  the  Cape  Colooy,  b»- 
causa  the  Government  instituted  sit  in- 
quiry into  the  facts  of  the  case,  ud 
intend  to  prosecute  those  who  took 
part  in  ' 


NAVT- SENTENCE  ON  A  SEAICAH  AT 
SHEEENESS.— aUESTIOS. 

Mb.  KAGDONALD  asked  tbe  PM 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  hie  allentia 
has  been  drawn  to  a  paragraph  hetdci. 
"Naval  Disdpline,"  in  "  Capital  ud 
Labour,"  dated  tbe  16tfa  inatut,  «■ 
page  431  of  that  journal,  which 
follows : — 

"NiViL  DiactPitNB. — A  coDrt  mi._  _ 
held  at  SbcerncsB  on  Mondny,  on  bceid  lis: 
Admiral's  ship,  to  try  a  aeamaii  fur  diir.tDTii^ 
ordera  and  for  striking  a  petty  olGcer.  AllMJ 
plea  vas  '  Ruilty  '  no  evidence  wai  need 
after  en  hour'*  deliberation  the  Conrt  aij-o- 
the  prisoner  to  the  aBtounding  puniibinalrf 
two  years'  imprisonment,  tbe  first  keek  iaxk 
month  to  be  paaaed  in  solitary  confiBemoit,  hT 
Ihs  remainder  of  the  time  in  bard  labeni;" 

ivhether  the  persons  who  composed  lb* 
court  martial  were  naval  offi(-ers;  txi, 
ivhether  he  will  cause  an  inquiiytobi 
made  into  the  whole  circumslancM  d 
the  case  ;  and,  in  the  meantime,  if  haviw 
ke  steps  to  stay  tbe  carrying  oat  tf 
any  part  of  a  aenteuce  appaieally  tf 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir.  my  a) 
as  been   drawn    to   the   paragrapk  t» 
hii  b  the  hon.  Gentlemen  alludes.  A^    = 
court  martial  waa composed.  astheSi 
of  the  Service  require,  of  Naval  offi< 
The  circumstances  have  already  ti 
reported    to  the   Admiralty,  and  tbif    ' 
«bow  that  the  ofTencea  for  which  tM 
prisoner  was  tried  wen  of  the  i 
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grave  character — being  deliberate  and 
repeated  disobedience  of  iHwftil  and 
reasonable  commands  of  his  superior 
oflicer,  followed  up  by  an  assault.  I 
admit  that  the  sentence  is  a  severe  one ; 
but  I  am  not  prepared  to  say  that  it  was 
excessive,  if  regard  is  had  to  the  abso- 
lute necessity  of  maintaining  discipline 
in  the  Service.  As  I  only  received  Notice 
of  the  Question  yesterday,  I  have  had  no 
opportunity  of  getting  a  Report  from  the 
officers  who  composed  the  court  martial, 
and,  therefore,  it  is  impossible  for  me  to 
say  whether  any  portion  of  the  sentence 
can  be  remitted. 


THE  BANKRUPTCY  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  RATHBONB  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether,  in 
case  the  reduced  Bankruptcy  Bill  passed 
this  Session,  the  Government  would 
bring  in  a  Consolidation  Bill  next 
Session,  and  refer  the  same  to  a  Select 
Committee  as  had  been  suggested  ? 

T.IE  G  a  ANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Sir,  I  regret  that  the  hour  at 
which  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  came  on  this 
morning  was  so  late  that  the  proceedings 
could  not  be  reported  in  the  newspapers. 
But  the  Attorney  General  stated,  in 
moving  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
that  his  object  was  to  reduce  it  to  an 
amending  Bill  of  a  much  shorter  de- 
scription ;  and  he,  at  the  same  time,  gave 
an  undertaking  that  a  Consolidation  Bill 
should  be  introduced  next  Session  at  an 
early  period.  There  would  be  no  ob- 
jection to  refer  the  Consolidation  Bill  to 
a  Select  Committee. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ORTQUALAND  EAST— 
THE  IMPRISONED  GRIQUAS. 

QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
it  is  the  fact  that  in  April  1878  William 
Eok,  son  of  the  Chief  Adam  £ok,  was 
arrested,  and  together  with  the  137  other 
Qriqoas  imprisoned  at  Cape  Town; 
whether  during  that  interval  they  have 
never  been  brought  before  any  judicial 
tribunal,  and  the  nature  of  their  offence 
kept  both  from  them  and  their  friends ; 
whether  these  persons  are  British  sub- 
jects ;  whether  they  have  g^ven  repeated 
aasurances  of  their  loyalty;  and  whe- 
ther, when  they  are  brought  to  trial, 
any  compensation   will  be  afforded  to 


them  for  their  imprisonment  during  this 
lenp^thy  period,  and  for  the  property 
confiscated  from  them  at  the  time  of 
their  arrest  ? 

SiB  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  I  believe  that  about  the  number  of 
Griquas  stated  by  the  hon.  Member  have 
been  for  some  time  imprisoned  at  Cape 
Town,  and  I  have  not  heard  that  they 
have  been  brought  before  any  judicial 
tribunal.  But  their  offence  is  perfectly 
well  known  to  themselves  and  to  others, 
as  it  consisted  in  a  movement  to  drive 
the  White  inhabitants  and  the  Govern- 
ment authorities  outof  Griqualand  East, 
culminating  in  the  open  levying  of  war 
against  the  Queen.  I  cannot  say  what 
their  precise  legal  position  may  be ;  but 
they  appear  to  have  been  detained  and 
treated  as  prisoners  of  war.  From  the 
nature  of  their  offence,  expressions  of 
loyalty  must  be  accepted  with  great 
reserve.  Nor  would  any  compensation 
for  their  detention  appear  to  be  due  to 
them.  The  length  of  their  detention  is, 
I  presume,  due  to  the  disturbed  state,  at 
first  of  Pondoland  and  Griqualand  East, 
and  subsequently  of  Basutoland,  which 
may  naturally  have  disposed  the  autho- 
rities to  consider  that  the  time  had  not 
arrived  when  they  could  safely  be 
allowed  to  return  to  their  country. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES :  Will  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  be  good  enough  to  say 
why  these  persons  have  not  been  brought 
to  trial  ? 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
I  have  already  stated  that  they  have 
been  detained  and  treated  as  prisoners 
of  war. 

POST    OFFICE    (IRELAND)  —  BELFAST 
POST  OFFICE.— QUESTION. 

Mk.  BIGGAB  asked  the  Postmaster 
General,  If  it  is  true  that  during  the 
past  seven  years  thitreen  telegraph 
instrument  clerks  in  Belfast  Post  Office 
have  died  from  consumption ;  and,  whe- 
ther the  high  rate  of  mortality  is  not  to 
be  attributed  to  improper  ventilation 
and  impure  supply  of  water ;  and,  if  so, 
whether  he  will  make  arrangements  to 
have  the  defects  remedied  ? 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS :  Sir,  I  have 
ascertained  that  the  number  of  telegraph 
clerks  at  Belfast  who  died  from  con- 
sumption during  the  last  seven  years  is 
10.  But  there  is  no  reason  to  suppose 
that  their  deaths  are  in  any  way  attri- 
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butable  to  want  of  yentilation  in  the 
instrument  room  or  to  impurity  in  the 
water  supply.  The  Belfast  Post  OfS.ue 
was  recently  largely  improved  at  a  con- 
siderable expense,  and  the  medical 
officer  reports  to  me  that  there  are  no 
defects  to  call  for  remedy. 

ORDERS  OF  THE  DAY, 

Order$d^  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  ap- 
pointed for  this  Evening  be  postponed  until 
after  the  Notice  of  Motion  relating  to  Unful- 
filled Arrangements  of  the  CongresB  of  Berlin. 
(Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

ORDERS   OF  TEE  DAT, 


PRIVILEGE  —  (TOWER    HIGH    LEVEL 
BRIDGE  (METROPOLIS)  COMMITTEE). 

Eepobt  fbom  Select  Cohhittee  con- 
iidered. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  do  not  propose  to  detain 
the  House  at  any  great  length  on  the 
subject  of  this  Report,  because  the  Mo- 
tion, with  which  I  intend  to  conclude, 
will  not  be  of  a  final  character ;  but  I 
shall  propose  to  fix  to-morrow  for  the 
decision  of  the  House  as  to  what  steps 
it  may  think  ought  to  be  taken.  I, 
therefore,  would  only  remind  the  House 
that  the  Report  which  we  have  had 
placed  before  us  is  the  Report  of  the 
Select  Committee  that  was  appointed 
last  week  for  the  purpose  of  inquiring 
into  certain  circumstances  which  had 
been  reported  by  a  Committee  on  a 
Private  Bill — the  Committee  on  the 
Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis) 
Bill.  The  nature  of  those  circumstances 
is,  I  think,  pretty  well  known  to  all  the 
Members  of  the  House.  Hon.  Members 
are  aware  that  in  the  course  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  that  Private  Bill  Committee 
some  communication  was  made  to  the 
Committee  to  the  effect  that  a  Mr. 
Charles  Edmund  Orissell  had  been 
making  overtures  to  the  solicitors  who 
were  engaged  in  the  conduct  of  the  case 
of  one  of  the  parties  to  that  Bill,  and 
had  asserted,  in  the  course  of  his  com- 
munications, that  he  had  the  power  to 
control  the  proceedings  of  the  Commit- 
tee. He  fui'ther  stated  that  he  was 
willing  to  exercise  his  power  of  control 
on  a  consideration — namelv,  the  sum  of 
£2,000,  which  he  expected  to  receive  for 
that  purpose.    That  communication  had 

Lord  John  Manners 


been  made  in  concert  with  his  solicitor, 
Mr.  John  Sandilands  Ward.  A  Select 
Committee  was  appointed  to  inquire  into 
the  circumstances,  and  as  their  Report 
is  now  in  the  possession  of  the  Housej 
together  with  the  evidence  they  have 
taken,  it  will  be  sufficient  for  my  pur- 
pose to  call  the  attention  of  the  House 
to  the  concluding  paragraphs  of  that 
Report,  which,  perhaps,  the  House  will 
permit  me  to  read.  The  Committee 
say — 

''Tour  Committee,  having  folly  considered 
the  Btatements  presented  to  them,  and  having 
regard  to  the  character  of  the  evidence  given 
by,  and  the  demeanour  of,  the  several  witnesses, 
and  the  documents  produced*  have  come  to  the 
unanimous  conclusion  that  the  statements  mads 
by  Mr.  Hooker  and  Kr.  Cockell  are  true,  and 
that  the  counter-statements  made  by  Mr.  Ward 
and  Mr.  Grissell  are  false ;  but  your  Committee 
do  not  think  it  necessary  to  point  out  in  detail 
the  discrepancies  and  contradictions  with  which 
the  evidence  of  the  two  last-mentioned  witnesses 
abounds. 

Your  Committee  are  unanimously  of  opinion 
that  Mr.  Grissell,  in  asserting  that  he  could 
control  the  decision  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Bill,  and 
in  the  offer  he  made  to  do  so,  was  guilty  of  a 
breach  of  the  Privileges  of  the  House. 

And  they  are  also  unanimously  of  opinion 
that  Mr.  Ward  was  cognizant  of,  and  assisted 
Mr.  Grissell  in,  the  matter  of  this  offer,  and  was 
likewise  guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
the  House.*' 

Now,  the  unanimous  finding  of  that 
Select  Committee  is  ohviously  one  of 
very  great  importance.  The  charge  they 
make  is  one  of  so  very  grave  a  nature 
that  it  demands  the  earnest  attention 
of  this  House.  At  the  same  time,  I 
think  that  the  feeling  of  the  House 
will  probably  be  that  in  a  matter  of 
this  kind  we  ought  to  proceed  with 
proper  deliberation,  and  I  shall,  there- 
fore, move — 

"  That  Mr.  Charles  Edmund  Grissell  and  Mr. 
John  Sandilands  Ward  do  attend  this  House  To- 
morrow, at  Twelve  o'clock," 

when  the  House  will  decide  what  farther 
course  it  will  take. 

Sir  WILLIAM  FRASER :  I  should 
like  to  say  a  word  as  to  a  Question  which 
was  put  by  me  when  this  matter  was  lirst 
brought  forward,  but  which  received  no 
answer.  A  Motion  had  been  made  to 
the  effect  that  Mr.  Charles  Edmund 
Grissell  attend  at  the  Bar  of  this  House  ; 
but  that  Motion  was  withdrawn,  and  I 
ventured  to  ask  this  Question — If  Mr. 
Grissell  were  not  then  ordered  to  attend, 
what  means  would  there  subsequently 
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be  of  forcing  his  attendance  ?  I  have 
no  means  of  knowing  whether  Mr. 
QriMell  will  appear  to-morrow,  or  not ; 
bat,  looking  at  human  nature  as  it 
usually  is,  I  should  say  that  his  appear- 
ance here  is  exceedingly  improbable. 
The  matter  having  been  investigated, 
and  circumstances  having  been  alleged 
that  are  apparently  strongly  condemna- 
tory of  him,  I  should  think  it  is  most 
improbable  that  he  will  appear,  and  I 
venture,  therefore,  to  ask  this  Question 
— What  means  have  been  taken  to  en- 
sure his  attendance  at  the  Bar  of  this 
House  to-morrow  at  12  o'clock  ? 

Mb.  WHITBREAD:  Sir,  before  any 
answer  is  made  by  the  right  hon.  Qen tie- 
man  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
the  Question  just  put  to  him  by  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  William  Fraser),  I  should 
Hke  to  say  a  few  words  on  this  matter. 
I,  for  one,  am  sorry  to  find  that  the  case 
is  to  be  treated  in  the  manner  proposed, 
and  I  should  be  glad  to  hear  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  whether  he 
has  consulted  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  as  to  whether  the  case  is  not  one 
that  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in  the  ordi- 
nary course  of  law  ?  It  seems  to  me, 
on  reading  the  evidence  that  has  been 
published,  that  the  offence  charged 
against  the  persons  concerned  is  that  of 
a  mere  vulgar  attempt  to  obtain  money, 
and  I  should  have  thought  it  raising 
that  offence  to  too  dignified  a  position  to 
call  these  two  persons  to  the  Bar  of  this 
House.  I  should  much  have  preferred, 
if  it  could  have  been  so  determined,  that 
the  matter  should  have  been  dealt  with 
in  the  ordinary  process  of  the  law.  If 
these  persons  had  set  themselves  up  as 
seriously  questioning  the  Privileges  of 
this  House,  I  could  understand  that  the 
method  now  proposed  would  be  the 
proper  way  in  which  the  House  should 
deal  with  the  matter;  but  it  seems  to 
me  that  they  do  not  pretend  that  there 
was  any  justification  for  the  act  they 
committed,  and,  this  being  so,  and  the 
offence  being  a  vulgar  and  common  at- 
tempt to  obtain  money  in  a  corrupt  way, 
I  should  have  been  much  better  pleased 
if  the  case  could  have  been  dealt  with  by 
the  ordinary  law. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  In  reply  to  the  Question  of  my 
hon.  Friend  (Sir  William  Eraser)  as  to 
what  means  are  to  be  taken  for  requiring 
the  attendance  of  Mr.  Orissell  at  the 
Bar  of  this  HousOi  I  can  only  say  that 


we  must  wait  till  we  see  whether  the 
Order  he  will  receive  from  Mr.  Speaker, 
and  which  will    be  of   a  peremptory 
character,  is  obeyed  or  not,  and  then  it 
will  be  for  the  House  to  consider  what 
we  shall  otherwise  do,  and  it  would  be 
unwise  to  anticipate  it.     With  regard  to 
what  has  been  said  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Bedford  (Mr.  Whitbread),  I  may 
say  that  there  is,  no  doubt,  something 
in  the  point  he  has  raised ;  but  I  have 
consulted  my  learned  Friends  the  Law 
Advisers  of  the  Crown  in  the  matter,  and 
they  are  distinctly  of  opinion  that  the 
case  is  one  which  it  would   be  rather 
difficult  to  deal  with  in  the  ordinary 
Courts  of  Law.    It  having  first  been 
brought  under  the  notice  of  a  Committee 
of  this  House,  then,  having  been  brought 
by  that  Committee  before  this  House, 
and  afterwards  discussed  by  a  Select 
Committee  appointed  for  the  purpose, 
and  that  Committee  having    reported 
that  there  has  been  a  Breach  of  Privi- 
lege, I  thiuk  it  would  be  difficult  now 
to  take  the  course  which  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Bedford  has  suggested.     On  re- 
ferring to  precedents  in  relation  to  such 
cases,  I  have  found  that  in  former  times 
there  have  been  several  in  which  at- 
tempts to  influence  corruptly  the  pro* 
ceedings  of  this  House  have  been  dealt 
with  summarily  as  Breaches  of  Privi- 
lege. 

Mr.  CALLAN  :  May  I  ask  the  At- 
torney General,  whether,  taking  the  Re- 
port of  the  Select  Committee  to  be  sub- 
stantially that  the  statements  of  Mr. 
Grissell  and  Mr.  Ward  were  false — that 
they  have  pledged  their  oaths  to  falpe 
statements  —  cannot  an  indictment  be 
formed  against  them  before  an  ordinary 
legal  tribunal  for  the  offence  so  com- 
mitted ? 

The  attorney  *  general  (Sir 
John  Holkeb)  :  There  is  no  doubt  that 
Mr.  Grissell  and  Mr.  Ward  have  given 
false  evidence  before  the  Committee, 
and  if  the  fact  that  tliey  have  given 
false  evidence  can  be  substantiated  by 
evidence,  they  might  be  convicted  and 
punished  for  that  offence.  At  the  same 
time,  I  do  not  think  that  that  would  ha 
a  desirable  course  to  take. 

Motion  agreed  to, 

OrtUrtd,  That  Mr.  Charles  Edmund  GrissoU 
and  Mr.  John  8andilanda  Ward  do  attend  this 
House  To-morrow^  at  Twelve  of  the  clor>v— 
{Mr,  ChanciUor  of  tfu  Exchequer.) 


COMMITTEE. 


Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee). 

Colonel  STANLEY,  in  moving  the 
insertion  of  certain  Amendments,  said, 
he  could  assure  the  Committee  thej  were 
only  verbal  in  their  nature. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  complained  that  these 
Amendments  were  not  on  the  Notice 
Paper,  and  hon.  Members  were  quite 
unable  to  follow  what  was  being  done. 
In  the  peculiar  circumstances  in  which 
the  Government  were  now  placed  in  re- 
gard to  this  matter,  he  would  not  offer 
any  opposition  ;  but  he  thought  it  should 
be  remembered,  when  these  Amend- 
ments were  not  on  the  Paper,  that  they 
had  recently  heard  a  good  deal  from  the 
Government  about  the  inconvenience  of 
moving  Amendments  without  Notice. 

Colonel  STANLEY  expressed  his 
regret  that  the  Amendments  were  not 
on  the  Paper,  and  repeated  his  assurance 
that  they  were  only  of  a  verbal  character 
to  remedy  defects  in  the  drafting  of  the 
Bill. 

Clauses  1  to  6,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Clause  7  (Repeal  of  Enactments). 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
to  what  extent  this  clause  repealed  the 
provisions  of  existing  Statutes  ?  None 
were  named,  and  it  seemed  to  him  that 
if  the  matter  were  allowed  to  pass  as  it 
now  stood,  considerable  confusion  would 
arise.  Thev  had  been  told  that  the  Act 
was  passed  to  simplify  the  military  law; 
but  this  clause  would,  it  appeared  to 
him,  tend  in  the  reverse  direction,  and 
that  officers  and  soldiers  would  have 
need  to  refer  to  a  good  many  other 
Acts  of  Parliament.  He  hoped  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  could 
explain  some  of  these  matters  in  his 
reply. 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  was 
afraid  it  would  take  up  too  much  time 
at  that  moment  to  explain  all  the  Acts 
kept  alive  by  the  Bill.  There  were 
several  instances  in  which  Acts  of  past 
years  had  been  affected  or  modified  by 
the  Mutiny  Acts,  and  which  were  finally 
dealt  with  by  this  Bill.  The  provisions 
of  this  Bill  were  applied  by  a  continu- 
ance Bill;  but  he  thought  he  had  stated 
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existing  Discipline  Bill  the  provisions  of 
all  the  Acts  by  wliich  the  Forces  had 
been  previously  governed.     He  quits 
agreed  with  the  hon.  and  gallant  Osn* 
tieman  that  commanding  officers  would 
have   to   make   themselves    acquainted 
with  some  existing  Acts,  and  he  vai 
now  directing  his  attention  to  the  matter. 
He  proposed  drawing  up,  with  the  Bega- 
lations,  some  memoranda    as  to  what 
would  be  the  effect  of  the  Act.    Of 
course,   when    these   were    completed, 
tliere  would  be  no  objection  to  laj  A 
Copy  on  the  Table  of  the  House. 

Sir  ARTHUR  HAYTER  asked,  wha 
would  be  the  effect  of  this  Bill  on  the 
question  of  the  trial  of  Volunteers  bj 
court  martial  ?  It  was  now  provided  thift 
Volunteers  should  be  triable  by  coorti 
martial,  composed  of  Volunteer  oiBoeii 
and  officers  of  the  Regular  Service ;  but 
by  a  BiU  which  had  already  passed  iti 
third  readiug  in  this  House,  and  wbiel 
was  now  awaiting  decision  in  **anoth« 
place,"  this  rule  did  not  prevail,  and  Vo- 
lunteer officers  were  only  triable  by 
courts  martial  consisting  of  Voluotetf 
officers  alone.  When  the  Bill  was  befoft 
the  House,  he  drew  attention  to  tin 
subject,  and  the  Attorney  General  dii* 
tinctly  informed  him  that  the  ArroyKi- 
cipline  Act  would  govern  all  VoluotMff 
Acts,  including  the  Irish  Volunteer  Ad  \ 
then  under  discussion,  so  that  Iriik 
Volunteers  would  be  tried  by  mind  .| 
courts  martial.  He  should  like  to  betf 
from  his  right  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  wbetbtf 
he  still  adhered  to  that  decision? 

Colonel  STANLEY  replied  in  the 
affirmative.  He  said,  by  Clause  7  of 
this  Bill  all  other  Acts  which  were  is* 
consistent  with  it  were  superseded,  and 
they  would  be  still  further  govenied  bf 
the  regulations  which  they  proposed  ts 
introduce. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asid, 
he  had  not  received  an  answer  to  bil 
question.  What  he  wished  to  know  wn 
whether  existing  Acts  of  ParliAment  if* 
f erring  to  the  Army  were  repealed,  «r 
were  they  still  in  existence.  He  ^J^J** 
mention  one  instance.  By  the  Militift 
Act,  Militiamen  were  not  liable  to  the 
punishment  of  death ;  but,  under  certsia 
circumstances,  and  under  the  nsw  AM 
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which  they' had  now  passed,  they  would 
be.  Was  the  clause  in  the  Militia  Act 
exempting  them  from  the  punishment 
of  death  repealed  hy  the  Bill  now  under 
consideration  ?  He  should  have  thought 
the  reply  to  such  a  question  might  have 
been  distinct.  

Sib  ARTHUR  HAYTER  said,  he 
must  also  press  for  an  answer  to  this 
question.  

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  he  could 
only  once  more  explain  that  all  these 
Acts  were  not  repealed,  except  in  so  far 
as  they  were  inconsistent  with  the  ex- 
press conditions  of  Acts  passed  at  a 
later  date. 

Mb,  RYLANDS  said,  he  thought 
e7ery  allowance  ought  to  be  made  for 
the  Government,  and,  therefore,  he  would 
not  press  them  upon  the  point ;  but  he 
thouf^ht  another  year  they  might  be 
enabled  to  set  forth  the  Acts  which  were 
repealed  in  a  Schedule  to  the  enacting 
Bill. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  GROSS  said,  the 
whole  question  would  be  practically 
dealt  with  by  the  Statute  Law  Revision 
Oommission. 


Clause  agrnd  to. 

CUuse  8  (Prices  in  respect  of  billet- 
ing). 

Majob  O'BEIRNE  moved  to  increase 
the  amount  of  the  marching  allowance 
of  officers  from  2«.  to  5«.  per  day.  The 
present  allowance  was,  he  said,  utterly 
inadequate  to  meet  the  necessary  ex- 
penses on  the  march — in  fact,  it  was  an 
utterly  ridiculous  sum.  He  hoped  to 
hear  from  the  Government  that  they 
would  take  the  matter  into  considera- 
tion. 

Amendment  negatived. 
Clause  agreed  to. 
House  returned. 
Bill  reported. 

Colonel  STANLEY,  on  the  ground 
of  the  great  urgency  of  the  matter,  ap- 
pealed to  the  House  to  allow  the  Stand- 
ing Orders  to  be  dispensed  with  in  order 
that  the  Bill  might  pass  through  its  re- 
maining stages.  This  was  absolutely 
necessary  in  order  that  the  measure 
might  receive  the  Royal  Assent  by  Fri- 
day, when  the  old  Act  expired. 

Bill,  as  amended,  considered;  read  the 
third  time,  sjii  passed. 


BANKING  AND  JOINT  STOCK  COM- 
PANIES BILL— [Bill  126.] 
{Mr.  Chanallor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  Secretary 
Croetf  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetton.) 

SECOim  BEADING. 

Order  for  the  Second  Reading  read. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER,  in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now 
read  a  second  time,  said :  It  is  now  some 
time  since  the  Bill  was  introduced,  and 
since  it  has  been  before  the  House  I 
have  received  a  great  number  of  com- 
munications both  from  Members  of  the 
House  and  from  other  persons.  I  think 
there  seems  to  be  a  very  general  agree- 
ment among  those  who  are  interested, 
so  far,  at  all  events,  as  the  banks  are 
concerned,  that  it  is  desirable  to  pass, 
without  any  further  loss  of  time,  a 
measure  for  the  purpose  of  enabling 
those  banks  which  are  now  unlimited 
to  re-register  themselves  as  limited 
banks.  The  House  is  aware  of  the  na- 
ture of  the  inconvenience  which  has 
been  found  to  arise  in  many  cases  from 
unlimited  liability.  One  of  the  effects 
of  it  has  been  to  alarm  a  good  many 
persons  who  had  hitherto  been  willing 
to  take  shares  in  banks,  and  who,  being 
persons  of  substantial  character,  have, 
of  course,  been  very  desirable  partners 
in  those  concerns,  but  who  are  alarmed 
at  the  possibility  of  their  being  mulcted 
of  the  whole  or  the  greater  part  of 
their  fortunes  by  failure,  and  are  very 
anxious  that  the  banks  to  which  they 
belong  should  have  the  advantage  of 
limited  liability.  It  being  perfectly  well 
understood  that  those  banks  might  ori- 
ginally have  been  registered  as  limited, 
but  have  been  in  point  of  fact  registered 
as  unlimited,  it  is  now  found  that  they 
cannot  alter  their  position  so  as  to  ob- 
tain the  advantages  of  limited  liability. 
Therefore,  the  main  point  of  this  BiU 
was  to  enable  banks  in  that  position  to 
convert  their  liability  from  unlimited  to 
limited  liability.  Then  it  was  a  second 
point,  that  we  thought  it  desirable,  not 
merely  to  give  such  banks  as  might 
desire  to  avail  themselves  of  it  the  power 
of  limiting  themselves  on  the  principle 
of  the  Joint  Stock  Companies  Act,  which 
exactly  limits  the  liability  to  the  amount 
of  the  shares,  but  also  to  enable  them 
to  form  themselves  on  the  principle 
which  would  g^ve  them  a  certain  fixed 
liability  over  and  above  the  nominal 
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amount  of  tho  shares.  For  that  pur- 
pose we  introduced  into  this  Bill  the 
system  of  what  are  called  Hoservo 
Liability  Companies.  Upon  that  ques- 
tion, upon  the  use  of  tho  word  "Re- 
servo,"  and  upon  the  question  as  to 
what  limitation  there  should  be  to  the 
power  of  fixing  the  amount  of  reserve, 
and  as  to  tlie  means  by  which  different 
kinds  of  banks  should  avail  themselves 
of  that  power,  there  has  been  a  certain 
amount  of  difference  of  opinion.  I  think, 
however,  that  tho  difference  is  not  very 
serious  in  reality,  and  that  by  a  little 
discussion  in  this  House  we  should  find 
that  we  could  come  to  a  satisfactory 
agreement  upon  the  matter.  Still,  un- 
doubtedly, it  is  a  question  of  some  in- 
terest, and  not  altogether  free  from  dis- 
putable points.  With  regard  to  some 
of  the  otlier  provisions  of  the  Bill — as 
to  the  mode  of  publisthing  the  accounts, 
and  the  auditing  of  tho  accounts,  I  think 
there  has  been  in  substance  a  tolerably 
general  agreement  that  it  was  desirable 
to  have  provisions  of  that  nature,  al- 
though there  have  been  a  good  many 
criticisms  on  the  particular  form  of  ac- 
count in  the  Schedule  of  this  Bill,  and, 
no  doubt,  it  is  open  to  considerable  im- 
provement. Thero  is  one  point  in  the 
Bill  which  has  caused  a  considerable 
amount  of  anxiety,  and  even  agitation, 
in  certain  parts  of  tho  United  Kingdom ; 
and  I  see  by  the  Notices  which  are  on 
the  Paper  that  all  the  opposition  which 
is  offered  to  this  Bill  on  the  second  read- 
ing comes,  in  fact,  from  those  who  are 
interested  in  the  Scotch  and  Irish  banks. 
The  proposal  in  the  8th  clause  of  the 
Bill,  that  the  banks  availing  themselves 
of  this  Bill  should  be  registered  in  that 
part  of  the  United  Kingdom  in  which 
tiioy  have  their  places  of  business,  is 
one  upon  wliich  tliere  has  been  a  good 
deal  of  feeling,  and  I  must  admit  that 
very  strong  objections  have  been  urged 
against  it.  I  could  not  undertake,  at  tiie 
present  time  of  the  Session,  to  go  into 
this  large  question  of  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  banks.  Wo  know  that,  in  1844, 
Sir  Robert  Peel  dealt  first  with  the  ques- 
tion of  the  English  banks  of  issue,  and 
in  the  following  year  brought  in  a 
measure  dealing  with  the  Scotch  and 
Irish  banks.  I  think,  therefore,  under 
the  circumstances  of  the  Session,  and 
the  character  of  the  obstacles  that  stand 
in  the  way  of  the  passing  of  a  Bill  of 
this  nature,  it  will  be   bettor   tli:it   it 
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should  be  confined  to  England.    I  pro- 
pose, therefore,  to  confine  this  Bill  to 
England,  leaving  out  everything  we  have 
proposed  in  the  8th  clause  with  refer- 
ence to  tho  Scotch   and  Irish  banka, 
and  looking  forward  to  next  Seesion  to 
be  able  to  deal  with  the  subject  in  • 
more  comprehensive  way,  if  it  should 
be  possible,  with  regard  to  the  question 
of  the  Scotch  and  Irish  banks.    Un- 
der these  circumstances,  I  hope  that  tha 
House  will  agree  to  what  I  am  aboot  to 
propose — namely,  that  after  the  seoonj 
reading,  the  Bill  should  be  committed^ 
formd,  so  that  it  may  be  re-printed  with 
certain  Amendments.  TheprincipalpoinI 
which  has  been  under  consideration  hu 
been  with  regard   to  this  reserve  lii- 
bility.    I  said,  when  we  introduced  the 
Bill,  that  we  were  not  wedded  to  thatpa^ 
ticular  title,  and  that  I  was  ready  to 
consider  any  other  proposals  that  nught 
be  made  to  me  on  the  subject.    lam 
bound  to  say  that  my  invitation  hasbeea 
very  freely  accepted,  and  a  very  large 
number  of  suggestions  have  been  madfl^ 
some  of  them  wholly  inconsistent  vith 
the  proposal  of  the  Bill,  while  othen 
seem  to  me  to  vary  very  little  from  it  I 
am,  therefore,  prepared,  subject  to  tnj 
decision  in  Committee  as  to  the  actnii 
terms  to  be  used,  still  to  adhere  to  thit 
title.     The  effect  of  .it  would  be  that  we 
should  have  three  classes  of  banb^ 
namely,  (1),    limited  banks;    (2),  uh 
limited    banks ;     and  (3),   the  resofl 
liability  banks.     I  do  not  myself  think 
that  it  would  be  very  convenient  to  dis- 
pense with  that  third  class.    If  jon  aie 
to  have  a  class  of  banks  in  which  the 
liability  should  be  not  limited  to  the 
amount  of  the  shares,  and  not  unUmitsd, 
but  something  between  the  two,  I  thiik 
it  is  desirable  that  it  shoold  be  diitis* 
guished  by  a  separate  name.    But  if  it 
is  to  be  so  distinguished,  then  we  havi 
this  point  urged  upon  us.  The  unlimited 
banks  say — *  *  We  may  be  ready  to  con- 
vert   ourselves    into    reserve   liabilitj 
banks ;  "   but  tho  limited  banks  say— 
**  We  are  not  authorized  by  this  Bill  ll 
turn  ourselves  into  reserve  liability  banks» 

and,  therefore,  we  may  be  in  a  position  of 
some  disadvantage."  This  objection  » 
the  limited  banks  has  a  great  deals' 
force  in  it ;  and  I,  therefore,  propose  that 
power  should  be  given  to  all  classes  o» 
banks  equally  to  avail  themselves,  if  the^ 
choose,  of  this  new  provision.  Thea* 
.uiiivnts  have  bceu  made  upon  the  d#- 
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finition,  or  rather  regulation,  in  Sub- 
section 3  of  the  8th  clause  which  defines 
the  amount  of  liability.  At  present,  it 
states  that  the  amount  of  reserve  lia- 
bility attaching  to  each  share  should  be 
regulated  by  the  amount  of  such  share, 
and  should  be  a  sum  equal  to,  or  some 
multiple  of,  the  nominal  amount  of  the 
share  in  respect  of  which  it  is  payable. 
What  I  shoiUd  propose  would  be  to  pro- 
Tide  simply  that  the  reserve  liability 
should  not  be  less  than  half  the  nominal 
capital.  Then,  there  are  certain  un- 
limited banks  which  are  in  this  position, 
that  they  have  a  veiy  large  nominal 
capital  and  only  a  small  proportion  of  it 
paid-up,  and  they  say — **  If  we  were  to 
tarn  ourselves  into  Reserve  Liability 
Companies,  there  might  be  some  diffi- 
culty as  to  what  the  amount  should  be ; " 
and  a  wish  has  been  expressed,  on  the 
part  of  some  of  them,  that  they  should 
have  the  power  of  reducing  their  nominal 
capital.  I  therefore,  propose,  that  some 
such  clause  as  this  should  be  drawn — 
that,  at  the  time  at  which  any  bank  now 
registered,  either  as  limited  or  unlimited, 
desires  to  re-register  as  a  reserve  lia- 
bility bank,  it  should  have  power  to  re- 
duce its  nominal  capital  to  an  amount 
not  less  than  twice  the  amount  of  the 
paid-up  capital  at  that  moment.  I  think 
that  will  be  found  to  nieet  the  case  of 
several  of  these  banks.  I  will  not,  how- 
ever, ask  the  House  to  disousss  this 
suggestion  merely  upon  a  statement 
made  viva  voce.  In  accordance  with  what 
I  have  said,  I  think  it  would  be  con- 
venient that  I  should  be  allowed  to  take 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  now,  and 
put  it  into  the  shape  in  which  I  propose 
that  it  should  stand,  and  then  we  will 
give  timo  for  its  consideration  when  it  is 
in  print,  and  be  able  to  have  it  discussed 
in  Committee  of  the  Whole' House.  If 
that  course  were  adopted,  I  do  not  be- 
lieve that  it  would  take  any  excessive 
time  to  pass  the  Bill,  and  I  think  it 
would  be  for  the  advantage  of  the  bank- 
ing and  mercantile  community  that  such 
a  Bill  should  pass. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (^Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  JExohe- 
pur.) 

Mb.  ANDEBSON:  Mr.  Speaker,  I 
am  very  glad,  indeed,  that  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  has  enabled  me  to 
dispense  with    moving  the    particular 


Amendment  which  I  have  on  the  Paper 
by  his  withdrawing  the  8th  clause  of  the 
Bill ;  but  I  am  not  quite  sure  that  the 
mode  in  which  he  spoke  of  withdrawing 
it  will  enable  me  to  withdraw  all  op- 
position to  the  Bill.  If  I  understood 
him  aright,  he  stated  that  he  meant  to 
drop  Scotland  out  of  the  BiU  altogether, 
and,  in  that  case,  I  shall  certainly  oppose 
the  Bill  to  the  best  of  my  power.  I  do 
not  see  why  Scotland  should  be  pre- 
eluded  from  adopting  the  principle  of 
reserve  liability  altogether.  The  pro- 
posal now  made  by  the  Ohancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  is  altogether  and  completely 
changed  from  what  it  was  in  the  first 
instance.  Formerly,  the  proposal  was 
that  any  bank  in  England,  Ireland,  or 
Scotland,  might  adopt  the  principle  of 
reserved  liability ;  and  now  it  is  to  be 
left  only  to  the  English  banks  to  adopt 
it,  while  neither  the  Scotch  nor  the 
Irish  banks  are  to  be  allowed  to  adopt 
it  at  all.  Under  these  circumstances, 
if  I  have  understood  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  proposal  aright,  I 
think  it  becomes  the  duty  of  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  Members  entirely  to  oppose 
the  passing  of  this  Bill.  There  is 
another  method  in  which  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  might  very  well  have 
altered  his  Bill,  and  so  have  given  us 
what  we  wanted — namely,  he  might 
have  simply  dropped  out  the  8th  clause 
and  nothing  more.  That  would  have 
been  a  very  simple  thing  to  do,  and 
would  not  have  prejudiced  anybody. 
That  is  a  clause  which  was  objected 
to  as  being  unjust  and  inexpedient, 
as  putting  upon  Scotch  and  Irish  banks 
a  most  unfair  disability,  as  attempt- 
ing to  rob  certain  banks  of  a  certain 
amount  of  business  which  they  have 
created,  and  which  is  of  great  value  to 
them,  without  any  kind  of  compensation 
being  given.  The  8th  clause  was  in 
every  sense  an  unjust  proposal,  and  all 
that  we  ask  is  that  the  8th  clause  should 
be  dropped  out  of  the  Bill.  If  that  is 
done,  we  would  not  ask  for  any  other 
changes.  At  the  same  time,  we  would 
not  object  to  others,  and  I  am  bound 
to  admit  that  the  change  which  allows 
a  limited  bank  to  become  less  limited  is 
a  very  good  change,  and  one  of  which  I 
quite  approve;  and  I  think  it  is  also 
very  likely  that  the  change  in  the  amount 
of  the  reserve  liability,  not  being  a 
multiple,  is  also  an  improvement ;  but, 
as  far  as  it  is  to  be  a  privilege  which  is 
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to  be  given  to  the  English  unlimited 
banks  to  take  advantage  of,  and  wliich 
is  to  be  denied  both  to  Scotland  and 
Ireland,  I  feel  bound  to  continue  my 
opposition  to  the  Bill  just  as  much  as 
before.  I  suggest  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  that  he  should  adopt 
this  means  of  dealing  with  the  question, 
and  if  he  does  so,  I  believe  he  would  find 
the  Bill  would  be  passed  with  great 
facility;  while,  if  it  is  not  adopted,  I 
believe  we  should  bo  able  to  baffle  him 
and  prevent  its  passing,  and  I  certainly 
shall  do  my  best  to  carry  this  out.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  says  we 
oppose  him  in  the  interest  of  banks. 
Well,  that  is  all  very  well ;  but  I  take 
my  action  in  the  interest  of  justice,  and 
nothinjf  else.  I  have  no  interest  in  anv 
bank  at  all;  on  the  contrary,  I  disap- 
prove of  the  action  of  many  of  them. 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  did  not  intend  to  imply  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  personally  inter- 
ested in  any  bank. 

Mr.  ANDERSON  :  I  simply  want  to 
say  that  I  do  not  act  at  all  in  the  inte- 
rest or  on  the  request  of  any  Scotch 
banks ;  I  act  simply  in  the  interests  of 
justice,  because  the  proposal  to  be  made 
in  the  Bill  was  a  thoroughly  unjust  one. 
I  do  not  approve  of  the  Scotch  banks 
coming  to  London,  nor  of  the  Scotch 
banks  having  their  monopoly  almost  in- 
tensified by  their  coming  to  London; 
but  I  disapprove  of  the  principle  of 
robbing  them  of  the  business  which, 
under  the  law,  they  have  established 
and  created  there.  By  coming  to  Lon- 
don, no  doubt,  they  bring  Scotch  capital 
away  from  Scotland  and  employ  it  in 
London,  and  I  cannot  approve  of  their 
coming  here  to  London  and  discounting 
at  somewhere  about  J  per  cent,  while 
in  Scotland  they  are  discounting  at  some 
4  or  5  per  cent.  I  do  not  approve  of 
Scotch  capital  coming  here  to  be  em- 
ployed in  favouring  English  merchants 
oy  discounting  at  J  per  cent  while 
Scotch  merchants  are  made  to  pay  4  and 
6  per  cent.  That  is  a  wrong  principle 
altogether,  and  one  which  I  should  be 
glad  to  see  put  a  stop  to.  If  their  coming 
to  London  was  the  cause  of  that,  I  might 
have  thought  they  should  be  prevented 
from  doing  so  ;  but,  unfortunately,  they 
did  it  equally  before  there  was  any  at- 
tempt to  prevent  them  from  coming,  and 
before  they  did  come.  As  an  instance 
of  that,  I  may  mention  that  one  of  tho 
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Scotch  banks  lost  a  large  sum  of  money 
by   discounting   some   of    the    Messrs. 
Collie  and  Co's.  paper,  and  at  thattime  the 
Scotch  bank  tiiat  did  so  had  no  branch 
in  London.     I  disapprove  of  them  dis- 
counting here,  because  it  enables  them 
to  keep  up  their  charges  in   Scotland. 
Another  change  which  I  should  like  to 
see  in  this  Bill  would  be  to  introduce  a 
clause  which  should  get  rid  of  the  bank 
monopoly  in  Scotland  and  enable  us  to 
have  free  banking  there.     The  Scotch 
banks  always  talk  very  largely  about 
free  banking,  and  boasted  of  it  in  their 
Memorial  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer; but  they  do  not  give  us  free 
banking,  and  we  have  not  got  it  in  Scot- 
land.    Therefore,  I  am  in  this  position, 
that  I  want  to  prevent  an  injustice  being 
done  to  the  Scotch  banks,  while  I  do  not 
approve  of  the  Scotch  monopoly  which  ii 
established,  and  which  I  should  be  glti 
to  see  abolislied.     This,    I  am  awara^ 
cannot  be  done  by  this  Bill ;  and,  an  the 
best  that  can  be  done,  I,  therefore,  hope 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
in  the  present  case,  will  agree  to  put  ill 
the  banks  in  the  United  Kingdom  on  one 
footing  by  simply  dropping  out  this  ob- 
noxious 8th  clause,  without  droppingoiit 
either  Scotland  or  Ireland. 

Mr.  HERMON  thought  this  Bi 
would  be  mucb  more  acceptable  to  the 
public  if  directors,  who  were  psid  ofi- 
cials,  and  those  who  signed  the  pitK 
spectuses,  were  obliged  to  incur  a  grettff 
amount  of  liability  than  the  shiie- 
holders.  When  they  recollected  thet  it 
was  generally  through  the  bad  ibI 
careless  management  or  the  miscondniA 
of  the  directors  that  misfortune  ensued, 
he  thought  there  was  a  good  case  ftr 
making  the  directors  liable  to  the  sheie* 
holders  for  the  losses  they  might  ineor. 
If  the  Chancellor  of  the  ExcheoM 
would  introduce  some  clause  in  the  pS 
to  provide  for  the  liability  on  the  p«t 
of  the  directors,  it  would  give  gwiter 
security  to  the  public,  ana  the  puhlio 
would  have  greater  confidence  in  the 
undertakings;  while  the  directors,  ^ 
the  stake  they  had  in  the  success  of  i 
company,  would  pay  greater  attentioi 
to  its  affairs,  and,  on  the  whole,  wouU 
conduce  to  the  success  of  the  undeitsk- 
ing.  He  wanted  the  public  to  have  the 
additional  security  and  assurance  thsl 
their  interests  would  be  regarded,  •■• 
to  feel  that  by  the  knowl^ge  of  Aj 
fact  that  the  directors  would  be  mulcted 
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in  acoordance  vith  the  loss  sustained  b j 
a  company  or  a  bank. 

Mb.  FEASER-MACKINTOSH  said, 
he  was  greatly  disappointed  at  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer's  proposal 
to  exclude  Scotland  from  the  operation 
of  the  Bill.  If  there  was  one  part  of 
United  Kiugdom  which  more  than 
another  required  a  reform  in  the  princi- 
ples of  liability  it  was  Scotland.  At  tho 
present  moment,  many  of  the  holders  of 
iMUik  stocks,  particularly  trustees  and 
executors,  in  consequence  of  recent  de- 
dfiions  by  the  Law  Courts,  felt  them- 
wlves  in  a  very  awkward  position.  One 
of  the  objects  of  the  Bill  was,  apparently, 
to  force  the  Scottish  banks  to  give  up 
their  business  in  London.  But,  what- 
ever might  be  the  faults  of  these  insti- 
tutions in  coming  to  London,  if  there 
were  a  fault,  it  was  not  fair  that  they 
should  be  compelled  to  withdraw,  as  it 
were,  by  a  side-wind,  especially  as  such  a 
proceeding  was  not  necessary  to  cure  the 
erils  complained  of.  A  deputation  of  a 
Terj  influential  character  had  waited  on 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to  re- 
present the  case  of  some  of  the  Scottish 
banks.  He  wished  it  to  be  borne  in 
mind  that  it  was  not  the  case  of  tho 
Scottish  banks  alone  that  had  to  be 
dealt  with  b}'  the  House,  but  the  case  of 
the  Scottish  people  also ;  and  the  Scot- 
tish banks  were,  in  many  respects,  at 
issue  with  the  S(rottish  people.  The 
Utter  had  sufiVred  by  tho  closeness  of 
the  monopoly  enjoyed  by  the  banks,  as 
Veil  as  from  the  unlimited  nature  of 
tlieir  liahility.  They  had,  therefore,  ro- 
j<nced  to  think  that,  in  connection  with 
this  Bill,  th<*y  had  an  opportunity  of 
bringing  their  grievances  fairly  and  dis- 
ttnctly  before  the  House.  The  main 
Question,  however,  was  the  giving 
power  to  change  from  unlimited  to 
limited  liability,  and  he  (Mr.  Frnser- 
■UtkintoKh)  would  confine  himself  to  it; 
•nd  if  tho  Chancellor  of  tho  Ex(?hcqner, 
•fter  learning  the  expression  of  feeling 
^bich  was  pretty  general  among  tho 
ccuttihli  Members,  did  not  witlidraw  his 
plOfiosal  fur  cxi-luding  Scotland  from 
tke  iKjnefits  of  the  Bill,  he  (Mr.  Fraser- 
^kiutosh)  would  be  under  the  neces- 
tty  of  presKing  to  a  Division  the  Amond- 
^t  which  he  now  formally  moved — 
Uaely,  "That  this  Bill  be  read  a 
•teond  time  that  day  three  months." 

Dr.  CAMERON,  in  rising  to  secon(3 
tte  Uotion,  said,  that  so  far  as  Scotlan(i 


was  concerned,  the  matter  was  not  so 
easily  dealt  with  as  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  appeared  to  imagine.  It  was 
an  easy  thing  to  drop  out  the  8th  clause, 
intended  to  drive  the  Scotch  Banks  out 
of  London  ,*  but  the  real  difBculty  of 
dealing  with  Scotland  under  these  cir- 
cumstances  was  that  there  wero  in  Scot- 
land another  class  of  banks  to  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not  re- 
ferred, which  had  already  their  liability 
limited,  but  did  not  uso  the  word  limi- 
ted as  an  appendage  to  their  titles.  There 
were  the  Chartered  banks,  which  wero 
already  limited;  but  they  did  not  re- 
quire to  change  their  name,  and  as  long 
as  they  could  dispense  with  tho  necessity 
of  changing  their  name,  the  other  banks 
could  not  afford  to  make  a  change  which 
would  lead  the  public  to  consider  that 
they  occupied  an  inferior  position.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  dealt 
with  the  matter  from  a  far  too  exclubive 
London  point  of  view.  When  he  came 
to  deal  with  Ireland,  he  would  find  tho 
same  difficulty  staring  him  in  the  face 
as  that  presented  in  Scotland.  In  Ire- 
land there  wero  also  banks  limited  by 
Ko^-al  Charter,  and  unless  tho  Irish  banks 
were  very  different  from  the  Scotch  banks, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
have  to  find  some  other  means  of  dealing 
with  them.  In  the  present  Bill,  three 
subjects  had  been  dealt  ^\ith  in  a  very 
frogmentary  and  unsatisfnctory  monner, 
and  the  one  subject  which  called  most 
urgently  for  tho  (iovernnient  to  grapple 
with  it  iittd  been  loft  untouched.  With 
regard  to  tho  proposed  method  of  limi- 
tation, as  ho  hud  explained  to  the  Iloiise, 
it  was  a  method  which  might  be  popuhir, 
ond  which  might  bo  adopted  by  banks 
hero,  but  which  could  not  bo  adopted 
in  Scotland,  and  could  not  be  adopted  to 
any  great  extent  in  Ireland.  That  was 
one  unstttisfactorv  feature  in  the  Bill, 
lie  did  not  know  whether  under  the  Bill 
tho  right  hon.  Gentleman  proposed  that 
the  reserve  liability  banks  should  be 
obliged  on  all  occasions  to  parade  tho 
title  of  reserve  liability  after  their 
name.  Might  ho  ask  tho  right  hon. 
Gentleman  if  that  were  so  ?  [The 
CiiANCKLLOR  of  the  EXCHEQUER :  Yes.] 
It  seemed  to  him  (Dr.  Cameron)  that 
a  very  simple  way  out  of  the  difli- 
culty  was  open  to  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  lie  could  not  see  why 
it  was  necessary  to  nmintain  the  word 
limited  at  the  end  of  the  title  of  u  limited 
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liability  company.  It  was  simply  mis- 
leading. The  great  majority  of  the 
limited  liability  companies  at  present  in 
existence  had  not  that  word  appended  to 
their  names.  There  were  railway  com- 
panies which  were  limited ;  water  com- 
panies, gas  companies  ;  and  there  were 
also  a  largo  number  of  banking  com- 
panies which  were  limited  without  the 
necessity  of  haying  the  word  limited  at- 
tached to  their  title.  That  was  the  case 
of  three  or  four  Scotch  banks ;  with  the 
Bank  of  Ireland  ;  in  fact,  it  was  so  with 
all  the  Chartered  banks.  As  to  the  new 
proposal  of  limitation  by  reserve,  it  was 
really  nothing  more  than  that  proposal 
contained  in  the  Act  of  1862,  wliich  pro- 
vided for  limitation  by  guarantee.  But 
ho  was  told  that  an  interpretation  of  the 
law  had  been  given  to  the  eifect  that 
limitation  by  guarantee  was  personal 
onl}',  and  did  not  extend  to  future  share- 
holders. That,  however,  was  a  difficulty 
which  could  easily  have  been  got  over 
by  a  short  Declaratory  Clause.  He  did 
not  wisli  to  attach  any  great  weight  to 
this  point.  What  he  did  object  to  in 
this  proposal  was,  that  it  introduced  an- 
other form  of  liability  to  the  already  too 
complicated  form  of  limited  companies. 
There  were  already  a  great  number  of 
limitations,  and  now  it  was  proposed  to 
establish  a  limitation  by  reserve.  It 
was  quite  impossible  for  the  public  to 
thoroughly  understand  how  the  liability 
of  any  pjiven  concern  stood,  and  this  was 
especially  the  case  with  the  Chartered 
banks.  He  had,  some  time  ago,  desired 
to  get  a  Eeturn  bearing  on  the  subject, 
and  he  was  told  that  the  Charters  were 
public  documents.  He  had  the  curi- 
osity to  go  to  tho  Eecord  Office  for 
the  purpose  of  investigating  them. 
Ho  found  that  the  Charters  were  wound 
up  in  long  rolls,  and  were  of  such 
a  great  length,  that  they  could  not 
possibly  be  completely  examined  in  any 
office  of  ordinary  size.  When  they  had 
found  out  what  they  wanted  in  a  par- 
ticular Charter,  they  miglit  probably  find 
themselves  referred  to  some  provision  in 
an  earlier  ono  of,  perhaps,  equal  length. 
The  system  was  so  complicated  and 
cumbrous,  that  they  might  spend  a  week 
in  finding  out  the  precise  measure  of 
limitation  of  a  given  bank  ;  and  yet  it 
was  now  proposed  to  add  another  com- 
plication to  this  already  far  too  compli- 
cated system.  As  to  the  liability  of  tho 
shareholders,  he  was  at  one  with  the  right 
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hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.     He  agreed  with  him  that 
unlimited  liability  occasioned  a  danger 
of  frightening  good  shareholders  out  of 
the  proprietary  of  banks.     But  the  diffi- 
culty of  both  Scotch  and  Irish  banks 
would  be  met  by  doing  away  with  the 
necessity  of  using  the  word  "limited" 
after  the  title  ;  and  this  proposal  would 
equally  meet  the  requirements  of  Eng- 
land.    There  was  one  point  painfully 
brought    out  in  connection    with   the 
failure  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank, 
and  which  ought  to  be  dealt  with  in 
any  Bill  attempting  legislation  on  this 
subject.     Over  and  above  the  note  issue 
authorized  to  the  banks  in  Scotland  and 
Ireland,   the    banks    were   allowed  to 
issue  any  amount  of  notes  on  condition 
that  they  held  a  reserve  of  gold  againrt 
that  issue.      Under  the  Bank  Act  of 
1844,  the  Treasury  were  empowered  to 
inspect  the  gold  reserve.     He  did  not 
know  whether  they  ever  had  done  so— 
[*•  No !  "1— but,  at  all  events,  when  the 
City  of  Glasgow  Bank  came  down,  it 
was  discovered  that  the  gold  was  not 
there.     Mark  the  effect  of  the  system! 
You  put  a  positive  premium  on  falee 
returns,  and  took  no  means  to  check  it 
If  a  bank  kept  half-a-million  of  goU 
against  half-a-million  of  notes  issaed, 
they  gained  nothing  by  it ;  but  if  they 
did  not  keep  it,  they  netted  £25,000 
a-year  by  the  transaction.    Any  Bill  ii 
this  direction  should  take  steps  to  mtke 
this  supposed  security  a  real  one,  nd 
not,  as  at  present,  a  mere  temptation  to 
make  false  returns.     Another  important 
point  was  this.     If  the  bank  had  goU 
in   hand   when  it  came   down,  it  nov 
appeared  that  that  gold  was  part  of  the 
general  assets,  and  was  no  more  appli- 
cable to  tho  redemption  of  notes  thai 
the  bank  building.     This  was  a  subvert 
that  ought  to  be  handled  in  a  bankag 
bill,  for  it  was  of  the  utmost  impoTtanN 
to  the  public  interest.    With  regard  ii 
the  proposed  system  of  audit,  that  had 
been  the  feature  in  the  Bill  which  had 
recommended  it  to  the  benevolent  cob- 
sideration  of  the   public   out-of-doon 
yet,  if  the  public  out-of-doors  only  looked  .j 
at  the  thing,  they  would  see  that  there 
was  not  a  greater  fallacy,  delusitm-^ 
sham,  if  he  might  say  bo — than  theao^ 
proposed  by  the  Bill.     Nine-tenths  rf 
tho  banks  at  present  had  all  the  audit 
they  would  have  under  the  Bill,  but  no 
one  was  the  wiser  for  it.    The  n  * 
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dffieci  in  the  present  BjBtem  was  that 
the  auditors  were  the  nomineeB  of  the 
directors.     He  did  not  mean  to  say  that 
they  would  willingly  pass  false  returns, 
bnt  they  did  not  examine  fully  into  the 
accounts.     Things  were  made  pleasant, 
and  they  found  their  salaries  paid  the 
more  willingly  the  less  work  tliey  did, 
and  an  audit  took  place  which  was  popu- 
larly known  as  the  ''sherry-and-sand- 
vich  "  audit.     This  Bill  provided  for  a 
litde  extension  of  that  shen*y-and-sand- 
wich  audit,  and  nine- tenths  of  the  banks 
had  that  audit  already.     He  did  not 
mean  to  say  that  auditors  were  not  nomi- 
nally in  Limited  Liability  Banks  ap- 
pointed by  the  shareholders ;    but,   in 
afanost  every   case,    the  directors  hold 
proxies  and  controlled  the  appointment 
of  auditors.     The  next  provision  in  con- 
nection with  this  point  was  the  publi- 
cttion  of  accounts.     There  was  nothing 
more  important  for  the  security  of  the 
pnblic  than  the  publication  of  detailed 
accounts.    Nothing  that  could  be  devised 
alioved  the  public  so  good  an  oppor- 
tunity of  knowing  whether  a  concern  was 
rotten  or  sound  as  a  detailed,  a  minutely- 
detailed,  system  of  published  accounts. 
Bat  statements  of  the  kind  proposed  by 
th»  Bill  might  have  been  published  by 
•very  one  of  the  banks  that  had  come  to 
pief  within  the  last  12  months  without 
Anybody  being  much  the  wiser.     How 
Wat  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank  brought 
to  grief?    Millions  of  money  were  given 
te  flome  half-a-dozen  different  persons. 
The  bank  held  its  own  shares  to  an 
ceiormous  extent,  thereby  increasing  the 
liability  of  its  outside  shareholders,  and 
Vilstering  up  the  shares  to  a  fictitious 
Mce,  which  utterly  misled  the  public. 
Would  a  form  of  the  kind  proposed  by 
^  Bill  have  disclosed  this?     Not  in 
ttie  least ;  the  bank  would  have  come 
*^  of  the  ordeal  equal  to  the  best  in 
Uie  country.     What  was  there  to  pre- 
^tnt  banks  being  required  to  show  how 
^any  of  their  own  shares  they  held,  and 
^y  not  compel  them  to  state  how  many 
Mbtora  they  had  over  a  certain  sum — 
*y,  £100,000  or  £150,000?     If  that 
■td  been  done,  there  would  have  been 
&v  cases  in  which  the  banks  which  had 
•ome  to  grief   would  not    have   been 

Ged  up  long  before  they  really  col- 
fjed.     Another  and    still    more  im- 
gvtant  point  in   connection  with    the 
.  ty  of  Glasgow  Bank  was,  how  did  it 
>KYeit  iU  money?     Why,  in  Govern- 


ment and  other  securities.  But  the 
** other  securities"  embraced  wholesale 
investments  in  Australian  Land  Compa- 
nies and  American  Eailwuy  mortgages, 
which  were  utterly  unmarketable.  Why 
not  make  it  a  necessity  thot  there  should 
be  a  detailed  statement  of  these  ?  Half- 
a-dozen  banks  already  did  this  without 
any  pressure.  There  was  tbo  Birming- 
ham Joint  Stock  Bank,  a  perfect  model 
in  that  respect,  which  issued  details  of 
every  security  held  by  them.  The  next 
example  he  would  give  as  illustrating 
his  position  was  the  unfortunate  Cale- 
donian Bank,  which  came  to  grief 
through  no  fault  of  its  own,  but  owing 
to  a  piece  of  carelessness  which,  but  for 
tho  calamitous  consequences,  would 
have  been  thought  venial.  It  held  four 
shares  of  the  Glasgow  Bank.  Now,  if 
they  had  been  compelled  to  publish  a 
detailed  list  of  securities,  did  they  not 
think  that  almost  to  a  moral  certainty 
this  would  have  been  prevented?  It 
held  shares  in  most  of  the  Scottish 
Banks,  as  well  as  the  City  of  Glasgow. 
Its  balance  sheet  would  have  been  ex- 
amined ;  auyono  would  have  seen  the 
risk ;  there  would  have  been  no  induce- 
ment to  leave  money  in  such  invest- 
ments. Tho  directors*  attention  being 
called  to  tho  fact  that  if  any  single 
Scottish  bank  failed,  the  Caledonian 
must  be  brought  down,  tho  bank 
would  have  been  saved.  Again,  take 
the  case  of  the  West  of  England  Bank. 
If  it  had  been  necessary  to  publish  a 
statement  of  tho  number  and  amount  of 
accounts  of  over  £100.000  or  £150,000, 
it  would  have  speedily  been  known  to 
what  an  extent  tho  money  in  the  bank 
was  locked  up.  If  it  had  been  necessary 
to  publish  a  detailed  list  of  securities, 
shareholders  and  tho  public  would  have 
known  how  deeply  they  were  bound  up 
in  the  Aberdaro  oad  Plymouth  Iron- 
works scheme.  Tako  two  other  banks, 
both,  ho  was  happy  to  say,  still  going 
on,  and  likely  to,  but  which  had  had 
signifi(  ant  warnings  as  to  the  necessity 
of  looking  into  their  accounts.  The 
Oriental  Bank  not  long  ago  stood  in  a 
ticklish  position.  Their  shares  suffered 
a  severo  fall,  and  it  came  out  that  the 
bank  hold,  classed  among  their  **  other 
securities,''  a  large  quantity  of  Chilian 
bonds,  and  it  further  came  out  that  not 
sufficient  allowance  had  been  made  for 
tho  rates  of  exchange.  Why  not  re- 
quire banks  to  state  the  rate  of  exchange 
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at  which  they  took  foreign  money  in 
their  published  accounts?  Again,  the 
Chartered  Mercantile  Bank  of  India 
suffered  a  severe  drop  in  its  shares 
shortly  after  the  events  in  connection 
with  the  Ottoman  Bank  to  which  he  had 
referred,  and  it  then  transpired  that 
the  bank  had  speculated  extensively  in 
silver,  and  held  silver  to  an  enormous 
value.  The  silver  had  fallen  heavily  ; 
but  nothing  to  indicate  this  appeared  in 
the  accounts,  which  were  rendered  still 
more  misleading  by  the  valuation  of  the 
rupee  at  much  above  its  real  price.  And 
yet,  with  the  Bill  before  them  in  opera- 
tion, the  Government  balance  sheet 
might  have  been  filled  in  without  the 
public  receiving  one  additional  ray  of 
information  as  to  the  real  state  of 
things.  For  all  the  reasons  he  had 
given,  the  Bill  seemed  to  him  a  very 
weak  Bill  altogether.  The  addition  of 
the  audit  clause,  and  the  publication  of 
accounts,  which  made  the  Bill  go  down 
with  the  public,  were  really  hardly  worth 
the  paper  they  were  written  on.  Cer- 
tainly, in  the  case  of  nine  banks  out  of 
ten,  as  at  present  existing,  they  would 
not  improve  matters  in  the  slightest; 
and  to  show  the  perfect  absurdity  of 
the  proposition,  it  was  only  necessary 
to  point  out  that  this  audit  and  publi- 
cation of  accounts  did  nut  extend  to  all 
banks — not  to  Chartered  banks,  not  to 
ordinary  limited  banks,  but  only  to  those 
that  might  register  themselves  as  limited 
by  reserve,  and  to  such  banks  as  might 
be  established  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act.  Other  proposals  in  the  Bill  were 
harmless — they  might  have  the  effect 
of  postponing  effective  legislation  for 
some  years  to  come— but  probably  that 
would  be  the  efi'ect  under  any  circum- 
stances. But,  altogether,  the  Bill  was 
brought  in  in  a  sliape  so  as  not  to  apply 
to  that  portion  of  the  Kingdom  where 
tliere  was  the  most  necessity  for  it.  In 
England  they  had  numerous  limited 
liability  banks  and  Chartered  banks,  and 
though  they  had  a  large  number  of  un- 
limited ones — even  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land was  limited — in  Scotland  the  num- 
ber of  unlimited  banks  was  excessively 
gp:eat.  But  if  the  Chartered  banks  did 
change  their  title,  the  other  banks  would 
not.  Why  not  adopt  his  suggestion  that 
the  law  should  stand  so  that  every  bank 
throughout  the  Kingdom  should  act  as 
seemed  best  without  consulting  its 
neighbour?     Why  not  do   away  with 
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the  necessity  that  existed  for  a  fnotum 
merely  of  limited  banks  to  append  limi- 
ted to  their  name  ?    It  seemed  to  him 
that,  as  a  matter  of  fact,   the  largtr 
number  of  limited  companies  at  the  pre- 
sent moment  did  not  require  to  use  thi 
word  limited  aiter  their  name.     Wha^ 
then,  was  the  necessity  of  keeping  up  i 
false  presumption  that  every  compaoj 
not  ear-marked  as  limited  was  unlimited? 
It  was  only  this  that  prevented  the  whdt 
thing  being  settled  in  a  single  olauie  in 
a  way  that  would  satisfy  all  Engliah 
banks,  while  it  would  allow  Scotch  tod 
Irish  banks  to  come  under  it.    Undff 
the  circumstances,  he  was  inclined  to 
second  the  proposal  to  reject  the  Bill 
with  more  warmth  than  it  was  propoied 
by  his  hon.  Friend. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  flit 
word  **  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  tht  < 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  tliii  j 
day     three     months."  —  (ifr.  ihw*-  ' 
Maekintosh,) 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Snt  JOSEPH  M'EENNA  admitted 
that  much  of  what  he  was  about  to  mJ 
would  be  applicable  to  a  Motion  to  i^ 
ject  the  Bill.     He  hesitated,  howeTer,te 
condemn  it  altogether,  so  long  at  tht 
House  had  the  power  and  dispotitiaBii 
make  it  suitable  to  the  circumstanoei  of 
the  country.   He  would  be  wasting  tiai^ 
if  he  were  to  enter  on  details  to  proit 
that  the  Bill  was  simply  one  outooal 
of  the  failure  of  the  City  of  Oltigov 
Bank.      He    apprehended    that  tbM 
would  be  no  serious  contention  on  tU 
point,  and  he  would  rather  trust  to  tht 
common  sense  of  the  House  to 
in   that  proposition — nauiely,  thtft  thi 
movement  of  the  public  mind  which  kl: 
to  this  attempt  at  legislation  wtt 
sioned  by  the  panic  or  uneasineat  eoBtf' 
quent  amongst  shareholders  of  the  vt^ 
limited  banks  on  the  failure  of  theOV; 
of  Glasgow  Company.    The  next 
sideration   was  to  inquire  what 
have  been  the  effect  in  the  case  of 
failure  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Btak 
such  a  measure  as  that  before  the  He 
had  been  passed  by  Parliament  four 
five  years  ago,  and  had  been  avtiltd 
by  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank  two  i 
three    years  before    its  failure?    Hi 
would  repeat  that  question  in  tnothtf ! 
form,  for  his  main  argument  iMXfH 
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turned  upon  it.  What,  he  would  ask, 
would  haye  been  the  efifect,  what  would 
be  now  the  state  of  things,  if  the  Glas- 
gow Bank  had,  two  or  three  years  ago, 
availed  itself  of  suoh  a  law  as  that  which 
they  were  asked  to  pass  ?  The  answer  was 
ample,  that  it  would  have  varied  and 
extended  the  area  of  desolation.  It 
would  have  left  almost  scathless  many 
wealthy  men  who  had  reaped  large 
profits  by  the  bank,  and  it  would  have 
impoverished  an  immensely  greater  num- 
ber of  persons  who  would  now,  as  credi- 
tors, be  paid  in  full.  Who  was  to  assess 
which  result  would  be  the  less  calami- 
tous? No  one  could  show  that  this  mea- 
sure could  make  banks  more  prudent 
than  hitherto;  and,  as  it  could  not  do  so, 
it  could  only  vary  the  incidence  of  loss 
whenever  a  calamity  occurred ;  it  could 
only  do  this  by  shifting  the  burden  of 
loss  from  those  who  were  entitled  to  the 
profits,  and  by  casting  it  on  creditors 
who,  as  matters  now  stood,  were  toler- 
ably safe  from  any  such  overwhelming 
calamity.  As  it  happened  in  the  present 
case,  all  this  was  capable  of  exact  de- 
monstration. What  had  occurred  in  the 
case  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank  might 
occur  in  the  future  in  some  other  equally 
extensive  bank  after  this  Bill  had.  be- 
come law.  The  capital  of  the  City  of 
Glasgow  Bank  was  £1,000,000  sterling 
paid  up.  It  flailed  in  October  last.  Its 
constitution  was  one  of  unlimited  liability. 
Let  them  now  inquire  what  amount  of  re- 
served liability  it  should  have  provided 
for,  in  order  to  meet  the  claims  and  pay 
its  creditors  in  full.  The  amount  of  re- 
served liability  which  should  have  been 
provided  for  in  order  to  enable  the  liqui- 
dators, of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank  to 
pay  20«.  in  the  pound  to  their  creditors 
should  have  been  £27,500,000,  and  this 
notwithstanding  that  the  total  deficiency 
of  assets  tomeetliabilitieswa8£7,000,000 
only.  Let  hon.  Members  reflect  on  what 
actually  occurred  in  the  Glasgow  Bank 
case.  The  first  call  made  by  the  liqui- 
dators was  £500  for  each  £100  share. 
That  call  would  have  exhausted  a  reserve 
liability  of  a  multiple  of  five  times  the 
actual  capital — ^thatwas  to  say,  a  reserve 
liabUity  of  £5,000,000 ;  but  that  call, 
though  quite  sufficient  to  impoverish  a 
great  number  of  the  shareholders,  fell 
lamentably  short  of  what  the  circum- 
stances demanded ;  so  a  second  call  had 
to  be  made  of  £2,250  in  respect  of  each 
£100  share;  and  even  when  this  was 
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done  an  appeal  to  the  creditors  had  to 
be  made  to  accept  something  short  of 
20s,  in  the  pound.     The  next  question 
was,  what  would  have  been  the  conse- 
quences to  the  creditors  of  the  City  of 
Glasgow  Bank  if  it  had  been  a  reserve 
liability  bank,  with  a  reserve  capital 
equal  by  computation  to  a  multiple  of 
five  times  its  actual  capital?    Would 
they  not  have  been  disastrous?    Had 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  made  up  his 
mind  that  it  would  have  been  better,  on 
the  occasion  of  the  failure  which  occurred, 
that  the  calamity  should  have  fallen 
broadcast  over  Scotland,   rather    than 
that  it  should  have  fallen  in  the  pitiable 
manner  they  knew  of  on  the  unfortunate 
shareholders?    For  his  own  part,   he 
(Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna)  believed  that  the 
greater  evil  had  been  averted ;  for  if  the 
thousands  of  creditors — a  body  immensely 
more  numerous  than  the  shareholders — 
had  to  suffer,  distrust  would  have  spread 
to  all  other  credit  institutions,  and  the 
evil  effects  would  have  been  felt  in  this 
country,  and  in  Ireland,  perhaps,  as  much 
as  in  Scotland.     There  was  another  con- 
sideration which  weighed  on  his  mind, 
to  which  he  would  ask  attention.    No 
attempt  was  made  in  this  Bill,  either  to 
limit  the  amount  of  indebtedness  a  bank 
might  incur  or  the  amount  of  dividend  it 
might  declare.    But  the  solvency  of  a 
bank,   and  of  banks  generally,   could 
only  be  maintained  by  continuous  at- 
tention to  the  amount  of  actual  indebted- 
ness, and  its  ratio  to  the  paid-up  capital, 
and  by  taking  care  that  the  dividends  did 
not  exceed  actual  profits,  which  could  only 
be  done  by  accumulating  afund  out  of  ap- 
parent profits  sufficient  to  cover  the  risk 
on  current  business  in  the  worst  of  seasons. 
The  Bill  before  the  House  touched  none 
of  these  points,  and  yet  he  ventured  to 
say  they  were  as  pressing  and  as  im- 
portant to  the  community  at  large  as 
were  those  interests  which  the  framers 
of  the  Bill  desired  to  safeguard.     Why 
should  a  trader,  whether  an  individual 
or  a  Company,  be  allowed  the  privilege 
of  contracting  an  unlimited  amount  of 
debt,  and  of  dividing  an  unlimited  amount 
of  profit  on  the  basis  that  he  or  it  was 
unlimitedly  liable;  and  then  suddenly, 
when  the  business  was  in  full  swing,  be 
allowed  to  restrict  his  liability  for  the 
future,  without  having  placed  upon  him 
or  on  the  Company  any  restriction  what- 
ever as  to  the  extent  of  his  or  their 
future  indebtedness,  or  as  to  the  degree 
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to  which  they  might  year  by  year  de- 
plete their  estates  by  inordinate  distri- 
bution of  apparent  rather  than  of  real 
profits  ?  He  was  prepared  for  a  certain 
species  of  answer  to  this  question.  He 
would  be  told  that  the  present  Bill  pro- 
posed to  leave  all  present  creditors  in 
the  position  which  they  now  occupied  of 
having  their  recourse  as  against  share- 
holders of  an  unlimited  Company;  and  that 
if  they,  the  creditors,  were  to  be  placed 
in  a  different  position  with  respect  to 
future  deposits,  they  must  be  presumed 
to  know  the  law,  and  to  take  knowingly, 
with  the  inferior  security — to  take  the 
consequences.  But  was  this  really  so  ? 
Well,  all  of  them  knew  what  had  been 
done.  Was  it  not  of  the  very  essence 
of  this  legislation  that  it  was  intended 
to  enable  banks  to  limit  the  liability  of 
their  shareholders,  and  yet  avoid  being 
classed  as  limited  liability  banks  ?  The 
existing  creditors  of  the  bank  under- 
going transformation  were  to  have  no 
formal  notice  of  what  was  being  done. 
It  was  to  be  inserted  in  The  Gazette  and 
in  a  newspaper ;  and  the  creditors 
would  be  told,  probably  at  the  same 
time,  by  the  same  newspapers,  that  they 
were  all  quite  safe,  for  the  Act  did  not 
limit  the  liability  of  the  bank  to  existing 
creditors.  He  would  now  explain  how 
all  that  would  work.  The  period  of 
vigilance  being  once  passed,  the  de- 
positor would  come  in  at  the  end  of  the 
half-year  to  get  the  interest  on  his 
deposit.  The  old  deposit  and  interest 
would  be  paid  him  in  the  usual  pro 
formd  way,  and  he  would  get  a  now  re- 
ceipt for  his  principal  money,  possibly 
of  the  same  amount,  possibly  for  more 
or  less  than  the  old  receipt.  Whereupon 
the  protection  of  the  5th  section — sub- 
section 5 — of  the  Bill  was  wholly  gone, 
and  the  depositor  would  stand  hence- 
forth as  a  creditor,  with  inferior  security, 
but  without  any  consciousness  of  the 
change.  He  did  not  object  to  the  limi- 
tation of  the  liability  of  the  shareholders, 
if  those  concerned  as  creditors  were 
made  to  understand  exactly  what  was 
being  done,  and  expressly  consented 
that  the  nature  of  the  obligation  of  the 
shareholders  should  be  radically  altered. 
There  was  nothing  in  the  Bill  to  provide 
that  such  notice  should  be  given.  He  had 
explained  how  the  thing  would  actually 
work.  There  were  numerous  deposits 
in  all  the  large  unlimited  liability 
banks,   which  were,   in    an    equitable 
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sense,  unchanged  for  years.     Neretthe- 
less,  there    were    scarcely  any   which 
were,  in  a  strictly  legal  sense,  more 
than  a  year  old;   and  for  this  reason 
they  were,   for  technical  oonvenience, 
continually  being  paid  off  and  re-lodged, 
sometimes    re-lodg^d    with    additions, 
sometimes  only  partly  re-deposited.  He 
wanted  to  know  what  provision  was  made 
that  the  creditor,  who  would  pursuein  the 
future  the  system  he  had  been  acciu- 
tomed  to  do  in  the  past,  should  know  that 
a  radical,  and  possibly  a  fatal,  change 
had  been  effected  in  the  character  of 
the  security  on  which  he  had  relied? 
There  was  no  such  provision  in  the  Bill 
Quito  the   contrary.     The   7th  section 
of  the  Bill  was  that  which  prescribed 
the  process  whereby  an  unlimited  bank 
might  be  transformed  into  a  reserve  lis- 
bility  company.     It  dispensed  altogether 
with  that  species  of  intelligible  notioi 
which  a  Court  of  Equity  womd  preecribe 
before  it  permitted  any  individual  debtor 
to  divest  himself  of  liability  to  his  credi- 
tor in  whole  or  in  part.    All  that  vu 
required  in  the  way  of  notice  was  an 
advertisement  in  The  Gazetief  which  few 
ever  read,  and  the  publishing  an  ad- 
vertisement for  four  weeks  in  a  local 
newspaper,  in  which  it  might  so  happen 
that  there  would  appear  {contempt 
neously  an  article  to  inform  its  readen 
that  the  change  in  question  wasafonnal 
matter,  which  did  not  affect  existiDf 
depositors,   no  matter  how  long  thef 
might  keep  their  money  on  deposit  He 
wished  the  House  to  bear  in  mind  that 
the  local  paper  which  published  saoh  at 
assurance  would  be  only  stating  what 
was  literally  true,  and  yet  essentiaUf 
misleading;  for,  as  he  had  already  ex- 
plained, the  5th  sub-section  of  Claoae  i 
provided  that  the  limitation  of  liabiljtf 
should  not  apply  to  any  debts  or  Ufr* 
bility  of  the  Company  contracted  fM 
to  its  registration.     This  was  the  dan- 
gerous sedative  which  would  be  made  1 1 
use  of  to  lull  aU  apprehensions  until 
the  transition  had  been  aocompliahei 
Custom  and  routine  of  business  wonld 
do  the  rest,  and  no  one — perhaps  he 
should    rather  say  very  few  —  would 
appreciate  what  had  been  done,  or  fore- 
cast the  results,  until  a  bad  season  pre- 
duced   a  crash    entailing    a  far  nun* 
numerous  set  of  victims  than  even  the 
failure  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank 
produced  amongst  its  shareholders.  He 
could  not  see  any  sufficient  reason  ' ' 
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all  this.    Either  the  hanks  were  safe,  or 
they  were  not.    If  they  were  safe — that 
was  to  say,  if  the  paid-np  capital  and 
the  general  aaaets  of  a  bank  wore  saffi- 
cient  to  enable  it  to  pay  its  way — ^no 
harm  oould  be  done  oy  allowing  the 
shareholder  to  remain  in  the  position  he 
elected  to  occupy  until  he  remoyed  him- 
self in  the  ordinaxy  way.    But  if  the 
banks  were  not  safe,  that  was  the  very 
opposite  to  a  valid  reason  for  allowing 
the  shareholders  to  divest  themselves  of 
their  liability  in  a  new  and  abnormal 
fashion.     There  were,   however,   some 
who  said  that  the  shareholders  generally 
of  a  bank  could  not  know  for  certain 
whether  the  banks  were  safe  or  not,  and 
they — or  so  many  of  them  as  were  good 
for  anything — would  sell  out  their  shares 
if  they  coiud  not  limit  their  liability, 
•nd  thus  a  less  solvent  class  of  share- 
hdders  would  replace  the  present,  and 
they  would    have    a    class    of   share- 
holders in  future  from  whom,  in  case  of 
emergency,  less  could  be  recovered  than 
might  be  obtainable  on  the  plan  now 
proposed.     He  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna) 
doubted  this  altogether,  and  was  quite 
eonmced  that  it  was  wholly  erroneous. 
There  was  no  evidence — Hterally  none 
whatever — to  lead  to  any  such  conclu- 
lion.    But,  under  the  present  system, 
let  this  be  borne  in  mind — they  had  the 
•ecority,  such  as  it  was,  that  the  direc- 
ton,  who  must  be  shareholders,  were  un- 
lifflitedly  liable.     Every  director  of  an 
unlimited  bank  now  knew  that  he  was 
liable  to  his  last  farthing  in  the  world, 
not  merely  for  his  own  default,  but  for 
the  misdeeds  of  his  colleagues,  if  he 
trosted  too  much  to  them,  and  if  they, 
from  ignorance  or  otherwise,  brought 
about  a  catastrophe.    Were  they  about, 
also,  to  diminish  the  responsibility  of 
directors  ?    The  present  Bill,  unless  his 
(Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna's)  Amendment  to 
eontinue  the  unlimited  liability  of  direc- 
tors were  accepted,  would  utterly  sweep 
away  the  main  source  of  such  security 
as  they  had  at  present.    If  the  present 
Bill  were  passed  into  law  as  it  stood, 
ihej  would  have  in  the  future  directors 
of  banks  which  had  millions  and  scores 
of  millions   of  money  divesting  thom- 
■elTes  of  all  but  the  merest  fraction  of 
liability  for  the  obligations  which  they 
had  contracted.     The  directors  of  a  bank 
onght   to    remain     unlimitedly    liable, 
^eyhad  the  best  means  of  knowing 
whfi^er  the  Company  was  in  a  sound  or 


a  dangerous  condition.    If  they  did  not 
really  know,  they  were  unfit  for  their 
position — they  were  blind  guides,  and 
worse  than  blind  guides,  if  they  assumed 
to  discharge  the  duties  of  an  office  in 
which  vigilance  was  as  indispensable  as 
honesty.    If  some  such  condition  as  this 
did  not  apply  to  directors,  he  would  re- 
gard the  Bill  as  creating  a  new  danger. 
Mb.  HEYGATE  said,  he  had  heard 
with  considerable  regret  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Member  who    had  just  sat 
down ;  because  he  was  sure  that  the  Bill, 
in  the  modified  form  proposed  by  the 
Chancellor  of   the   Exchequer,    would 
meet  a  grievance  which  had  been  very 
generally  felt,  and  that  it  would  be  very 
gratefully  received  by  a  large  portion 
of  the  commercial    community  of  the 
country.     He  thought  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  donea  very  wise  thing, 
after  the  last  discussion,  in  eliminating 
that  portion  of  the  Bill  which  related  to 
Scotland  and  Ireland.    Lot  him  remind 
hon.  Members  from  Scotland  and  Ireland 
that  no  injustice  whatever    was    done 
to  them  by  the  Bill  being  passed  in  re- 
ference to  England  alone.      It  would 
leave  them  in  just  the  same  position  as 
they  were  before,  and  they  would  not  be 
damaged  in  the  slightest  degree.    Next 
year,  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposed  to  attack  the  issuing  power  of 
bcotch  and  Irish  banks  as  had  been  sug- 
gested, it  would  be  foimd  that  English 
Members  would  be  quite  ready  to  come 
down    and    lend    their    assistance    in 
opposing   such    a    proposal;     and   he 
thought  that  Scotch  Members  would  do 
very  unwisely  in  attempting,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  to  prevent  England  from 
obtaining  what    she    wanted,    merely 
because  their  own  desires  could  not  be 
quite  satisfied.     Such  conduct  would  be 
a  **  dog  in  the  manger"   policy,   and 
would    do    no    good    to   either  party. 
In    the   form   the  Bill  would    assume 
when  it  came  to  be  amended  in  Com- 
mittee, it  would  confer  upon  the  share- 
holders   of    English    banks    a    simple 
act  of  justice.     Those  shareholders  did 
not  ask   for   any  special    privilege   or 
favour.     What  thoy  did  ask  for  was  that 
an  unintended  disability  should  be  re- 
moved.     A  law  was  now  in  existence 
which  enabled  all  banks  to  adopt  limited 
liability ;  but  by  one  provision  of  that 
law  those  banks,  which  had  been  regis- 
tered under  it  for  some  minor  purp0B««- 
were  unable  to  be  re-registered  so  ar 
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obtain  the  benefit  of  limited  liability.  It 
was  not  a  matter  of  favour  or  of  gene- 
rosity that  was  sought.  What  was  asked 
for  was,  that  that  which  was  the  result  of 
accident  and  which  occasioned  what  ho 
had  called  an  unintended  liability  should 
be  removed.     He  would  not  follow  hon. 
Members  who  had  spoken  through  the 
details  of  the  Bill ;  but  was  willing  to 
admit  that  what  had  been  said  as  to  the 
auditing  of  accounts  and  the  liability  of 
directors  was  well  worthy  of  considera- 
tion when  they  reached  the  Committee 
stage.     He  was  no  great  believer  in  the 
safeguards  which  had  been  suggested, 
or  in  the  possibility  of  the  Bill  providing 
against  all  danger  of  loss.     He  quite 
agreed  that  it  was  necessary,  as  had 
been  argued,  that  ''the  public  should 
be  kept  safe  ;  "    but  what  was  required 
for  true  security  was  a  solvent  set  of 
shareholders  and  a  solvent  and  honest 
set  of  directors.     Tlie  public  would  bo 
much  safer  in  having   to   deal  with  a 
substantial  proprietary  and  directorate 
of    a    bank  of    limited    liability  than 
they  would  in  the  case  of  a  bank  of 
unlimited  liability,  the  shareholders  of 
which    would,     perhaps,    be    nowhere 
when  calls  were  wanted.    After  the  fear- 
ful disclosures  that  had  lately  been  made 
and  the  panic  which  resulted  from  them, 
he  did  nut  think  they  would  be  able 
to  retain  or  secure  the  substantial  and 
solvent  class  of  sharoholders  and  direc- 
tors  which   was    desired   if   unlimited 
liability  banks  were  not  allowed  to  be 
registered,  so  as  to  limit  the  liability  of 
their  shareholders  under  the  Joint  Stock 
Companies  Act,   pursuant  to  the  pro- 
visions of  the  BiU.     He  hoped  that  hon. 
Members  from  Scotland  would  not  inter- 
pose in  the  way  of  a  measure  which  was 
very  much  desired  in  this  country,  which 
would  be  simply  on  act  of  justice,  and 
which  certainly  would  not  be  in  favour 
of  any  particular  class,  but  fur  the  gene- 
ral advantage  of  the  community. 

Mr.  EATHBONE  considered  it  very 
desirable  that  the  Bill  should  apply  to 
the  three  countries  alike ;  but  those 
who  had  listened  to  the  able  speech 
of  the  junior  Member  for  Glasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron)  must  have  perceived  the  diffi- 
culties there  were  in  the  way  of  carry- 
ing out  legislation  on  the  subject  in 
Scotland.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
however,  had  promised  to  bring  in  a 
Bill  to  deal  with  ihe  banks  of  Scotland, 
and  he  hoped  the  Scotch  Members  would 

Mr,  Heygat^ 


not  prevent  the  Bill  being  passed,  but 
would  give  the  measure  under  considera- 
tion the  best  support  they  could.    He 
must  say  that  any  Committees  he  had 
sat  upon  for  England   had   impressed 
him  with  the  opinion  that  if  they  could 
bring  the  practical  mind  of  Scotland 
to    bear     upon    any    one    question   a 
practical  solution  of  it  would  be  worked 
out  of  much  benefit  to  England.    When 
they  heard  from  the  junior  Member  for 
Glasgow   how    many  difficulties   there 
were  as  affecting  the  Scotch  banks,  one 
could    not    but  think  that  the  Scotch 
banking  classes,  if  they  would  devote 
some  time  to  the  consideration  of  the 
whole  subject,   and   give   the  Govern- 
ment   the    benefit   of   their    delibera- 
tions, would  work  out  an  example  which 
would  be  of  the  greatest  advantage  to 
the  whole  country ;  but,  supposing  this 
were  not  practicable,  and  that  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  saw  a  chance  of 
dealing  with  the  Scotch  system  at  pre- 
sent, then  he  had  a  suggestion  to  make 
which  would  facilitate  dealing  with  the 
question  in  Scotland,  and  make  their 
banking    system    much    sounder.    Bj 
Clause  9,  those  banks  which  were  banks 
of  issue  as  well  as  of  deposit,  were  al- 
lowed  to  adopt  a  limited  liability  on 
reserving  an  unlimited  liability  for  notes 
of  issue.    That  did  not  appear  to  be  the 
right  way  of  dealing  with  the  question. 
He  was  quite  sure  that  anyone  who  had 
been  watching  banks  must  have  felt 
that  there  was  a  great  danger  in  the 
present  system  of  issue  by  private  banks. 
When  the  power  of  issue  was  given  to 
those  banks  a  great  many  of  them  wexe 
very  different  from  what  they  were  now. 
A  bank  might  go  on,  wealUiy  partnen 
might  retire  from  it,  and  the  talent  which 
previously  carried  it  on  might  disap- 
pear;   but  still  the  bank  might  go  on 
with   its  peculiar  privilege  of  issuing 
notes  not  possessed    by  other  banks. 
Now,  supposing  some  of  these  banks,  be- 
coming weaker,  and  less  well  managed, 
and  hanging  by  a  thread,  were  to  stop 
in  such  a  time  of  crisis  as  last  autumn? 
What  would  be  the  effect?  There  would 
be  a  crisis  of  the  general  banking  wpr    i 
tem.    Now,  it  seemed  to  him,  when  any    ^ 
of  these    banks    desired   to  possess  a    \ 
new  privilege,  they  had  a  right  to  ask 
that  they  be  put  upon  a  safer  footing; 
and  he  contended  that  no  bank  shouU 
be  allowed  to  possess  this  especial  privi- 
lege (except  the  Bank  of  England,  which 
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gave  security)  without  depositing  with 
the    Government,    as    in    some    other 
ooantries,  Consols  for  the  amount  of  the 
entire  issue.    Look  what  a  groat  danger 
that  would  remove.    If  everybody  who 
held  notes — and  those  who  held  notes 
were  the  least  informed  part  of  the  com- 
munity, and  most  liable  to  make  a  rush 
on  the  bank — if  they  knew  that  there 
was  Government  security  for  every  note 
they  held,  the  danger  of  a  run  upon 
inue  banks  for  pa3rment  of  notes  would 
he  absolutely  aone  away  with.     That 
threat  danger  would  be  avoided.     He 
believed  a  measure  of  this  kind  would 
be  popular,  being  a  security  both  to  the 
banks  and  the  people,  and  the   3  per 
cent  that  the  banks  would  get  on  their 
Consols  would  pay  them.     This  he  von- 
tored  to  throw  out  as  a  suggestion  to 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  as  a 
wonder  and  safer  mode  of  dealing  with 
the  banks  of  issue  which  desired  to  be- 
eome  limited.     There  was  only  another 
point  to  which  he  wished  to  advert — 
the  question  of  the  balance-sheets.  Now, 
he  oonfessed  he  did  not  place  unlimited 
etmfidence  in  the  issue  of  a  balance- 
sheet;  but,  surely,  the  system  ought  to 
be  one  under  which  sound  information 
ihonld  be  afforded.  If  they  were  to  issue 
t  balance-sheet,  they  ought  to  make  it 
thoroughly  good;  and  he  ventured   to 
aoggest  to'  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
qner,  as  a  model,  though  it  might  not 
be  perfect,  the  balance-sheet    recently 
imed  by  the  Union  Bank.     It  gave  an 
amount  of  detail  not  at  unreasonable 
lengtL     Such  balance-sheets  ought  to 
iiBue  at  least  everv  time  the  dividends 
irere  paid,   and  if  the  accounts  were 
obliged  to  be  verified  by  a  certain  num- 
ler  of  directors  —  if   they  wore   veri- 
fied by  the  signatures  of  a  certain  num- 
1)er  of  directors  that  they  themselves 
had  examined  the  securities,  and  that 
they  were  as  stated,  there  would  be  some 
•ecority  as  to  the  genuineness  of  the  in- 
bnnation,  especially  if  such  a  statement 
%ere  in  the  form  of  a  statutory  decla- 
imtion,  so  that    in   case  of  intentional 
concealment,  or  culpable  negligence,  an 
indictable  offence  would  be  committed. 
Re  had  no  desire  to  detain  the  House 
on   this    important    subject;     but    he 
fliooght  the  suggestions  he  had  made 
^we  such  as  might  bo  taken  into  con- 
sideration bv  the  Government. 

Mb.   GARFIT    said,  that  he  appre- 
hended the   main   object    of  the   i^ill 
to  enable  unlimited  Joint   Stock 


I  Companies  to  carry  on  their  business 
.  with  a  degree  of  liniited  lia])ility,  and  it 
:  appeared  to  him  to  bo  a  matter  for  re- 
!  gret  that  so  many  other  questions  wliich 
had  nothing  to  do  with  the  subject  had 
I  been  imported  into  the  debate.  It  seemed 
to  him  that  the  House  would  have  done 
better  to  confine  itself  to  tlie  object  of 
seeing  whether  unlimited  banks  ought 
to  be  enabled  to  carry  on  their  business 
as  limited  banks.  He  confessed  that  to 
him  the  Bill  would  not  be  a  simple  or  a 
complete  Bill  unless  Ireland  and  Scot- 
land were  included  in  it.  With  regard 
to  that  particular  point  as  to  Scotch 
banks  coming  to  London,  he  thought 
they  might  be  left  in  the  same  leg^ 
position  as  they  were  at  present.  If 
they  had  a  legal  right  to  be  in  London, 
let  them  remain  there,  always  taking 
care  that  they  did  not  issue  in  En^iclt^nd, 
and  that  other  banks  were  not  allowed 
to  come. 

Mb.  M'LAEEN  said,  that  in  the  ex- 
pectation that  the  Bill  would  come  on  as 
originally  proposed,  he  had  given  Notice 
of  the  following  Motion : — 

"That  the  compulsory  exclusion  of  Scotch 
Banking  Coriwrations  from  tho  right  to  carry  on 
certain  ucpartment-s  of  thoirbusinrss  in  London 
by  means  of  bnmehes  entablishiKl  there,  would 
be  a  violatif>n  of  thu  fundamental  articles  of 
union  butwcuu  tho  t>vo  kiugdoms." 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had, 
however,  proposed  very  important  alte- 
rations, especially  with  regard  to  the 
position  of  Scotland.  Ho  had  listened 
with  great  attention  to  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Boston  who  had  just 
sat  down,  and  he  Lclioved  that  he  would 
be  able  to  approve  of  every  word  that 
that  hon.  Member  had  uttered.  He  had 
pointed  out  what  was  the  right  way  to 
legislate  in  regard  to  joint-stock  banks 
— namely,  that  the  principle  to  be  pur- 
sued was  that  what  was  good  for  Eng- 
land was  good  for  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
and  that  what  was  bad  for  England  was 
also  bad  for  Scotland  and  Ireland.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Leicestershire  (Mr. 
i  Heygate)  seemed  to  think  that  Scotch 
!  Members  wore  asking  for  special  privi- 
I  leges  for  Scotland.  Nothing  could  be 
more  erroneous.  No  Member  for  Scot- 
;  land  had  asked  for  any  special  privilege. 
They  only  asked  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  ExchequiT,  in  leaving  out  many 
clauses,  should  also  \o\\yi\  out  tho  Sth 
clause.  If  the  ChancoUor  of  tiie  Exche- 
quer would  loavu  out  the  8th  clause,  and 
let  tho  Bill  ap])^'  ^  Scotland;  then  they 
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would  be  perfectly  contented.  They 
would  then  oflter  no  opposition  to  the 
Bill,  but  would  endeavour  to  arrange 
all  the  clauses,  and  to  come  to  terms  in 
an  amicable  spirit,  dealing  equally  with 
every  portion  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
Ho  held  that  the  plan  which  had  been 
proposed  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  altogether  opposed  to  the 
spirit  of  the  Act  of  Union  between 
England  and  Scotland.  When  they 
were  brought  together  to  negotiate  the 
Treaty  of  Union  as  a  United  King- 
dom, Scotland  demanded  and  was  given 
the  right  of  trading  equally  with  Eng- 
land abroad,  in  London,  or  in  the  Colo- 
nies. They  insisted  upon  that  as  a 
fundamental  principle,  and  that  funda- 
mental principle  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer's  plan  now  proposed  to  do 
away  with.  When  Commissioners  were 
appointed  to  negotiate  the  Union  of  the 
two  Kingdoms,  it  was  first  of  all  agreed 
that  all  proposals  were  to  be  put  in 
writing,  and  the  Minutes  were  to  be 
found  m  the  Library  of  the  House.  The 
Scotch  Commissioners  commenced  by 
laying  down  three  propositions — one  with 
respect  to  the  Crown,  the  second  pre- 
serving the  Church,  and  the  third  re- 
quiring equal  rights  of  trading  to  all 
parts  of  the  United  Kingdom  and  the 
Colonies  of  England.  The  English  Com- 
missioners wished  to  keep  these  prin- 
ciples apart,  and  would  have  left  out  the 
third  for  future  consideration;  but  the 
Scotch  Commissioners  objected  to  this, 
and  would  have  the  three  principles  con- 
ceded together,  first  of  all,  and  they 
were  thus  agreed  to.  Now,  here  was  a 
Bill  which  did  not  acknowledge  that 
great  principle  of  entire  freedom  of 
trade.   The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 

E reposed,  as  regarded  England,  that 
e  would,  during  this  Session,  allow  all 
the  banks  to  do  certain  things;  but 
that,  as  to  all  the  banks  of  Scotland  and 
Lreland,  they  were  not  to  be  allowed  to 
do  the  same  things.  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  said  that  he  would, 
next  Session,  bring  in  a  Bill  for  Scot- 
land and  Ireland,  and  he  had  not  the 
slightest  doubt  of  the  sincerity  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman ;  but  it  was  one 
thing  to  bring  in  a  Bill,  and  another  thing 
to  pass  it,  as  they  knew  by  sad  expe- 
rience. Well,  this  BiU  for  England  would 
be  passed;  but  the  BiU  next  year  for 
Scotland  and  Ireland  might  not  be 
passed.  The  question  would  come  up, 
why  should  this  bo?    They  asked  for 
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I  no    special    privileges    whatever    for 
Scotland;  they  asked  for  Scotch  joint- 
!  stock     banks    to    be    allowed    to  do 
I  whatever    English    joint -stock    banks 
were  allowed  to  do,  and  with  that  they 
would  be  quite  salisfied.     That  was  so 
reasonable  that  if  it  were  the  intention 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  to 
bring  in  another  Bill,  he  must  put  the 
Scotch  banks  on  the  same  lines  as  the 
English  banks  would   be    put  bv  thii 
Bill.    But,  in  doing  so,  he  would  be  in* 
curring  an  enormous  amount  of  labour, 
and  wasting  a  deal  of  time,  by  diflouM- 
ing  another  Bill  on  the  subject,  when 
he  could  accomplish  all  by  simply lesfinj; 
out  the  8th  clause,   and  making  thu 
Bill  to  apply  to  all  parts  of  the  United 
Kingdom.     The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  not  said  that  he  wonid 
bring  in  a  Bill  on  exactly  the  same  linei 
— for  anything   they  knew,    he  migbt 
bring  in  a  Bill  sa3dng  that  the  Sootek 
and  Irish  banks  might  have  all  the  ad* 
vantages  which  the  English  banks  had, 
provided  they  would  agree  not  to  cany 
on  their  business  in  London.     Wkere 
would  they  be  then  ?    England  wonU 
have  advantages  which  Scotland  would 
not  have.     He  held  that  that  would  be 
most  unfair.     Many  Bills,  it  was  tma^ 
were  passed  specially  for  Scotland,  relat- 
ing to  feudal  rights,  questions  of  Soolcb 
law,  sherifis,  and  all  sorts  of  thinp; 
and  in  some  matters  the  phraseology  rf 
an  English  Bill  would  not  neceseaiilf 
apply  to  Scotland.     But  in  this  Bill  Aif 
were  dealing  with  modem  legialatioii 
and  the  clauses  would  apply  as  wdi  in 
Edinburgh  as  in  London,  and  there  VM 
no  apology  whatever  for  not  having  Aa 
Three  Kingdoms  dealt  with  in  one  BiH 
if  the  Government  really  intended  19 
introduce  a  similar  Bill  next  Sesaon  Wf- 
plying  to  Scotland  and  Ireland.    Son* 
home  hon.  Members  seemed  to  tUak 
that  the  speeches  ag^nst  the  Billwert 
necessarily  intended  to  bring  aboat  Aa 
insertion  of  clauses  to  remedy  the  i^ 
fects    of    the    recent  failure;   but  na 
hon.  Member  had  asked  this.    AH  fluy 
asked  for  was  uniformity  of  legialatMii 
and  with  whatever  that  might  be  thf 
would   be   content.      But  still  it  wai 
quite  proper  that  the  evils  of  the  preavt 
system  should  be  pointed  out,  and  ka 
would  just  mention  one  or  two  of  thea. 
He  did  not  speak  for  the  Scotch  banh 
but  for  the  Scotch  people.    He  flpob 
against  monopoly,  for  the  Sootch  baato 
were    the   greatest   trades  nniona  ii 
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exiBtence.    A  committee  of  three  mana- 
ffon  of  banks  in  Edinburgh  mot,  and 
decided  what  the  rates  of  interest  and 
for  discounts  should  be,  and  all  the  banks, 
though  not  represented  at  the  meeting, 
were  bound  by  that  small  junta.     The 
11  banks  of  Scotland  were  practically 
one  bank — not  for  the  people  of  Scot- 
land, but  against  them.     He  said  that 
to   show    that    he    had  no    sympathy 
▼ith  anything  done  merely  in  the  inte- 
rests of  the  banks ;  but  he  had  great 
sympathy  with  the  people  of  Scotland. 
The  state  of  matters   was   this.      No 
new  bank  could  possibly  establish  itself, 
and  hence  the  monopoly.     One  reason  of 
this  was  that  the  Bank  of  England  had 
established  no  branches  in  Scotland.     It 
had  gone  to  Newcastle ;  but  it  had  not 
gone  to  Edinburgh.  It  should  have  gone 
to  Edinburgh,  Glasgow,  and  other  large 
towns,   and    then    new    banks    would 
hare  heen  established  issuing  Bank  of 
England  notes.    New  banks  were  not 
allowed  to  issue  bank  notes  of  their 
ovn,  and  they  had  no  means  of  carrying 
on  their  business,  because  they  had  not 
the  Bank  of  England  to  fall  back  upon. 
They  could  only  depend  on  other  banks, 
and  issue  their  notes,  and  this  was  to 
place  themselves  in  a  secondary  and  a 
hnmiliating  position.     He  hoped  that 
aome  day  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
qoar  would  see  his  way  to  bring  in  a 
nfll,  and  carry  it  through,  to  abolish  the 
monopoly  which  now   existed    to    the 
great  injury  of  the  people  of  Scotland, 
fie  would  now  say  a  word  about  re- 
aerred  liability.     He  spoke  with  diffi- 
dence ;  but  his  impression  was  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made 
a  mistake  in  agreeing  that  a  reserved 
liability  would  be  obtained  by  increas- 
ing the  liability  by  one-half  of  the  paid- 
np  capital.      He  understood  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  say  that  if  a  bank  of 
nnlimitad    liability    had    a  capital    of 
£1,000,000,  it  might  secure  a  reserved 
liability  by    increasing  its   capital    to 
£1,500,000.     If  he  were  right  in  that 
understanding,  he  thought  the  £500,000 
was  far  too  small  a  sum.     In  the  case 
of  the  unfortunate  City  of  Glasgow  Bank, 
its  capital  was  £1,000,000;  the  sharc- 
bolders  numbered   1,200;    but  it  had 
60,000  depositors.     Sympathy  was  felt 
&r  the  1,200  shareholders ;  but  no  sym- 
pathy was  shown  in  the  Bill  for  the 
60,000  depositors.     If  that  had  been  a 
limited  Liability  Bank,  the  result  would 
hare  been  that  the  other  property  of  the 


shareholders  would  have  been  saved ;  but 
the  50,000  depositors  would  not  have  got 
a  penny.  No  doubt,  it  was  a  very  great 
hardship  that  the  liquidators  had  called 
up  27^  times  the  amount  of  the  shares 
of  the  bank,  so  that  every  man  who  had 
£1,000  worth  of  shares  was  called  upon 
to  pay  £27,500  to  meet  the  liability. 
The  failure  of  the  Glasgow  Bank  was  a 
very  great  calamity — the  greatest  of  the 
kind  that  had  ever  occurred  in  tlie 
United  Kingdom.  But  what  might 
have  been  the  case?  Suppose  the  gen- 
tlemen who,  it  was  believed,  were  able 
to  pay,  had  not  been  liable  to  calls, 
what  would  have  become  of  the  50,000 
depositors  and  other  creditors  ?  Would 
not  the  hardship  have  been  still  greater 
for  them?  With  the  directors  and 
shareholders  it  was  practically  a  sys- 
tem of  gambling,  and  if  the  gambling 
succeeded  they  got  the  profits  ;  but  if  it 
failed  they  would,  under  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer's  suggestion,  lose  no- 
thing but  the  capital.  He  pressed  upon 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that 
when  a  bank  had  a  paid-up  capital  of, 
say,  £1,000,000,  and  an  enormous  num- 
ber of  depositors,  the  bank  should  not 
be  entitled  to  a  reserved  liability  free- 
ing them  from  all  consequences  if  they 
merely  became  bound  for  an  additional 
capital  of  £500,000.  It  was  an  un- 
just proposal — unjust  to  the  people — 
and  it  ought  not  to  pass.  A  g^od 
deal  had  been  said  about  tho  char- 
tered banks,  and  that  their  liability  was 
restricted.  He  knew  that  the  opinion  of 
Scotch  lawyers  was  that  the  liability  of 
chartered  banks  was  a  restricted  one, 
and  that  thoy  were  free  from  all  liability 
beyond  their  capital ;  but  that  question 
had  never  yet  been  decided  in  a  Court  of 
Law,  either  in  England  or  Scotland. 
The  Courts  of  Law  in  Scotland  had 
held,  by  eight  Judges  against  four,  that 
trustees  were  not  liable  as  shareholders, 
and  one  of  the  eight  was  one  of  the 
most  distinguished  men  who  ever  sat 
on  the  Scotch  Bench — Lord  Colonsay ; 
but  the  Lord  Chancellor,  on  an  appeal 
to  the  House  of  Lords,  threw  the  opi- 
nion of  eight  Scotch  Judges  to  the 
winds,  and  so  it  might  be  with  respect 
to  the  assumed  non-liability  of  the 
chartered  banks,  if  the  question  ever 
came  to  the  House  of  Ijords.  He  cor- 
dially approved  of  tlie  Motion  that  the 
Bill  be  read  a  second  time  that  day 
thrco  months,  unless  the  Cliancellor  of 
tho  Ex«  hcM^iuT   would  modify  his  pro- 
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posal,  and  agree,  in  addition,  to  leave 
out  all  the  clauses  he  had  mentioned ; 
also  to  leave  out  the  8th  clause,  and 
make  the  Bill  apply  to  the  whole  of 
the  United  Kinp;dom. 

The  CHANCELLOEof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thought  the  discussion 
had  mainly  turned  on  the  point  to  which 
it  was  likely  to  be  drawn,  according  to 
the  Amendments  placed  on  the  Paper ; 
but  it  had  taken  a  somewhat  different 
range  from  that  which  it  would  have 
taken  had  it  not  been  for  the  announce- 
ment which  he  made  at  the  beginning  of 
the  debate.  The  point  which  had  been 
urged  both  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren)  and  others 
who  had  spoken  on  the  subject  seemed 
to  be  this — that  it  would  be  desirable, 
and  in  some  degree  necessary,  that  they 
should  deal  with  the  United  Kingdom  as 
a  whole  in  the  matter  of  banking.  He 
was  quite  prepared  to  say  that,  in  the 
abstract,  that  was  a  very  sound  proposi- 
tion, and  there  was  nothing  he  should 
like  better  than  to  be  able  to  deal 
with  the  United  Kingdom  as  a  whole ; 
but  hon.  Members  from  Scotland  and 
Ireland  should  consider  what  that  im- 
plied. It  implied  a  great  deal  more  than 
the  mere  passing  of  a  Bill  of  the  charac- 
ter of  that  before  the  House.  There  were 
great  differences  between  tlie  banking 
systems  of  England  and  Scotland.  Scot- 
land and  Ireland  were  very  nearly  on  the 
same  footing.  England  and  Scotland 
were  more  prominently  brought  into 
comparison  ;  and  there  were  some  points 
on  which  they  must  legislate  if  there  was 
to  be  one  united  system.  First  of  all, 
were  they  to  have  the  same  system  of 
note  issues  ?  Were  they  to  allow  notes 
below  £5  to  be  issued  in  England,  or 
were  they  to  curtail  the  issues  of  small 
notes  in  Scotland  ?  That  question,  on 
both  sides  of  which  a  good  deal  might 
be  said,  would  have  to  be  dealt  with  if 
both  countries  were  to  be  placed  on  the 
same  footing ;  but  that  was  a  small 
point  in  comparison  with  the  question  on 
what  basis  were  they  to  allow  banks  to 
conduct  their  issues  at  all  ?  In  England 
banks  were  entitled  to  issue  notes  to  a 
fixed  amount,  ascertained  by  a  calcula- 
tion made  of  their  circulation  in  the  year 
1844,  and  they  could  issue  no  more  than 
the  sum  thus  set  down  to  their  credit ;  in  ' 
Scotland  they  had  not  only  a  fixed  amount  • 
they  could  issuB,  but  an  indefinite  amount : 
over  that,  against  which  they  were  sup- 
posed to  hold  a  certain  amount  of  gold ; 
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but  that  holding  of  g^ld  as  ag^ainst  notes, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow  had 
pointed  out,  was  a  very  imperfect  seoa- 
rity,  and  one  which  required  Yeirj  care- 
ful consideration.     If  they  meant  to  ox- 
tend  that  power  to  England,  it  might 
lead  to  considerable  difficulty.     Wers 
they  to  extend  that  system  to  Englsnd, 
or  do  away  with  it  in  Scotland  ?  That  was 
a  difficulty  they  must  deal  with,  if  both 
systems  were  to  be  placed  on  the  same 
footing.  Then,  as  to  the  privileges  of  the 
banks.    In  England  banks  of  issue  were 
not  allowed  to  have  establishments  in 
London,  whereas  Sootch  banks  daimed 
that  right,  and  had  it.      This  would  be 
another  difficulty  in  putting  the  United 
Kingdom  on  a  common  footing.    But  if 
there  was  not  the  same  footing  alto- 
gether, it  was  by  no  means  an  easy  thing 
to  pass  any  single  Act  which  was  i 
apply  to  them  all.     He  did  endeavour 
in  this  Bill  to  deal  with  the  whole  of  tlie 
United  Kingdom,  guarding  himself  bj 
the  introduction  of  the  8th  clause  in  the 
Bill ;  but  he  quite  admitted  that  that 
mode  of  proceeding  was  one  open  to 
comment,  and  he  was  not  at  all  sniprised 
at  some  of  the  objections  urged  againit 
it.     Ho  had,  therefore,  thought  that  it 
would  be  wiser  and  more  prudent  that 
they  should  deal  with  the  English  banb 
alone,  and  leave  the  Scotch  and  Irish 
banks  to  be  considered  by  themselfea 
The   hon.   Member    for    U-lasgow  (Dr. 
Cameron ) ,  in  his  very  able  speech,  pointed 
out  one  thing  which  showed  how  feiy 
difficult  it  would  be  to  apply  this  Bill  to 
Scotland,  because  he  had  said  that  if  the 
Bill  were  law  the  Scotch  banks  wooid 
not  come  under  it.   He  thought  that  had 
reference  not  to  the  8th  clause  onlfi 
but  to  the  general  effect  of  the  Bill,  and 
the  difference  that  would  exist  between 
the    chartered    banks,    which    alrea4f 
claimed  to  have  limited  liability,  widh 
out  the  use  of  the  name,  and  the  other 
banks  which  were  distinctly  unlimited, 
and  which  had,  according  to  the  Bill,  to  ' 
take  the  title  of  limited.   He  understood 
one  of  the  objections  urged  by  the  Sootek 
banks  was  that  they  would  be  obliged 
to  take  a  title  that  would  create  nneafl- 
ness,  and  seem  to  place  them  in  a  pes- 
tion  of  inferiority  to  other  banks  that 
did  not  require  to  make  a  change  of 
name,  though  claiming  the  privilege  of 
limited  liability.      That  was  a  difficult 
which  did  not  occur  in  the  same  way  in 
England.     If,  then,  the  Bill  was,  as  he 
hoped,  £airlj  suited  to  the  wmnta  of  the 
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English  banks,  and  was  not  soited  to  the 
wants  of  the  Scotch  banks,  was  it  not 
wiser  to  proceed  in  the  way  which  had 
been  followed  hitherto,  and  to  legislate 
for  England  according  to  English  wants, 
and  for  Scotland  according  to  Scotch 
wants?  He  ag^reed  that  there  was  a 
much  more  perfect  ideal  to  be  aimed  at, 
and  he  should  be  exceedingly  glad  if 
they  could  see  their  way  to  attain  it. 
Very  important  remarks  had  been  made 
by  the  hon.  Members  for  Glasgow,  In- 
▼emess,  and  Edinburgh,  who  were  op- 
posed to  the  present  monopoly  of  the 
Scotch  banks.  Those  observations  should 
guide  the  House  in  its  policy  of  legisla- 
tion on  that  subject;  but  this  was  too 
large  and  important  a  question  to  be 
entered  upon  at  the  present  time.  It 
was  a  matter  which  required  to  be  dealt 
with,  and  he  hoped  to  be  able  to  deal 
with  it  in  another  Session.  But  he  did 
not  see  why  the  leaving  of  that  question 
over  for  the  present  was  a  reason  for 
stopping  a  measure  which  was  likely  to 
be  of  advantage  to  English  banks.  He 
was  sure  that  nothing  could  be  ftirther 
from  the  wishes  of  hon.  Members  from 
Scotland  than  to  adopt  a  dog-in-the- 
manger  poUcy,  and  to  stop  English 
banks  from  obtaining  an  advantage  to 
their  business,  because  it  was  notpossible 
to  deal  with  the  Scoteh  banks.  El^  would 
ask  the  House  seriously  to  consider  if  it 
was  possible  to  deal  with  the  Scotoh 
system  of  banking  fully  and  properly 
unless  in  a  Bill  limited  to  Scotland,  and 
if  it  was  possible,  at  the  present  period 
of  the  Session,  to  inaugurate  such  a  piece 
of  legislation  as  that.  He  hoped  the 
House  would  be  willing  to  read  the  Bill 
a  second  time,  and  to  commit  it  jfroformd, 
and  allow  it  to  proceed  as  an  English 
Bill,  and  not  stop  it  because  it  was  not 
possible  at  present  to  deal  with  the  whole 
system  of  banking. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  the  objeet  of 
the  Bill  was  a  verv  simple  one — 
namely,  to  enable  bank  companies 
to  transform  themselves  from  unhmitod 
to  limited  liability  companies.  The 
question  whether  the  latter  should  be 
termed  limited,  or  reserved  liability, 
was  quite  another  matter.  The  question 
of  issue  in  Scotland  or  Ireland  never  i 
entered  into  their  contemplation  at  all 
as  being  part  and  parcel  or  the  Bill;  and  ; 
he  could  not  see  why  it  should  have 
been  referred  to  now,  except  it  were  to 
show  that  hon.  Members  from  Scotland 
felt  there  was  a  rod  in  piokle  for  them 


next  year,  when  this  question  would 
again  come  up.  There  was  no  reason 
why  the  few  clauses  of  the  Bill  should 
not  be  applied  to  the  three  parts  of  the 
Kingdom.  He  did  not  know  whether 
banks  would  benefit  by  the  measure  in 
the  long  run,  for  ito  operation  might  be, 
in  some  respects,  detrimental  to  busi- 
ness. But  the  most  important  mat- 
tor  now  to  be  considered  was  whether 
they  should  make  the  change  now  asked 
for  on  so  important  a  subject  at  a  mo- 
ment like  the  present.  It  was  very 
doubtful  whether,  at  this  period  of  the 
Session,  the  Bill  could  possibly  pass. 
He  had  himself  proposed  that  it  should 
be  referred  to  a  Select  Committee,  and, 
in  doing  so,  he  had  anticipated  that  it 
would  have  been  read  a  second  time 
some  months  ago,  so  that  he  would  have 
had  time  to  have  considered  it.  He 
feared,  with  all  the  difficulties  that  were 
cropping  up,  it  could  not  now  pass ;  and 
he  doubted  the  wisdom  of  tinkering  with 
the  question  in  the  present  sensitiveness 
of  the  public  mind  about  all  matters  of 
business,  and  particularly  about  banking. 
They  were  told  they  were  to  have  a 
larger  measure  referring  to  the  Three 
Kingdoms.  Would  it  not  be  well  to 
defer  dealing  with  this  question  which, 
though  a  small  one,  would  be  larg^  in 
its  results  ?  The  Becess  would  not  be 
lost,  if  the  bankers  devoted  it  to  a  full 
consideration  of  the  subject.  Beferenoe 
had  been  made  to  the  difficulties  that 
were  always  met  with  when  legisla- 
tion was  attempted  on  the  question  of 
bank  issues.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  it  in  his  power  to  give 
a  quid  pro  quo,  and  to  say — **  Tou  want 
to  restrict  your  liability ;  do  so  by  all 
means;  but  you  must  do  something  to 
meet  my  wishes.  You  cannot  come 
into  the  privileged  position  I  am  about 
to  make  for  you,  except  you  can  g^ve  up 
something  yourselves."  Why  should 
there  be  three  descriptions  of  banks  ? 
Why  make  more  disturbance  than  was 
necessary  ?  Why  not  invent  a  system 
that  all  banks  could  glide  into,  if  they 
yielded  to  the  proposals  of  the  Gbvem- 
ment?  For  his  part,  he  would  not 
attempt  to  obstruct  the  Bill.  He  granted 
that  the  measure  was  one  of  importence 
for  the  intereste  of  the  country.  He  was 
told  that  the  directors  and  shareholders 
in  unlimited  banks  were  very  anxious 
for  it,  because  they  desired  to  free  them- 
selves from  their  liabilities.  Still,  the 
law  of  the  land  was  such  that  they  could 
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not  get  away  from  its  present  operation 
for  two  years ;  and  ho  again  asked,  would 
it  not  bo  wise,  when  business  was  in  its 
present  nervous  state,  and  the  country 
was  in  a  condition  bordering  on  col- 
lapse, to  leave  the  question  alone  until 
next  Session,  when  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  could  bring  in  a  Bill  to 
deal  with  the  question  in  all  its  aspects  ? 
He,  therefore,  urged  the  advisability  of 
postponing  the  Bill. 

Mr.  PERCY  WYNDHAM  regretted 
that  the  Government  had  abandoned 
the  8th  clause,  to  which  he  attached 
great  importance.  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  seemed  to  be  sanguine 
of  facilitating  legislation  next  Session 
by  the  experience  gained  this  Session  ; 
but  next  Session  he  would  have  to  face 
the  opposition  of  Scotch  and  Irish  Mem- 
bers, accompanied  with  the  avowed  in- 
difference of  those  who  represented  the 
banks  in  the  Midland  districts  of  Eng- 
land. It  was  said  the  Scotch  banks 
demanded  no  privilege  at  all ;  but  they 
had  no  need  to  make  such  demand, 
because  they  were  already  in  possession 
of  privileges.  All  that  was  required  by 
bankers  in  the  North  of  England  was 
that  they  should  be  placed  on  equal 
terms.  The  Act  of  Sir  Robert  Peel  was 
passed  years  ago,  when  the  present  con- 
dition of  things,  resulting  from  the  in- 
crease of  commerce,  was  not  anticipated ; 
and  what  the  bankers  of  the  North  of 
England  said  was  that  the  Scotch 
bankers  should  abandon  their  privileges 
and  meet  the  English  banks  on  equal 
terms.  Did  the  House  realize  the  anoma- 
lous state  of  things  now  existing  ?  The 
Clydesdale  Bank  was  a  large  and  powerful 
Scotch  bank,  with  branches  in  England, 
and  it  had  a  branch  in  the  main  street 
of  Carlisle,  close  to  the  Cumberland  and 
Union  Bank;  and  there  was  this  ab- 
surdity— ^that  while  the  Clydesdale  Bank 
could  transact  its  London  business 
through  its  own  London  office  the 
Carlisle  Bank  could  not,  but  was  obliged 
to  transact  it  where  it  could,  or  else  give 
up  its  right  of  issue.  Let  the  Scotch 
bank  give  up  its  right  of  issue  and  meet 
the  Carlisle  bank  on  equal  terms  ;  or,  if 
it  retained  its  right  of  issue  in  London, 
let  it  give  up  its  branches  in  the  country. 
The  English  bank  could  not  cross  the 
Border,  but  the  Scotch  bank  could,  be- 
cause it  was  required  to  have  less 
capital  locked  up.  They  ought  to  be 
placed  on  equal  terms ;  and,  on  that  ac- 
count, he  regretted  that  the  Government 

Hr.  Shaw 


had  given  way.  He  did  not  believe  there 

was  any  great  probability  of  next  Sos- 

i  sion  affording  more  favourable  oppor- 

I  tunity  for  legislation  than  the  present. 

[  would  have  created  a  feeling  of  great 
disappointment  in  the  Northern  counties, 
where  aU  that  was  asked  for  was  fair 
play  and  nothing  more. 

Mr.   CHILDERS  desired  to  remind 
the  House  of  the  circumstances  in  which 
the  Bill  came  before  them.     If  a  Bill  of 
this  character  had  been  introduced  lait 
I  year,  he  did  not  think  half-a-dozen  Mem- 
'  bers  would  have  been  found  to  say  that 
such  legislation  was  necessary.   Limited 
and  unlimited  banks  had  gone  throndi 
the  panic  of  1866,  if  with  considerate 
danger  in  more  than  one  case,  without 
coming  to  Parliament  to  ask  for  sucH 
legislation  as  the  present  Bill  provided. 
Again,  several  of  the   greatest  banb 
had  been  much  shaken  at  the  time  of  the 
Collie  frauds,  when  more  than  one  liad 
large  amounts  of  their  reserves  taken 
away,  and  yet  they  never  came  to  Fa^ 
liament  with  such  a  proposal  as  thii 
If,  again,  at  the  commencement  of  the 
year  money  had  been  worth  1  per  cent, 
as  now,  it  would  not  have  been  thought 
necessary    to    entertain    such   a   Bill. 
But  the  frauds  that  came  to  light  lait 
autumn  in  connection  with  the  City  of 
Glasgow    Bank,    and    the    consequent 
pressure  experienoed  by  banks  in  Lon- 
don and  the  country,  had  produced  sodi 
a  state  of  feeling  with  reference  to  the 
security  of  unlimited  banks  that  the  Go- 
vernment, at  the  commencement  of  the 
present  Session,  when  the  state  of  trade 
and  the  value  of  money  were  different 
from  what  they  were  now,  were  pre«ed 
on  all  hands  to  do  somethinc^  in  connec- 
tion with  such  banks,  and  l^at  was  the 
origin  of  the  present  Bill.      If  it  had 
been  proposed  last  year  to  deal  with  the 
banking  question,  the  g^eat  migorityof 
those  who  thought  the  subject  caUed  for 
legislation    would  have   said  that  the 
question  of  issue  was  the  paramount 
question  to  be  considered  by  Parliament, 
and  anything  approaching  to  a  proposal 
to  pick  out  unlimited  banks  for  special 
legislation  would  have  been  set  aeide^ 
because    hardly    any  unlimited   bank 
would  have  desired  to   be  put  on  the 
footing  of  limited  liability,  and  no  oon- 
sidorable  part  of  the  commercial  world 
desired  that  unlimited  banks  should  be 
so  dealt  Avith.     This  Bill  was,  therefore, 
especially  the  outcome  of  the  panic  of 
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last  year ;  and  now  that  the  panic  was 
over,  no  one  was   surprised  that  the 
ChanceUor  of  the  Exchequer  was  obliged 
to  modify  it.     However,  the  main  pro- 
Tiaion  which  remained  in  the  revised 
proposal  was  for  enabling  banks  with 
unlimited  liability  in  some  manner  to 
reduce  it — and  this  was  a  matter   of 
principle  which  could  well  be  treated  by 
itself — ^with  the  subsidiary  provisions 
for  the  protection  of  the  public  in  re- 
spect of   note  issue  where    unlimited 
banks  issued  notes.    The  other  parts  of 
the  BQl  approached  more  nearly  to  what 
had  been  called  grandmotherly  legisla- 
tion, that  most  mischievous  tendency  to 
protect  by  law  one  member  of  the  com- 
mimity  against  another  in  matters  of 
pnrely  voluntary  business.    Happily  the 
nill  avoided  many  of  the  reckless  and 
tbsnzd  proposals  that  were  made  in  the 
Freas  during  the  Becess  as  to  inspection 
and  audit,  and  interference  with  banking 
atahnoat  every  stage.  Still,  the  Bill  dealt 
largely  with  those  arrangements  between 
dizectors  and  shareholders  which,  as  a 
nle,  were  much  better  left  to  them- 
nlrea ;  and  in  this  respect  he  hoped  some 
improvement  would  oe  made  in  Com- 
mittee.   But,  as  he  had  said,  the  main 
object  of  the  Bill  was  to  enable  unlimited 
buks  to  become  limited,  and  the  Bill 
appeared  to  carry  out  that  change  in 
what  seemed  to  him  to  be,  perhaps,  the 
most  aatisfactory  way  in  which  it  could 
be  effected .   They  could  not  conceal  from 
themselves  that  it  was  by  an  oversight 
that  the  ohange  could  not  be  made  under 
the  existing  law.     Of  course,  the  change 
onght  not  to  be  made  to  the  detriment 
of  the  existing  creditor  by  diminishing 
Uaaecority ;  and  because  the  Bill  was  fair 
m  this  respect  he  thought  it  ought  to 
receive  a  second  readine.  The  Chancellor 
of  tile  Exchequer  coull  not  expect  that 
an  the  changes  that  he  had  shadowed 
firath  would  mcilitate  the  passing  of  the 
Bill  through  Committee.    For  instance, 
he  had  proposed  that  limited  as  well  as 
unlimited  banks  should  have  power  to 
become  banks  of  reserved  liability ;  but 
areiy  shareholder  in  a  limited  bank  had 
definitely  fixed  his  liability,  and  it  ought 
not  to  be  increased  without  his  consent. 
This  was  a  very  different  matter  from 
saving  that  a  majority  of  shareholders 
ahoold  be  enabled  to  reduce  their  lia- 
bility.   As  to  the  Scotch  and  Irish  banks, 
he  confessed  to  feeling  some  difficulty. 
He  was  not  prepared  to  admit  that  the 
evasion  of  tho  Act  of  1845  was  unim- 


portant ;  still,  it  was  a  separate  matter, 
and  did  not  really  touch  tho  question  of 
limited  liability.  On  the  wholo,  ho  was 
prepared  to  support  tho  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  if  leaving  the  Scotch 
and  Irish  provisions  till  next  Session 
would  enable  the  important  part  of  the 
Bill  to  pass  now.  But  he  would,  at  the 
same  time,  remind  the  House  that  the 
Bill  merely  dealt  with  the  fringe  of  the 
banking  question,  so  far  as  the  public 
interest  in  the  security  of  the  note  issues 
was  concerned,  and  that  this  as  a  whole 
was  now  ripe  for  discussion.  With 
these  reservations,  he  trusted  the  House 
would  pass  the  Bill. 

Mr.  BIRLEY  said,  he  was  very  glad 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite 
(Mr.  Childers)  was  prepared  to  give  his 
support  to  the  second  reading.  It  had 
been  very  truly  said  that  the  Bill  was 
much  desired  by  tho  banking  community 
of  England ;  and  he  thought  that  hon. 
Members  ought  to  give  credit  to  the 
bankers  of  England  for  knowing  enough 
of  their  own  business  to  understand  the 
merits  of  this  Bill.  A  good  deal  had 
been  said  about  the  panic  out  of  which 
tho  Bill  was  supposed  to  have  originated ; 
but  ho  thought  the  Bill  might  claim  a 
more  deliberative  character.  There  were 
many  points  on  which  great  differences 
of  opinion  existed,  and  he  did  not  pro- 
tend to  doal  with  all  the  clauses  ;  yet,  in 
the  main,  he  was  of  opinion  it  would 
cure  a  very  serious  grievance.  What 
was  the  real  difficulty  in  regard  to  un- 
limited banks  ?  It  had  arisen,  no  doubt, 
in  great  measure  from  the  City  of  Glas- 
gow Bank  panic — that  was  to  say,  atten- 
tion had  been  more  pointedly  called 
to  the  matter.  It  was  now  found  that 
many  persons  who  formerly  believed 
they  wore  not  Uablo  beyond  the  amount 
they  had  invested  were  aware  that  they 
wore  liable  to  forfeit  their  whole  pro- 
perty, and  it  was  also  found  that  trus- 
tees incurred  tho  same  liability.  Until 
the  law  was  altered  that  must  continue, 
not  only  to  the  injury  of  trustees  and 
others,  but  to  tho  prejudice  of  the  pro- 
prietary of  tho  banks.  They  could  not 
expect  to  maintain  a  proprietary  of  a 
substantial  character  unless  they  could 
got  persons  of  substantial  means  on  the 
proprietary.  See  how  this  would  affect 
a  man  of  large  fortune.  The  moment 
he  died,  if  ho  himself  had  been  a  pru- 
dent man,  or  if  his  executors  were  pru- 
dent men,  his  shares  must  go  into  the 
market,  and  tho  conso(\\i©uco  wo\3L\.^\i^ 
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that  shares  in  unlimited  banks  would  be 
rapidly  withdrawn.  This  in  itself  would 
bo  a  misfortune,  as  it  would  diminish 
public  confidence  in  the  banks.  He 
would  not  refer  to  other  points,  however 
interesting  ;  but  he  could  not  sit  down 
without  expressing  the  hope  that  the  op- 
position which  had  been  raised  against 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  would  be 
withdrawn. 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  hoped  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  re- 
consider his  determination  to  except 
Irish  and  Scotch  banks.  Failing  that, 
they  would  have  the  whole  discussion 
over  again  next  Session.  They  might, 
he  was  sure,  carry  a  Bill  of  this  kind 
if  they  chose  to  do  so.  Of  course,  those 
who  were  opposed  to  private  issues 
would,  if  the  8th  clause  was  abandoned, 
become  strong  opponents  of  the  Bill. 
He  agreed  that  the  English  banks  were 
placed  at  a  great  disadvantage  in  com- 
peting with  the  Scotch  banks.  If  the 
Cumberland  Union,  or  any  other  Eng- 
lish bank,  sent  a  cheque  into  Scotland  a 
commission  had  to  be  paid;  while,  on 
the  contrary,  Scotch  banks  could  collect 
cheques  throughout  England  free  of 
charge.  The  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow 
had  pointed  out  very  clearly  some  of  the 
disadvantages  accruing  to  Scotland  from 
the  monopoly  of  the  Scotch  banks ;  but 
he  objected  that  it  would  bo  unjust  to 
turn  them  out  of  England.  The  Bill, 
however,  now  before  the  House  did  not 
do  so ;  but  coupled  the  new  privileges  to 
be  given  with  a  certain  condition,  audit 
would  bo  optional  with  the  banks  whe- 
ther they  adopted  the  Bill  or  not.  But 
it  must  be  remembered  that  in  coming 
to  England  the  Scotch  banks  certainly 
broke  not  only  the  spirit  of  the  law,  but, 
in  the  opinion  of  high  legal  authorities, 
tlie  letter  also.  There  could  be  no  doubt 
that  Sir  Bobert  Peel's  intention  was  to 
apply  the  same  principle  to  Scotland, 
and,  in  fact,  the  general  opinion  long 
was  that  he  had  done  so.  Nay,  more, 
evidence  was  given  before  the  Committee 
which  sat  upstairs  on  the  question  some 
four  years  ago  that  the  Scotch  banks  in 
opening  branches  in  England  were 
actually  breaking  the  law.  That  was 
the  opinion  of  Sir  James  Stephen,  of 
Sir  Henry  Thring,  and  of  Lord  Sel- 
bome,  who  was  consulted  on  the  subject 
by  one  of  the  Scotch  banks.  The  Eng- 
lish banks  felt  that  it  was  very  hard  that 
the  Scotch  banks  should  enjoy  privileges 
which  were  deuiud  to  them.     They  only 


'  asked  for  justice.  The  English  Conntiy 
Bankers'  Association  had  issued  a 
Memorial  on  this  subject,   in  which  it 

:  was  stated  that  they  unanimously,  and 
very  naturally,  asked  that  if  Scotch 
banks  desired  to  compete  with  English 

I  banks  they  should  do  so  on  equal  terms. 
For  his  part,  he  thought  it  very  im- 
portant that  this  question  should  be 
settled  now ;  and  he  believed  it  would  be 
desirable  that  it  should  be  settled  aocord- 

I  ing  to  the  original  form  of  the  Bill  and 

I  for  the  United  Kingdom. 

Mr.    CAMPBELL  -  BANNEEMAN 
confessed  he  had  heard  with  reg^  that 
the  Government  proposed  to  confine  thii 
Bill  to  England,  and  he  was  glad  to  agree 
with  the  hon.  Member  who  bad  just  stt 
down,  though  for  very  different  reaeoni. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  seemed 
to  think  that  he  had  disposed  of  thequee- 
tion  before  the  House  and  vindicated  tbe 
proposal  of  the  Government,  when  he 
pointed  out  the  great  difference  between 
the  banking  arrangements  and  laws  in 
the  three  paints  of  the  United  Kingdom. 
It  was  true  that  the  laws  relating  to 
issue,  and,  indeed,  the  whole  dream- 
stances  of  banks,  were  different  in  the 
throe  countries.     It  was  true  that  there 
was  a  monopoly  in  Scotland ;  but  thit 
fact  had  really  nothing  to  do  with  the 
question  they  had  to  consider.    TheBiA 
before  them  was  one  affecting  the  liir 
bility  of  proprietors  and  shareholdett  in 
banks,   and  applied  to  the  conditioni 
under  which  they   should    hold  their 
shares.      But  it  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  Scotch  issue  under  the  authority  of 
the  Gt)vernment,  or  to  any  of  those  com- 
plicated questions  to  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  referred.     His  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Edinburgh  eaid 
that  what  was  c;ood  for  England  wu 
good  for  Scotland.     He  might  have  gone 
further,  and  said  that  if  there  was  one 
part  of  the  world  in  which  this  Bill  wu 
required    it    was    Scotland.      A   greet 
bank  with  unlimited  liability,  as  thejill 
knew,  failed  last  autumn,  and  caused  s 
stupendous  calamity  in  Scotland.  There 
was  a  desire,  almost  a  universal  dearoi 
in  the  interest  not  only  of  the  shar^ 
holders  in  banks,  but  of  the  geneitl 
public,  to  see  some  limitation  imposed 
upon  the  responsibility  of  shareholden 
in  banks.     The  Government  had  to  con- 
sider also  their  own  interests,  and  as  re- 
Kpousible  for  the  issue  they  had  pw- 

\  Horved  the  lull  liability  of   banks  in 
repaid  to  issue  in  this  BUL     Xhey  pro- 
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posed  ihat  unlimited  banks  should  have 
the  power  of  converting  themselvoH  into 
limited  liability   coofipanies  ;    but    the 
fint  thing  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did 
was,  so  far  as  Scotch  banks  were  con- 
cerned, to  attach  to  this  privilege  condi- 
tiOBs  which  made  it  perfectly  futile.   He 
vas   not    going    to    follow    the    hon. 
Member  for  Maidstone   in    discussing 
the  8th  olaase,  as  to  the  Scotch  banks 
coming  to  London.     This  subject  was 
considered  before  a  Committee  a  few 
years  ago,   and  if  it  had   then    been 
thought  that  Scotch  banks  should  be 
excluded,  why  did  the  Committee  never 
mike    snch    a    recommendation  ?      It 
merely  reported  its  evidence.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lub- 
bock) said  he  had  high  legal  authority 
for  saying  that  the  Scotch  banks  had  no 
right  to  come  to  London ;  but  there  was 
Ugh  legal    authority   adduced    before 
that  Committee    on    the     other    side. 
The  question  was  so  difficult  to  settle  in 
the  direction  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maidstone  that  the  Committee  made  no 
Beport ;  but  merely  reported  their  evi- 
dence, and  no  action  had  been  taken  on 
"tte  subject  since.      But  now  the  right 
^  Gentleman,  in  not  only  a  singular, 
lot  he  might  almost  say  a  shabby  way, 
'Viahed  to  attach  to  this  measure  a  cou- 
'dtion  which  would  exclude  the  Scotch 
Itoks  from  London.    And  yet — would 
'tile  House  believe  it? — that  condition 
ironld  not  have  been  applicable  to  the 
]iarticular   bank    that  had  been   men- 
tioned.    The  bank  never  was  in  London 
«t  all.      What  happened  was  this — a 
oertain  bank  fSailed,  and  caused  a  wide- 
^ifead  calamity.     Then  it  was  said — 
"Let  ns  prevent  this  for  the  future ; 
let  us  have  a  limit  to  the  liability  of 
tktteholders  ;  and  let  us  prevent  Scotch 
Iiuiks  from  coming  to  London."    But 
ttat  bank  never  came  to  Jjondon.     In 
fttCy  one  strong  argument  in  favour  of 
eKdnding  the  Scotch  banks  from  London 
%aa  that  it  was  said  that  they  would 
^ter  into  speculative  business  if  they 
iame    to    London,   which   they  would 
fttoid    if    they    remained  in  Scotland, 
[^t  the  case  of  the  City  of  Glasgow 
-■fiank  showed  that  nowhere  could  such 
:ipecnlatiYe  business  be  conducted  more 
taipletely  and   more   ruinously    than 
Im   Scotland    itself.     The    hon.    Mem- 
Wr  for  West  Cumberland  (Mr.  Percy  I 
^yndham)  complained,  and  very  pro- ! 
iriy,  of  the  position  of  tho  Cumber- 
Ad  Bank.     The  hon.  Member   said 
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•  that  the  Clydesdale  Bank  was  in  Cum- 
berland,  and    the  Cumberland    banks 
I  had  restrictions,  while  the  Scotch  bank 
'  had  not.      He  agreed  with  him ;   but  as 
;  to  the  remedy  he  would  say,  remove 
!  the  restrictions  from  tho  English  banks 
i  rather  than  imposo  thorn  on  the  Scotch. 
I  He  doubted  whether  Scotch  banks  had 
j  done  wisely  in  coming  to  London ;  but 
having  come,  it  would  be  unfair  to  re- 
move them    and    deprive    them    of   a 
lucrative    business.     The    Government 
having  thought  it  impossible  to  go  on 
with  the  8th  clause,  they  then  proposed 
to  confine  the  Bill  to  England,  and  tliere 
was  at  least  some  consistency  in  their 
conduct.     Their  original  proposal  was 
to  turn  the  Scotch  banks  out  of  London 
because  a  bank  had  failed  which  never 
came  to  London  at  all ;  and  their  pre- 
sent proposal  was,   because  a    Scotch 
bank  had  failed  and  spread  ruin  around 
it,  to  cimfine  their  remedial  measure  to 
England  alone.     They  were  consistent 
in  this — that  both  proposals  missed  the 
point  of  the  case.      Now,   the  House 
was  askod  to  wait  till  next  year  for 
similar    legislation    for    Scotland    and 
Ireland;  but  they  did  not  know  what 
might  happen  next  year,  or  what  sort 
of  Bill  would  bo  introduced.     For   his 
part,    he   did   not   regard    the    Scotch 
system  of  banking  with  perfect  admira- 
tion ;  and  so  far  as  tho  position  of  tho 
Scotch  banks  at  present  was  concerned, 
he  believed  that  if  the  Government  would 
deal  with  that   great,   important,   and 
delicate  question,   they    would   receive 
considerable  assistance  from  all  parts  of 
the  House.     But,  in  thu  meantime,  th(-v 
wished  to   secure  for  those  banks  the 
advantage  of  this  Bill,  which  had  no- 
thing to  do  with  the  question  of  issni*  ; 
and  ho  was  afraid  tho  Chancellor  of  tho 
Excliequor,  in  confining  it  to  England, 
would  find  the  Scotch  Members  little 
disposed  to  assist  him  in  passing  it. 

Mr.  MUNDELLA  thought  it  would 
be  very  much  to  be  regi-etted,  in  the  in- 
terests of  commerce,  if  a  Bill  were  not 
passed  this  Session  dealing  with  tho  lia- 
bility of  banks.  It  was  a  pity,  ho 
thought,  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  sliould  have  mixed  up  tlio 
two  questions  of  issue  and  liability  ;  ho 
seemed  to  connect  the  two  questions  in 
his  mind  when  addressing  them  on  thu 
subject,  as  well  as  in  the  Bill.  Ho 
thought  it  would  have  been  better  if  tiio 
Bill  had  been  confined  to  the  one  ques- 
tion of  liability,  and  eztesided  to  Iha 
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Three  Kingdoms  alike.  If  it  were  ad- 
mitted, for  the  sake  of  argument,  that 
the  Scotch  had  a  considerable  advantage 
over  the  English  witli  respect  to  issue,  it 
would  not  increase  that  advantage  that 
they  should  be  placed  on  an  equality 
with  their  neighbours  regarding  lia- 
bility. What  was  more,  there  was  no 
use  contending  that  they  would  accom- 
plish anything  by  attempting  to  thrust 
the  Scotch  banks  out  of  London.  The 
fact  was,  that  the  banks  doing  the  largest 
business  wore  Scotch  banks  of  limited 
liability,  and  in  no  respect  affected  by 
this  measure  ;  so  that,  while  Parliament 
were  endeavouring  to  drive  a  bargain  on 
this  matter,  they  wore  creating  a  feeling 
of  soreness  on  the  part  of  the  share- 
holders of  the  unlimited  banks  of  Scot- 
land, and  doing  nothing  to  satisfy  the 
greed,  or  at  least  the  grievance,  which 
tiie  London  banks  had  against  the  Scotch 
banks.  It  had  been  said  that  the  public 
mind  was  in  a  peculiar  condition  on  this 
subject.  Well,  he  thought  that  if  a 
Bill  was  passed  dealing  with  one  branch 
of  the  question  it  would  go  far  to  allay 
any  feelings  of  that  kind.  They  did  not 
want  grandmotherly  legislation  ;  but  it 
was  fair  to  expect  that  the  Government 
would  facilitate  any  change  from  a  con- 
dition of  unlimited  liability,  which  was 
found,  after  all,  to  limit  the  business 
of  the  country,  to  one  of  reserved  or 
limited  legislation.  lie  did  not  see  the 
difficulty  of  effecting  a  change  from  un- 
limited liability  to  reserved  liability.  In 
the  majority  of  cases,  ho  thought  the 
change  would  not  be  so  difficult  as  had 
been  supposed.  In  any  case,  he  hoped 
that  they  would  all,  English,  Irish,  and 
Scotch  Members,  facilitate  the  passing 
of  the  Bill  this  Session,  in  order  to  re- 
store the  confidence  of  the  country. 

Mr.  LAINQ-  thought  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Maid- 
stone (Sir  John  Lubbock)  must  be  a 
sufficient  proof  that  Scotch  Members 
were  not  actuated  by  mere  vague  appre- 
hensions, nor  pursuing  what  was  called 
a  dog-in-the-manger  policy,  if  they  ob- 
jected to  partial  legislation,  which  would 
leave  the  fate  of  Scotland  to  be  decided 
in  another  Session.  There  was  no  doubt 
that  in  the  Bill,  as  originally  introduced, 
Clause  8  was  really  an  instrument  for 
deciding  by  a  side-wind  a  great  bank- 
ing controversy  brought  up  in  that 
House  and  the  country  a  few  years  ago, 
as  to  the  admission  of  Scotch  bankers  to 
London.     That  was  a  very  large  ques- 
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tion,  upon  which  a  great  deal  was  to  be 
said ;  but  the  practical  result  was  to  lead 
to  a  combination  of  London  banks  for 
the  purpose  of  excluding  Scotch  bankers 
from  London.    Whatever  legal  opinion 
they  might  have  obtained  as  to  the  ex- 
isting law  of  the  case,  they  had  never 
ventured  to  test  that  opinion  by  bringing 
it  before  a  Court  of  Law.    A  Conunittee 
was  appointed  to  consider  the  sabject 
and,  practically,  the  result  was  iitT— they 
reported  evidence,  but  offered  no  opinion. 
He  was  not  going  to  argue  now  wnethflr 
it  was  a  right  thing  that  Scotch  banks, 
under  these  circumstances,   should  be 
allowed  to  come  to  London  or  not.  There 
was  something  to  be  said  on  both  sides 
of  the  question ;  but,  looking  at  it  from 
a  public  point  of  view,  he  thought  \i 
was  impossible  to  deny  that  it  was  for 
the  benefit  of  the  trade  and  commezoe  of 
London  and  the  Empire  generally  that  • 
portion  of  the  vast  deposits  which  were 
attracted  into  Scotch  banks  by  the  sjrstem 
pursued  there  should  be  able  to  find 
some  employment  in  a  discount  btuiiiesi 
in  London,  because  they  could  not  find 
legitimate  employment  at  home  to  the 
full  extent,  without  being  driven  info 
wild  speculations,  such  as  those  whid 
proved  ruinous  in  the  case  of  the  Olii- 
gow  Bank.    At  any  rate,  it  wss  aoft 
found  possible  to  persuade  a  competot ' 
Committee  of  that  House  to  report  ii 
favour  of  the  exclusion  of  the  Sootch 
banks,  or  to  induce  the  Chancellor  of  As 
Exchequer  to  introduce  a  Bill  dixeedy 
attacking  the  system,   and  putting  ss 
end  to  it;  and,  therefore,  the  memboiot 
Scotch  banks  had  great  reason  to  fed 
alarmed  when  they  found  an  attempt 
by  a  side-wind  to  do  that  which  til 
Government  were  afraid  to  do  directh. 
There  could  not  be  any  reasonable  donk 
that  if  the  Bill  were  passed  in  its  pre* 
sent  shape,  and  confined  to  Englsad, 
the  Scotch  banks  next  Session  wooU 
find    themselves  in   great  jeopaxdj  d 
having  the  question  of  coming  to  London 
not  decided  upon  its  own  merits,  M  ; 
made  one  of  the  conditions  of  vnSSai% 
themselves  of  a  certain  privilege.    Ill 
;  jealousy  which  Scotland  felt  in  thii  it* 
spect  was  not  confined  to  bank  mansgui 
I  and  shareholders ;  but  the  people  of  Seoir 
I  land    generally  felt   attached  to  their 
I  existing  system  of  banking.    The  TSif 
;  basis  of  that  system  had  been  that,  owing 
to  the  power  of  issuing  notes,  especially 
£1  notes,  the  banks  had  been  able  fo 
multiply  and  extend  ti^eir  bxaadMs  ii 
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that  conntry  to    an  extent  which  was 
qmte unknown  in  England.  Well,  no  one 
who  was  at  all  practically  acquainted 
with  Scotland  could  doubt  that  that  had 
been  one  of  the  main  causes  of  the  groat 
prosperity  of  Scotland.    It  had  boen  the 
main  cause  of  those  habits  of  thrift  in 
the  Scotch  character  which  had  been  tho 
foundation  of  the  great  progress  which 
that  conntiy  had  made.    Why,  in  tlic 
most   out-of-the-way    districts    in    tho 
Highlands,   they  found  in  some  small 
town  of  2,000  or  3,000  inhabitants  two 
or  three  banks  doing  a  large  business, 
ittracting  a  large  amount  of  deposits, 
and  doing  exceedingly  useful  work  in 
that  part  of  the  countir.    That  system 
had  always  been  viewed  with  a  certain 
[      amount  of  disfavour  in  England,  and 
(     had  been  exposed  to  repeated  attacks. 
I      To  go  as  far  back  as  1 828,  they  all  know 
^      tliat  the  Scotch  £1  notes  were  only  savod 
!      from  extinction  owing  to  the  panic  wliich 
then  ensued  by  a  series  of  ablo  lottors 
pablished  by  Sir  Walter  Scott,  which 
ezdted  a  strong  national  feeling  on  tho 
nbject.    Again,  in  1844,  they  all  know 
Aat  if  Sir  Eobert  Peel  had  had  his  way, 
•nd  Bome  of  the  political  economists  who 
npported  him  in  the  Act  of  that  year, 
they  would  have  restricted  or  prohibited 
the  issue  of  paper  altogether  in  Scotland. 
There  had  oeen  not  merely  a  quarrel 
between  the  London  bankers  and   the 
Scotch  bankers  as  to  establishing  agents 
m  London,  but  there  had  been  a  long 
and  persistent  jealousy  of  the  Scotch 
ijatem  of  banking  prevailing  among  in- 
fluential classes  in  England ;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  a  matter  of  considerable 
anxiety  in  Scotland  that  any  Bill  touch- 
ing the  banking  interests  of  the  country 
which  was  brought  forward  should  bo 
not    partial  but  comprehensive  in  its 
character,  and  introduced  at  a  period  of 
the  Session  when  it  could  be  fully  con- 
sidered and  discussed  by  the  country 
and  that  House  before  any  measures 
were  finally  adopted.    As  regarded  tho 
■eoeasity  of  proceeding  with  any  mea- 
tare  at  all  at  this  period  of  tho  Session, 
he  must  say  he  disagreed  so  entirely 
with  the  arguments  of  his  right  hon. 
Kriend  the  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
(Siilders)  that  he   would  hardly  have 
thought  of  repeating  them  to  the  House 
if  it  had  not  been  that  he  disagreed  with 
them.     His  right  hon.   Friend  argued 
that  the  Bill  was  one  which  no  one 
would  have  thought  of  introducing  or 


supporting,  if  it  had  not  been  for  an 
isolated  catastrophe  to  a  Scotch  bank 
which  created  a  panic ;  and  then  he  went 
on  to  state,  with  great  truth,  that  the 
panic  had  in  a  great  measure  passod 
away.  On  that  point,  ho  (Mr.  Laing) 
should  wish  to  bear  his  humble  testi- 
mony as  far  as  it  went,  because  ho  had 
heard  it  asserted  vory  broadly  in  that 
House  that  this  was  a  measure  impera- 
tively calh^d  for  by  the  present  interests 
of  commerce.  He  did  not  agree  with 
that  conclusion.  He  thought  this  Bill 
was  called  for  by  a  certain  number  of 
norvous  shareholders;  but  as  regarded 
tho  general  commercial  world,  there 
never  was  a  time  when  there  was  loss 
banking  panic  or  loss  distrust  in  tho 
great  banks  than  at  tho  present  moment. 
They  had  just  completed  a  period  when 
a  number  of  these  banks  had  submitted 
their  balance-sheets,  and  made  reports 
for  the  half-year;  and  ho  ventured  to 
say  there  was  not  one  of  the  balance- 
sheets  issued  by  those  great  institutions 
which  had  not  given  very  great  satis- 
faction to  tho  commercial  community. 
As  regarded  the  suggestion  which  hnd 
been  made  of  Government  interfering 
and  laying  down  a  stereotyped  form  of 
audit,  ho  would  say,  read  the  City  arti- 
cles in  tho  newspapers  for  the  last  fort- 
night, and  what  did  they  find  ?  Thoy 
found  articles  commenting  on  dilToront 
systems  of  audit  introduced  by  tlio 
different  joint-stock  banks,  condemning 
one  and  commending  another,  and  show- 
ing how  a  very  great  emulation  had 
been  going  on  amongst  those  institutions 
in  order  to  improve  tho  form  of  balanoo- 
sheet  and  inspire  confidence  in  the  public. 
Tho  Union  Bank  had  brought  its  balance- 
sheet  as  near  to  perfection  as  the  com- 
plicated system  of  banking  accounts 
would  admit.  And  how  much  bettor 
was  tliis  state  of  things  tlian  to  have 
one  stereotyped  system  under  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  admitting  of  no  improve- 
ment, and  inspiring  a  false  confidence 
on  tho  part  of  tho  public,  from  the  idea 
that  there  was  no  possibility  of  loss 
under  it.  He  must  say  that  if  evor 
there  was  a  subject  to  be  approached 
deliberately  it  was  tho  groat  question  of 
banking,  and  any  Bill  wliich  touchod 
that  question  should  be  referred  to  a 
carf?fully-chosen  Select  Committee  to  bo 
discussed  in  all  its  provisions.  Uo 
positively  denied  that  there  was  any- 
thing like  a  necessity  for  proceeding  with 
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the  Bill  at  the  present  time,  and  did  not 
think  the  slightest  harm  would  be  done 
in  any  circle  of  legitimate  business  if 
the  consideration  of  it  were  to  stand  over 
till  next  Session.  He  did  not  see  why, 
subject  to  existing  liabilities,  any  bank 
in  future  might  not  go  upon  the  prin- 
ciple of  limited  or  reserve  liability, 
provided  only  these  two  conditions  were 
observed — first,  that  if  it  was  a  bank  of 
issue  it  must  make  proper  provision  for 
its  notes ;  and,  secondly,  it  must  so  re- 
gister the  condition  of  its  capital  and 
the  liability  on  its  shares  as  to  give 
perfect  information  to  anyone  who  might 
be  disposed  to  deal  with  it.  If  he  might 
venture  to  advise  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  he  would  suggest  that  he 
should  not  encounter  the  opposition 
which  he  would  have  to  meet  from  im- 
portant interests  connected  with  Scotland 
and  Ireland  for  the  sake  of  passing  an 
imperfect  Bill  for  which  there  was  no 
hurry,  but  withdraw  this  measure  and  in- 
troduce another  next  Session,  the  details 
of  which  might  be  carefully  elaborated 
in  a  well-constituted  Select  Committee 
of  the  House. 

Mr.  aOLDNEY  expressed  his  belief 
that  if  they  allowed  the  Bill  to  be  read 
a  second  time,  as  had  been  suggested 
by  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Ponte- 
fract  (Mr.  Childers),  they  would  give 
very  groat  satisfaction  to  the  whole  com- 
mercial community,  and  especially  to 
the  banking  portion  of  it;  and  they 
might  take  the  discussion  as  to  whether 
the  measure  should  extend  to  the  Three 
Kingdoms  or  not  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee. 

Me.  W.  holms  confessed  he  had 
listened  with  very  great  surprise  to  the 
announcement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  that  he  proposed  to  with- 
draw Scotland  and  Ireland  from  the 
Bill,  more  especially  as  an  opinion 
had  been  expressed  in  that  House,  over 
and  over  again,  in  favour  of  having 
uniform  legislation  for  the  Three  King- 
doms. It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Bill, 
which  contained  only  twp  provisions, 
— namely,  that  for  limiting  the  liability 
of  Companies  on  the  one  hand,  and  for 
providing  a  Government  audit  on  the 
other,  was  so  simple  that  it  might  equally 
apply  to  the  Three  Kingdoms.  More- 
over, it  appoared  to  him  that  the  true 
reason  why  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer had  withdrawn  Scotland  and 
Ireland  from  the  Bill  was  to  be  found  in 
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the  fact  that  the  Gbvemment  believed 
they  could  not  carry  this  Bill  with  the 
8th  clause  in  it.     For  his  part,  he  dis- 
tinctly objected  to  that  clause.    Practi- 
cally, the  Bill,  if  passed  with  that  daufle, 
would  put  the  t}iree  countries  in  tlus 
position — it    would   provide    that   un- 
limited Companies  in   England  might 
unconditionally  accept  all  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill ;  but  as  regarded  Irish  and 
Scotch  banks  they  should  only  obtain 
them  on  certain  onerous  oonditions,  be- 
cause conditions  were    surely  oneroui 
which  would  compel  g^at  Companiei 
to  give  up  lucrative  businesses  which 
were    now  being  carried  on  in  £n^ 
land.     He  ventured  to  characterize  the 
8th  clause  as  a  London  banker's  cUuse; 
and  it  was  unfair  to  Scotland  and  In- 
land that  the  Government  should  hare, 
as  it  were,  smuggled   into  this  Bill « 
provision  which  had  practically  nothiiu; 
to  do  with  the  real  object  of  the  Bill 
They  were  told  that  if  they  would  only 
agree  to  this  Bill  now  they  would  hare 
two  Bills  introduced  next  Session-ooe 
for  Scotland,  and  the  other  for  Ireland— 
but  what  sort  of  Bills  would  they  bef 
They  would,  in  all  probability,  be  veiy 
much  upon  the  same  lines  as  the  8th 
clause,  which  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  principle  of  the  measure.  H 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
withdraw  the  8th  clause,  and  allow  thfl 
Bill  to  apply  to  Scotland  and  Ireland  ai 
well  as  to  England,  he  (Mr.  Holma],  m 
a  Scotch  Member,  would  give  him  hii 
hearty   support    in    carrying  the  BiH 
As  to  the  amount  to  which  the  liabilitj 
of  shareholders  should  be  reduced,  hi 
expressed  his  conviction,  from  the  ex- 
perience afforded  by  the  failure  of  te 
City  of  Glasgow  Bank,  that  the  ahaie- 
holders  in  unlimited  banks  woold  he 
only  too  glad  to  be  called  upon  to  p^ 
five  or  even  ten  times  the  amount  of  their 
original  capital.     He  would,  thereforSi 
suggest  that  in  any  Bill  which  might  he 
proposed,  whether  for  England  or  for 
the  Three  Kingdoms,  reserved  liabilitj 
should  not  be  one-half  more  than  the 
paid-up  capital,  but  three  or  four  or 
even   five    times    that    amount.     He 
thoroughly  agreed  with  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Pontefract  ^Mr.  Childeia) 
that  this  was  not  a  question  to  be  desk 
with  in  a  hurr}\     The  present  Bill  vai 
in  the  nature  of  a  panic  Bill;  it  vai 
brought  in  in  consequence  of  a  panic; 
and  it  would  not  command  the  ccmfideW 


1025        Lord  CUrk  lUgisUr        (  Jitlt  22,  1879) 


{Scotland)  BiU.  1026 


I 


of  the  public/ unless  it  was  based  upon 
thoroughly  sound  principles.  Under  all 
the  circumstances,  he  hoped  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  would  carefidly 
re-consider  the  question,  and  take  the 
course  originally  proposed  of  having  only 
one  Bill  for  the  Three  Kingdoms.  The 
people  of  Scotland  and  Ireland  would 
otherwise  not  consider  themselves  fairly 
treated.  The  hon.  Gentleman  was  pro- 
ceeding to  point  out  that  the  result  of  the 
failure  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank  was 
greatly  to  the  credit  of  the  shareholders 
from  the  manner  in  which  they  had  sur- 
rendered their  property,  and  to  the  people 
of  Glasgow  who  had  voluntarily  raised  no 
less  than  a  third  of  a  million  to  alleviate 
the  suffering,  which  had  been  occasioned 
when 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of 
the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned  till 
this  day. 

LOED  CLERK   REGISTER    (SCOTLAND) 

BILL.— [Bill  196.] 

(The  Lord  Advocate ^  Mr,  Secretary  Crois.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Bill  ewMtdered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clauses  1  to  7,  inclusive,  agreed  to^  with 
Amendments. 

Clause  8  (Treasury  to  appoint  to 
offices  in  Begister  of  Sasines,  &c.). 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wat- 
son) moved,  in  page  2,  at  the  end  of  the 
clause,  to  insert  as  a  new  paragraph — 

"  The  Commiflaionen  of  Her  Majesty's  Trea- 
sury shall  have  power  to  fix  the  salaries  and 
emoluments  attached  to  any  of  the  offices  afore- 
said, and,  "with  the  consent  of  one  of  Her 
Majesty's  principal  Secretaries  of  State,  to 
regulate  any  of  the  said  offices,  and  to  change 
the  designations  thereof  and  the  duties  of  officers 
employed  therein,  and  the  terms  on  which  ap- 
pointments shall  be  made  thereto." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to, 

Thb  lord  advocate  (Mr.  Wat- 
60K)  moved,  in  page  2,  after  Clause  8, 
to  insert  the  following  clause : — 

(Superannuation  of  officers.) 

'*  All  appointments  hereafter  made  to  any  of 
the  offices  aforesaid  shall  entitle  the  holders 
theieof  to  superannuation  upon  such  conditions 
as  the  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury, 
haring  regard  to  *The  Superannuation  Act, 
1869,*  shall  prescrihe:  Provided,  That  it  shall 
he  lawful  to  the  said  Commissioners,  if,  and  so 

VOL.  CCXLVni.    [thied  seeies.] 


far  as  they  see  fit,  to  grant  superannuations  to 
the  holders  of  such  offices  before  the  passing  of 
this  Act,  although  they  may  not  have  obtained 
certificates  from  the   Civil   Service    Commis- 


sioners." 

Me.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  asked,  what 
was  the  intention  of  the  clause  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wat- 
son) stated,  that  it  was  one  of  the  leading 
purposes  of  the  Bill  that  these  officers 
should  receive  their  appointments  from 
and  be  removable  by  the  Treasury ;  and 
the  object  of  the  last  clause,  which  had 
been  very  carefully  adjusted,  was  to 
make  them  Civil  servants.  There  were 
men  in  the  Office  who  had  served  for  a 
long  period,  but  who  were  not  originally 
appointed  as  Civil  servants,  and  one 
main  object  of  the  proposed  clause  was 
to  enable  the  Treasury  to  retire  them 
on  Civil  Service  allowances. 

Me.  M'LAEEN  could  assure  the  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire  that  this  clause 
had  been  very  carefully  considered  in 
Edinburgh,  and  that  it  had  received  the 
sanction  of  everybody  concerned  in  it. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  said,  he  was 
only  surprised  that  so  important  a  clause 
should  have  been  originally  left  out  of 
the  Bill. 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wat- 
son), said  the  clause  had  been  inserted  in 
substitution  for  another  one  which  se- 
cured the  same  object,  but  less  effi- 
ciently. 

Clause  agreed  to,  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Me.  M*LAEEN  said,  that  in  the 
absence  of  the  noble  Earl  the  Member 
for  the  County  of  Edinburgh  (the  Earl 
of  Dalkeith),  he  wished  to  move  the  in- 
sertion of  a  new  clause,  of  which  the 
noble  Earl  had  given  Notice,  with  re- 
spect to  the  regulating  the  office  of 
sheriffs'  clerks,  and  placing  it  under  the 
control  of  the  deputy  clerk-register. 

The  CHAIEMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  moving  of  this  clause  would  necessi- 
tate the  adjournment  of  the  Committee. 

Me.  M'LAEEN  said,  in  that  case  he 
would  not  press  it. 

House  resumed, 

BiU  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered upon  Thursday. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House    resumed   its  Sitting  at 
Nine  of  the  clock, 

21, 
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civilization  in  the  shape  of  missionaries 
and  steam  ploughs.  The  Armenian 
Papers  had  lately  been  moved  for  by 
Lord  Carnarvon  in  **  another  place," 
and  the  Motion  had  been  agreed  to,  so 
that  it  was  unnecessary  that  he  should 
ask  for  them.  A  sad  change,  however, 
had  been  shown  by  the  debate.  Lord 
Salisbury's  splendid  list  of  reforms,  in- 
cluded in  his  despatch  of  the  8th  of 
August  of  last  year,  had  become  ** im- 
possible "  in  his  speech  of  the  27th  of 
Juno.  Not  only  had  the  61st  Article  of 
the  Treatv  not  been  carried  into  effect, 
but  the  62nd  Article,  also,  was  shame- 
fully violated  in  Armenia.  The  troops 
which  were  needed  to  restore  order  in 
the  Provinces  were  sent  to  Thessaly, 
and  placed  under  the  command  of  that 
abominable  miscreant,  Chefket  Pasha, 
in  order  to  crush  the  Greeks  and  pre- 
vent the  will  of  Europe  being  carried 
into  effect.  Lord  Salisbury,  as  would 
be  found  at  page  210  of  the  Protocols, 
had  said  the  object  of  the  proposal  with 
regard  to  Armenia,  which  was  ultimatel}' 
agreed  to  by  the  Congress,  was  **  im- 
mediate amelioration  "  as  well  as  *^  future 
projjress."  There  had  been  no  **  im- 
mediate amelioration  " — there  had  been 
no  amelioration  whatever.  The  Go- 
vernment of  England,  which,  on  account 
of  the  Anglo-Turkish  clandestine- con- 
ditional Convention,  ought  to  have  been 
the  first  among  the  Powers  to  insist  on 
the  execution  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin, 
had,  on  the  contrary,  been  the  most  in- 
clined among  them  to  hold  back  and  to 
throw  obstacles  in  the  way.  In  December 
and  in  February  last,  he  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  had  asked  for  Papers  on  the  sub- 
ject, which  were  still  withheld.  The 
Government  had  never  published  the 
suggestions  of  Germany,  made  last  year 
immediately  after  the  end  of  the  Ses- 
sion, for  obtaining  the  execution  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin.  As  the  Government 
assured  them  that  the  only  difficulty  was 
that  with  regard  to  money,  and  as  the 
admission  by  Europe  of  the  Pussian  In- 
demnity made  it  certain  that  Turkey 
never  would  have  money,  ho  thought 
that  they  ought,  at  the  same  time,  to 
press  for  the  Correspondence  which  had 
taken  place  with  regard  to  the  Indem- 
nity Clause.  England  had  undoubtedly 
assumed,  in  the  eyes  of  foreign  coun- 
tries— all  now  by  far  less  pro-Turkish 
than  ourselves — by  the  Cyprus  Conven- 
tion, at  least  a  responsibility  for  the  de- 
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struction  of  those  institutions  which  cot 
off  the  Turkish  Empire  from  Euiope 
and  from  civilization.     Throughoat  the 
Turkish  Empire  slavery  existed  in  every 
household  belonging  to  the  ruling  caste. 
It  had  been  proved  last  year  that  even 
in  the  capital  itself — even  in  the  homes 
of  those  Pashas  whose  names  were  well 
known  to  us  as  the  so-called  reformen 
of  the  present  and  of  recent  Turkish  ad- 
ministrations— Christian  children,  some 
bought,  but  the  great  majority  of  them 
stolen  from  their  parents,  were  detaioed 
in  slavery.     Whatever  else  had  been  ac- 
complished in  Eastern  Bonmelia  slaveiy 
had  disappeared.    There  was  no  reason 
to  suppose  that  in  imitating  the  Con- 
stitution of  Eastern  Koumelia  in  other 
portions  of  the  Empire,  the  Turks,  m 
the  absence  of  serious  European  pres- 
sure, would  abolish  slavery.    The  pro- 
bable return  to  power  of  Mahmoud,  the 
enemy  both  of  England  and  of  reform, 
made  this,  if  possible,  more  certain  even 
than  before.     He  had  now  justified  the 
first  portion  of  his  Hesolution .  He  passed 
to  the  second  portion  of  the  Besolution, 
which  dealt  with   the    unexecuted  a^ 
rangement  with  regard  to  the  Oredc 
Frontier.  The  Blue  Book  (Greece,  No.l) 
was  like  a  modem  novel  in  its  oonstne- 
tion.     The  beginning  and  the  end  of  it 
were  both  good  ;  but  the  middle  vonU 
not  bear  investigation.     Lord  Salisbiixji 
with  the  intelligence  of  a  popular  writer, 
had  trusted  to  the  well-known  fact  that 
people  habitually  read  the  beginning 
and  the  end,  but  not  the  middle,  of  s 
thick  volume.     The  excellent  despatdi 
with  which  its  contents  concluded  wis 
contradicted  by  the  principal  portion  of 
those  contents  themselves.    The  Tnib 
all  along  had  said — ' '  This  is  an  awkward 
question  for  us ;  force  our  hand,  and  we 
will  submit."    The  whole  of  Euiope,  as 
represented  at  Berlin,  was  willing— naj, 
was  anxious—that  the  course  which  the 
Turks  themselves  proposed  should  be 
adopted,   and  it  was  our  Government 
which,  by  changing  the  French-Italian 
proposal,  endorsed  as  it  was  by  the  three 
other  Powers,  had   prevented  rectifica- 
tion of  the  Frontier  from  becoming  a 
distinct  Article  of  the  Treaty.  After  the 
Congpress  had    concluded  its  delibera- 
tions, the  other  Powers  again  began  tP 
Sress  that  somethiug  should  at  once  be 
one,  and  our  Government  again  hm 
back.      At  page  85,   our  Minister  at 
Athens  sent  home  the  rumour  that  Q^ 
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firitein  liad  refused  to  act  with  Qermany, 
in  August  or  September,  to  procure 
the  immediate  settlement  of  the  ques- 
tion. He  added,  to  please  the  Minister, 
that  this  was 

**  Probably  one  of  the  daily  reports  ciroulated 
by  the  telegraph  throughout  Europe,  which  has 
little  or  perhaps  no  foimdation  in  fact ;  '* 

but  it  was  true,  as  would  be  seen  by  the 
despatch    of  Oermany,   for   which,   in 
December,  in  February,  and  again  to- 
night, he  most  pertinaciously  had  asked. 
At  page  39,  they  had  a  fresh  example  of 
Lord  Salisbury's  powers  of  delay,  which 
vere  quite  Turkish  in  their  strength  of 
leustance.    He  described  how,  in  Octo- 
ber, he  had  told  the  Representative  of 
Greece  that  he  ''  expected  no  adTantage- 
008  result "  from  mediation  at  that  time. 
Why?    Because  the 

**0(mient  of  the  Porte  was  not  sufficient  to 
nocnn  the  cession  of  territory  in  which  the 
koMilman  population  was  predominant.** 

Bat  to  say  this  was  to  beg  the  ques- 
tion; because  in  the  particular  portion 
of  Thessaly  and  Epirus  not  only  was  the 
"Mussulman  population"  not  ''predo- 
minant." but  it  formed  only  a  most 
ffliaerable  minority.  At  page  52,  they 
woold  find  a  further  application  of  Ger- 
many for  action,  and  the  manner  in  which 
it  had  been  received.  This  was  in  Novem- 
ber, for  each  time  Lord  Salisbury  had 
ooBtrived  to  hang  the  matter  up  for  a 
month.  The  German  Ambassador  had 
called  upon  him  to  ask  him  to  answer 
the  French  Circular  of  the  21st  of  Octo- 
ber, saying  that — 

"Germany,  as  well  as  Austria,  Italy,  and 
BoMia,  had  resolved  to  adhere  to  the  French 
praposel." 

hiace  of  language  of  this  kind,  Lord 
Salisbury  was  obliged  to  promise  ''that 
England  would  not  refuse  her  general 
concurrence ; "  but  "  the  proposal"  which 
tlie  whole  of  Europe  except  £ngland  liad 
aeoepted  "  must  be  modified,  and  must 
sot  oe  a  menace  addressed  to  Turkey." 
"The  time,"  also,  "  was  inopportune." 
Lord  Salisbury  "  regretted  that  the 
Powers  had  not  thought  fit  to  delay 
the  step."  This  was  throwing  a  good 
deal  of  cold  water  upon  the  action  re- 
commended by  the  five  Great  Powers. 
Althoagh  Lord  Salisbury  had  promised 
lot  to  refuse  his  "  general  concurrence," 
they  saw,  by  page  53,  that,  six  days 
aft«r,  M.  Waddington  told  Lord  Lyons— 


"  That  he  had  received  from  all  the  Govern- 
ments, except  from  that  of  Her  ^Majesty,  an 
unconditional  assent  to  the  proposal  he  had 
made,  that  a  simultaneous  and  identic  repre- 
sentation should  be  addressed  to  the  Forte  on 
the  Greek  question." 

It  would  be  seen  from  page  57  that, 
owing  to  the  delay  of  England,  more 
than  another  month  olapsod — for  there 
was  a  complete  gap  between  the  12th 
of  November  and  the  1 7th  of  December ; 
but,  at  last,  owing  to  the  pressure  exer- 
cised within  those  walls  in  the  Decem- 
ber Session,  the   Porte  appointed  Com- 
missioners at  Christmas.     The  Papers 
showed  that  those  Commissioners  wore 
appointed  only  for  the  purpose  of  gain- 
ing time ;  and  the  French  Government 
had  informed  Lord  Salisbury  that  the 
time  BO  gained  had  been  utilized  by  the 
Commissioners  themselves  in  importing 
Mahomedan  Albanians  from  the  North 
into  these  particular  portions  of  Epirus, 
so  as  to  alter  the  balance  of  the  popula- 
tion.    The  House  would  find  how  our 
Ambassador  at  Constantinople  had  tried, 
in  the  despatch — No.  100 — to  help  the 
Turks,   by  finding   apologies   for   their 
conduct;    but,  at  page  68,  there  was  a 
despatch  from  him  as  to  which  it  was 
necessary  to  make  even  more  severe  re- 
mark.     Sir  Henry  Layard,   writing  in 
January,  did  not  hesitate  to  urge  that 
the  line  named  by  the  Congress  did  not 
give  Janiua  to  Greece.     He  said — 

*<  I  am  not  acquainted  '««-ith  the  intention  of 
the  Congress  as  regards  the  exact  nature  of  the 
frontier  line  proposed.  Judging  from  your 
Lordship's  despatch  to  mc  of  the  28ih  of  List 
May,  it  would  not,  in  your  Lordship's  opinion, 
include  Janina.'* 

A  more  monstrous  statement  could  not 
be  imagined  than  that  the  line  suggested 
by  Lord  Salisbury  before  the  meeting 
of  the  Congress  was  to  override  the 
deliberate  will  of  Europe,  afterwards 
agreed  to  by  Lord  Salisbury  himself. 
It  had  been  proved  by  France,  and  it 
was  believed  by  Germany  and  by  tlie 
rest  of  Europe,  that  Janina  was  a  Gret*k 
town,  the  capital  of  a  district  purely 
Greek.  Ho  himself  had  received  an 
address,  which  had  been  signed  by  the 
whole  of  the  aldermen  and  town  coun- 
cillors of  Janina,  who,  without  excep- 
tion, were  favourable  to  the  concession 
of  the  boundary  line  which  had  been 
named  in  the  Protocols  of  Berlin.  He 
had  spoken  of  Europe  as  agreeing  in 
this  view  ;  but  Italy  had  for  a  time  beou 
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an  exception  to  that  concert.     Happily,  ^  "T^«   German  Government  will  give  the 

the  ItalL  Prime  Minister  of  last  %ar,  r^s^irtC^^^L^^^^ 

who  was  a  member  of  the  Cireek  Com-  carried  out  with  as  little  unnecessary  delay  as 

mittee,  had  now  returned  to  power,  and  possible." 

a  Government  had  sprunfir  up  at  Rome  . ,         ,,  _x    i>  xi.    xn      x*     i.  Ak 

.1        1  r  XT,  i.  V  1        *  •     •«  At  another  part  of  tne  Blue  Book  there 

in  the  place  of  that  which,  intriprumff  \t  i.  ^  •  i.  •  -u-  \. 

•     M\  J  •         -4.  L*  \.^A  ^^^  was  a  Note  upon  an  mtnirue  which  waa 

m  Albania  on  it5  own  account,  had  pre-     ,      ,  ^x  j      -1.1     x?      tx  i«       • 

tended  to  support  Lord  Salisburj-'s  views.  "I^e^^^y  'i°T-  i!v.  Y^    ?*   Italian  m. 
A  documont,  which  had  come  to  light     "po  of  which  he  had  already  spoken, 

two  months  ago.  had  shown  that  the  ^"^^  ^}"'^'  b^'"?  "  Turkish  mtngne, 

late  Italian  Administration  had  been  in  ^««  «*  «"  f^«?,  °»«f«  "''^P*  "f.  "" 

secret  correspondence  with  the  Turkish  ^T^°Iw  1"^'^  !!.    k^       T!S^ 

CommissionoVs  in  Epirus  for  purijoses  ^^^  ^^''^  ^^^  P<"^  ^*d  P"*  *»  *~- 

of  its  own.      Lord  Salisbury,  in  one  of  veiling    expenses    of  three    gentlemen 

his  despatches-No.  Hl-most  clearly  j"^*"™  they  had  sent  on  »  tour  round 

showed  his  desire  to  prevent  Janina  be-  ?"™Pt'  ''"i':^'*.  .I''**  ^^"^  descnb^  «s 

coming  Greek;  and  Sir  Henry  Layard  delegates  of  the  Albanian  nation.  Now, 

went  even  far  beyond  his  Chief,  for  he  ''«  ""^^'l  P'^^^.  *^f.*  *^«>~  ??''J'T° 

said  that  ho  himself  was  convinced  that  ^^'^  Turkish  functionaries    Uiat  thej 

unless  the  Porte  kept  Janina  it  would  ^«f  P^'^^^^^  ^"^^y-  ''"^J^?*  ^^J^  ^{ 

be  impossible  to  retain  Albania.    An-  not  come  from,  or  know  anything  of.  tlut 

other  circumstance  worthy  of  notice  was  P'^'Hon  of  Epirus  which   >t  J^ad  l><>e» 

the  falsitv  of  the  statements  made  bv  V^^VO'^^^  «f'    ^^^^^7  ^J^P^W  cede  to 

the  Albanian  dolegates,  in  which  they  i^'??7„*'^*  ?T  ^^O'  »  •"".Pl!-™"^ 

claimed  Prevosa.  Arta.  and  Janina.  as  f  "|'^^  ^«"«'^'  ^'-  ^"^'''''  ^  "^^ 
Albanian  towns;  for  the  truth  was,  as 

was  indisputably  proved  in  another  part        "Two  Albanian  nobles,  Abdul  Bey,  of  Phar- 

of  the  Blue  Book,  that  eij^ht  out  of  nine  ^^l^;  a^d  Mebemet  Ali  Bey,  of  Berat,had  «■ 

x»  ^n  Ai,^   •   u   1  •*.      A       r  T*  ccntly  visited  Rome, 
of  all  the  inhabitants  of  Irrevesa  wore  ^ 

Greeks,    and   that  all   of   them    spoke  and  were  in  Paris,  and— 

Greek ;  while  at  Arta  the  whole  of  the         ^,       ,       .   .       ,  ,       ^  ,  ,      j 

inhabitants  wore  Greek,  and  in  the  town  ^  "  J^^^^'  "''f^''  ^*  ^^T  ?''^*  ^J^  ^ 

o    T      •         ^1       i^       1  At  .  France*  docs  not  appear  to   have  caused  tw 

of  Janina   the   Greeks   were    three    to  Turkish  authorities  any  uneasiness." 
onft,  the  district  outside  the  town  being 

wholly  Grook.  These  facts  wore  com-  Now,  considering  that  the  Turkish  Go- 
pletely  confiraied  by  the  inforniation  vernnient  had  paid  the  salaries  and  ex- 
supplied  by  the  Frencli  Govorninpnt,  by  penses  of  those  gentlemen,  it  was  hardly 
Mr.  Macdonald  of  Janina,  and  by  an-  (conceivable  that  their  mission  shoiild 
other  gontlenian.  Lord  Sali.sbury  was  have  caused  uneasiness  to  that  GoTem- 
indeod  slow  to  learn  ;  for  after  he  had  ment — unless,  indeed,  it  was  uneasiness 
received  this  information  from  our  Minis-  of  tho  breeches' pocket.  At  page  203, 
ter  at  Athens,  and  also  from  the  Go-  there  would  bo  found  a  statement  of 
vernment  of  Franco,  it  would  be  seen  those  persons'  views,  which  was  an  im- 
that,  altlioiigh  tlie  Austrian  Govern-  posture  from  the  first  line  to  the  last 
ment,  of  width  he  had  had  some  hopes,  One  of  those  two  gentlemen  had  asked 
had  dfSf^rtod  liim,  and  although  Ger-  pay  from  the  Greek  Government  in  order 
many  had  declared  to  him  that  *'the  to  come  upon  the  Greek  side  and  snp- 
matter  was  one  in  which  the  German  port  their  views,  and,  being  very  pro- 
Government  took  gn»at  interest,"  and  i^erly  refused,  he  sold  himself  to  the 
that**  it  would  be  necessary  to  bring  the  Turks.  Lord  Salisbury  waa  aware  of 
controversy  to  an  issue," Lord  Salisbury  this  fact;  but  he  received  that  gentle- 
still  pleaded  for  delay.  It  was  evident  njan,  and.  probably,  shook  him  by  the 
that  if  our  Government  had  spoken  hand.  The  other,  Abdnl  Bey,  wis 
throughout,  as  had  the  Governments  of  brother-in-law  to  the  Turkish  Ambas- 
Germany  and  France,  the  present  dead-  sador  at  Rome,  who  had  been  concerned 
lock  would  never  have  occurred.  Even  in  the  Italian  intrigue,  and  had  no  con- 
when  Lord  Salisbury  was  stirred  up  to  ne(  tion  with  Janina,  in  the  name  of 
act,  the  lanjruage  which  ho  used  should  which  town  he,  however,  spoke.  Loid 
be  contrasted  with  tho  plain  language  Salisbury,  who  had  just  refused  to  re- 
of  Germany —  ceive  tho  Bulgarian  delegates,  Bef*- 

Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke 
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theless    Baw    these    gentlemen   at    the 
Foreign  Office  and  reported  their  views 
to  Constantinople,  although  these  con- 
sisted of  the  most  outrageous  misrepre- 
sentation of  the  facts,  without  remark. 
After  seeing  Lord  Salisbury,  the  two 
Albanians  went  to  Berlin  to  see  Prince 
Bismarck.     Prince  Bismarck,  who  also 
knew  their  character,  at  once  informed 
them  that  he  would  not  see  them.  They 
then  sent  to  him  to  say  that  they  had 
seen  Lord  Salisbury,  upon  which  tlio 
Prince  replied  that  that  made  not  the 
slightest  aifierence.     As  they  still  per- 
•isted,  Prince   Bismarck  presented  his 
compliments  to  them,  and  said  that  he 
did  not  believe  that  an  Albanian  na- 
tionality existed ;  that  if  it  did  exist,  its 
existence  had  no  bearing  on  this  sub- 
ject, inasmuch  as  Janina  was  not  an 
Albanian  town ;   but  although  he  pro- 
tested against  the   Albanian    question 
being  raised,  as  they  asked  his  opinion, 
he  must  add  that  if  there  were  such  a 
thing  as   an    Albanian    nationality  in 
North  Albania,  "  the  sooner,  in  the  in- 
terests of  civilization,  it  was  stamped 
OQt  the  better."     In  Lord   Salisbury's 
last  despatch,  he  tried  to  disguise  the 
fact  that  he  had  been  throughout  hostile 
to  the  full   satisfaction  to    the   Greek 
claims,  as  they  had  been  admitted  by 
the  Powers  at  Berlin.     He  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  hoped  that  the  words  of  that 
despatch  might  be  taken  as  a  promise 
of  amendment  for  the  future ;   and  he 
would  only  add  that  in  the  six  weeks 
which  had  passed  since  it  was  written 
no  progress  had  been  made,  and  tliut 
they  saw  as  little  prospect  of  the  ter- 
mination   of    the  controversy   as    they 
hid   14   months  ago,   at    the    time  of 
the  meeting  of  the  Congress  at  Berlin. 
In  conclusion,  the  hon.  Baronet  moved 
the  Address    of    which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE :  I  rise,  Sir, 
to  second  the  Motion  of  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Clielsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke)  with  reference  to  tho  first  part 
of  it,  relating  to  the  reforms  in  Euro- 
pean Turkey  and  Armenia  which  wore 
•0  solemnly  promised  by  Turkey  and  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin.  I  think  everyone  will 
be  of  opinion  that  the  time  is  come  when 
it  is  right  and  reasonable  to  ask  what 
has  been  done  by  Turkey  to  carry  out 
her  obligations  ?  More  than  a  year  has 
elapsed  since  the  conclusion  of  the 
Trstty ;  all  those  parts  of  it  which  are 


!  in  favour  of  Turkey  have  been  carried 
^  out,  or  are  rapidly  being  carried  out. 
The  Russian  troops  have  all  but  com- 
pletely evacuated  both  Roumclia  and 
Bulgaria  ;  what,  then,  has  Turkey  done? 
I  will  not  recapitulate  tho  obligations, 
they  are  partly  under  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  and  partly  under  tho  Anglo- 
Turkish  Convention.  In  view  c>f  them, 
I  think  lion.  Members  opposite  must 
have  been  greatly  surprised  to  learn 
from  a  recent  debate  in  '•  another  place  " 
that  our  Foreign  Minister  not  only  re- 
pudiates, but  actually  ridicules,  the  idea 
that  this  country  is  under  any  res^pon- 
sibility  towards  the  people  of  these  l?ro- 
vinces  to  see  that  these  •  obligations  to- 
wards them  are  carried  out  by  their 
Government.  I  am  the  last  man  in  the 
Houso  to  wish  to  extend  the  responsibi- 
lities of  this  coimtry ;  we  have  enough 
and  to  spare  already  in  every  part  of 
the  world;  and,  however  sad  it  may 
be  that  Governments  in  remote  parts  of 
the  world  should  oppress  and  misgovern 
their  people,  it  is  no  part  of  the  duty  of 
this  country  to  enter  upon  a  crusade  on 
behalf  of  the  oppressed  ;  but  where  we 
have  interfered  in  tho  interests  of  this 
country,  or  the  supposed  interests,  to 
prevent  a  decaying,  corrupt,  and  brutal 
rule  from  being  overthrown,  and  liavo 
interfered  to  save  it  from  destruition,  I 
think  there  is  a  lieavy  responsibility  upon 
us  to  see  that  obligations  entered  into 
should  be  carried  out.  It  is  duo  to  us 
mainly,  if  not  wholly,  that  nearly  the 
whole  of  what  remains  of  Turkey  in 
Europe  has  been  restored  to  the  direct 
authority  of  the  Porte,  and  that  a  large 
slice  of  Ai-menia  was  also  restored. 
Surely,  then,  upon  us  more  than  upon 
others  lies  the  responsibility  of  calling 
Turkey  to  account  for  the  non-perform- 
ance of  those  parts  of  tho  Treaty  which 
must  be  considered  as  the  condition  on 
which  they  were  restored.  Now,  what 
has  been  done  by  Turkey  since  the 
Treaty?  Absolutely  nothing.  I  chal- 
lenge tlie  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs  to 
produce  a  vestige  or  scintilla  of  evidence 
to  show  that  the  Porte  has  made  aii}^ 
effort  to  improve  the  condition  of  her 
European  subjects,  or  of  the  Armenians. 
It  is  not  merely  a  question  wliether  any 
attempt  has  boon  made  to  frame  ncw 
institutions  ;  but  there  is  not  a  sign  that 
any  single  step  has  been  taken  to  redress 
those  evils,  which  do  not  depend  so  much 
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upon  a  constitution  as  upon  the  very 
first  principles  of  honest  administration. 
So  long  ago  as  August  8th  of  last  year, 
Lord  Salisbury  wrote — 

"  The  immediate  necessity  of  Asiatic  Turkey 
is  for  the  simplest  form  of  order  and  good 
government,  and  for  such  security  from  rapine, 
lawless  or  legal,  that  industry  may  flourish  and 
population  may  cease  to  decline.*' 

The  same  necessity  exists,  and,  indeed, 
is  far  more  pressing  at  this  moment, 
not  only  in  Armenia,  but  in  European 
Turkey.     In  all  these  districts,   things 
have  been  going  from  bad  to  worse  ever 
since  the  war  was  over.     Of  Armenia  we 
have  a  recent  statement  of  the  Armenian 
Patriarch,  which  is  confirmed  by  inde- 
pendent witnesses,  that  anarchy  prevails 
there;  that  the  Christian  population  is 
harassed  and  plundered  by  Kurds  and 
Circassians ;  that  an  organized  brigand- 
age is  being  carried  on  by  the  officials 
in  a  more  shameless  and  open  manner 
than  ever.     Thousands  of  the  wretched 
inliabitants  arc  seeking  refuge  in  Eussia, 
where,  if  they  find  a  severe  and  despotic 
Government,  they  find,  at  least,  security 
for  life  and  property.     When  we  look 
at  the  condition  of  Macedonia,  we  find 
a   counterpart  of  these  evils.     I  have 
only  this  day  seen  a  well-known  gentle- 
man, a  Mr.  Rose,  who  is  recently  re- 
turned from  Macedonia,  where,  I  be- 
lieve, he  has  been   one  of  the  very  few 
who  have  been  able  to  penetrate  at  all 
beyond  the  coast.     His  accounts  of  the 
condition  of  the  country  are  most  ap- 
palling.    Anarchy  and  murder  prevail. 
The  Turkish  Government  has  planted 
over  it  small  bands  of  Circassians,  who 
terrorize  the  people,   and  plunder  and 
murder  freely.  The  officials  are  in  league 
with  these  people,  and  are  more  shame- 
fully corrupt  than  ever.     What  makes 
his  account  moro  interesting  is  that  he 
has  so  recently  been   in  Eastern  E,ou- 
melia.     lie  reports  of  this  Province  that, 
notwithstanding  all  the  sufferings  it  has 
gone  through  during  the  two  years  of 
war,  it  is  rapidly  recovering.     The  Pro- 
vince is  in  the  hands  of  a  native  Ad- 
ministration ;  and  the  result  is  that  it  is 
perfectly  safe  for  travellers.     Property 
and  life  are  already  as  secure  as  in  any 
otlier  part  of  Europe.     How  great  a  con- 
trast is  this  state  of  things  with  that 
in  Macedonia.     In  the  latter  it  is  unsafe 
to  go  a  mile  beyond   the  large  towns 
without  an  escort.     It  seems  that  the 
army  of  petty  officials  and  zaptiehs  who 
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have  lost  their  occupation  in  Balgaiit 
have  drifted  into  this  Province,  and  are 
feeding  like  locusts  on  the  country.   The 
Pashas  who  have  been  sent  there  are 
the  worst  of  their  kind;  most  of  them 
should  be  expiating  their  crimes  on  the 
galleys.     There  is  Salik  Pasha,  who  was 
recalled  from  Crete  at  the  instance  of 
Consul    Sandwith    on    account    of  his 
cruelties  and  misconduct;    he   is  nov 
holding  an  important  command.    There 
is  Amous  Pasha,  who  was  responsible 
for  the  murder  of  Mr.  Ogle,  who  is  also 
holding  an  important  post.     There  is 
Chefket  Pasha,   whose  crimes   are  so 
notorious;   he  is  now  holding  an  im- 
portant post  in  Thessaly.    Now,  let  me 
ask  the  House  what  must  be  the  result 
of  such  a  contrast,  how  long  can  the 
present  state  of  things  last  ?    There  ii 
already  extreme  danger  of  another  out- 
break.    I  observe  that  in  May  last  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  Christ- 
church  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff)  wrote 
that— 

"  Ho  could  not  express  in  terms  snfficienUj 
strong  the  sense  of  the  dangers  of  further  ddij. 
which  can  neither  be  defended  upon  the  gnrancl 
of  want  of  money,  nor  of  insumdent  infonoi- 
tion." 

The  hon.  Member  has  elsewhere  stated 
that  he  has  the  highest  authority  for 
saying  that  the  Porte  is  animated  hj 
the  best  intentions  ;  but  he  must  know 
that  the  approaches  to  the  Porte  hifO 
been  always  paved  with  good  intentioni. 
Meanwhile  nothing  has  been  done ;  the 
influence  of  England  appears  to  effect 
nothing.     Sir  Henry  Layard   has  not 
even  succeeded  in  preventing  the  em- 
ployment of  Chefket  Pasha.     His  poliej 
of  coaxing  and  flattery,  and  of  praising 
the  poor  vacillating  and  weak  man  who 
fills  the  throne  of  Turkey,  seems  to  he 
a  total  failure ;   surely,   then,  it  would 
be  wise  to  tr^'  some  other  tone;  at  sll 
events,  it  would  be  well  that  this  House 
should    speak    out,    so  that  the  Porte 
should  see  that    its    conduct  will  not 
escape  the  attention  of  this  country.    I 
now  come  to  the  case  of  Greece ;  in  ad- 
verting to  it  I  shall  endeavour  to  avoid 
any  controversial  matter.     1  know  there 
are  hon.  Members  opposite  who  aiesf 
anxious  as  any  one  of  us  on  this  side 
that  a  settlement  should  be  effected  ia 
the  most  liberal  spirit  to  Greece.    Then 
are,  however,  some   points  which  ariie 
on  these  Papers  which  I  hope  the  Go- 
vernment will  explain.  In  the  first  plac9i 
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ilie  Papers  g^ve  us,  for  the  first  time, 
the  negotiations  which  preceded  the  Con- 
gress on  the  subject  of  a  proposed  acces- 
sion of  territory  to  Greece.  We  now 
know  tliat,  in  June  last,  Sir  Henry 
Lajard  made  a  proposal  to  the  Turkish 
Government  to  give  up  territory  to 
Qreece,  to  an  extent  bounded  by,  what 
I  shall  call,  the  Salisbury  line.  Sir 
Henry  Layard  reports  that  when  he 
mide  this  proposal  to  Safvet  Pasha, 
who  was  then  Grand  YizLer — 

"The  latter  aeemed  at  first  but  little  inclined 
to  entertain  the  idea  of  making  any  territorial 
BOBCTwiofi  to  Greece.  He  said  that  no  Turkish 
ICnuter  could  do  so,  and  that  if  Turkey  were 
to  be  deprived  of  territory  it  were  better  that 
it  Aoold  be  in  pursuance  of  a  decision  of  Europe 
■ODoanced  by  the  Congress,  to  which  she  would 
kfo  to  submit." 

This  letter  must  have  reached    Lord 
Sdisbary  at  Berlin  a  few  days  before 
the  Greek  question  was  decided.     It  is 
most  important  as  showing    that  the 
Tniks  preferred   that  Congress  should 
deal  with  and  decide  the  question.  Now, 
Ivonld  ask  the  House  to  compare  this 
htter  with  the  statements  made  by  Lord 
Betoonsfield  on  his  return  from  Berlin. 
The  most  full  account  he  g^ve  us  of  the 
naaons  for  the  mode  adopted  in  the 
Oreek  case  was  at  the  dinner  given  to 
him  at  the  Duke  of  Wellington's  Eiding 
SehooL    He  there  boasted  of  what  had 
been  done  for  Ghreece;    he  treated  it 
81  an  accomplished   fact ;    he   claimed 
diit  Greece,  by  trusting  to  England, 
had  got  a  larger  accession  of  territory 
than  any  of  the  rebellious  Provinces 
of  Turkej  which  had    aided  Bussia ; 
aod  he  then  went  on  to  give  this  ex- 
planation— 

"  Before  the  Congross  the  Sultan  had  shown 
a  diBporition  to  meet  with  favour  the  proposals 
if  England  for  an  accession  of  territory  to 
Qiceee:  bnt  he  had  said  that  what  he  was  pre- 
pmd  to  do  he  wished  should  bo  looked  on  as 
in  act  of  grace  on  his  part,  and  of  his  sense  vt 
frioMilineM  to  Greece  in  not  attacking  him 
^■RDg  his  troubles ;  but  as  Congress  was  now 
toi  meet,  he  shonld  like  to  hear  the  result  of  the 
vndom  of  Congress  on  the  subject." 

I  viflih  to  point  out  that  this  statement 
V  not  in  conformity  with  the  informa- 
tion  now  [before  us.  If  it  be  accurate, 
'ftan  the  Turkish  Government  has  de- 
eded and  taken  in  our  Government,  and 
Iiaa  induced  it  to  agree  to  the  decision 
^  the  Congress,  taking  the  form  of  a 
V^wonmiendation  under  the  belief  that 
Itt  iraa  really  prepared  to  accept  its  con- 


clusions. If,  however,  it  be  inaccurate, 
we  are  entitled  to  an  explanation  why 
it  was  that,  knowing  that  the  Turkish 
Government  preferred  a  decision  of  Con- 
gress, our  Eepresontatives  did  not  state 
this  in  the  Congress,  and  obtain  from 
them  an  authoritative  decision.  The 
next  point  I  have  to  notice  is  that  Sir 
Henry  Layard,  in  the  same  letter,  states 
that  he  pressed  upon  the  Porte  Lord 
Salisbury's  line  of  Frontier,  on  the 
ground  that  a  comparatively  small  con- 
cession might  settle  the  question ;  while 
if  it  were  left  to  Congpress  to  decide  it 
might  come  to  a  decision  more  disad- 
vantageous to  Turkey.  This  leads  to  the 
fact  that  the  Congress  did,  undoubtedly, 
recommend  a  wider  concession  of  terri- 
tory than  that  previously  proposed  by 
Lord  Salisbury.  I  think  no  one  can 
doubt  this.  If  Lord  Salisbury's  line 
had  been  agreed  to,  it  would  have 
been  adopted  in  his  language ;  but  the 
line  recommended  by  the  Congress  was 
to  follow  the  valleys  of  the  Kalamas  and 
Salameria,  and  I  think  no  independent 
person  can  come  to  any  other  conclusion 
than  that  it  was  intended  to  include 
Janina.  Yet  no  sooner  was  this  done 
than  we  find  the  Turkish  Government 
repudiating  absolutely  and  obstinately 
not  only  the  line  of  Frontier  recom- 
mended by  Congress,  but  also  Lord 
Salisbury's  line ;  and  we  find  Sir  Henry 
Layard  throwing  himself  into  the  cause 
of  Turkey,  so  far  as  Janina  is  con- 
cerned ;  and  from  that  day  to  this  he 
has  been  the  strongest  opponent  of  the 
line  proposed  by  the  Congress.  In  page 
68  there  is  a  letter  from  Sir  Henry 
Layard,  expressing  the  strongest  opi- 
nion that  Turkey  ought  not  to  bo  called 
upon  to  give  up  Janina,  and  again  an- 
other at  page  100  ;  audit  is  well  known 
that  the  whole  of  his  influence  has  been 
used  to  support  the  Turks  in  their  oppo- 
sition to  this  concession.  There  is  also 
a  despatch  to  which  I  must  call  atten- 
tion. It  is  that  from  Lord  Salisbury  to 
Mr.  Corbett,  our  Minister  in  Greece, 
dated  October  22ud,  in  which  he  ex- 
presses the  opinion  that  none  of  the 
Great  Powers  will  be  prepared  to  coerce 
the  Turkish  Government  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  conclusions  of  the  Con- 
gress; and  he  adds  that,  inasmuch  as 
moral  persuasion  is  the  only  weapon  at 
hand,  it  could  obviously  be  used  with 
better  chances  of  success  if  an  interval 
were  allowed  to  elapse  during  which  the 
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excitemont  amoDg  the  Mussulmans  were 
allowed  to  calm  down.  Now,  I  would 
ask  what  ellect  upon  a  negotiation  such 
as  we  are  now  engaged  in  must  such  a 
statement  have  ?  We  may  presume  that 
the  Turks  also  have  been  informed  that 
moral  persuasion  is  the  only  weapon  we 
have  at  hand,  or  intended  to  use.  I 
ask,  where  in  the  history  of  the  Turkish 
Empire  has  moral  persuasion  been  of 
any  use,  or  effected  anything  ?  It  may, 
or  may  not,  be  wise  to  use  coercion; 
there  are  many  degrees  and  methods  of 
coercion.  It  does  not  necessarily  moan 
the  actual  use  of  force,  and  history  shows 
that  where  Europe  is  agreed  and  deter- 
mined on  a  particular  course  a  mere  de- 
monstration is  sufficient ;  and  I  may  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  settlement  of 
the  Greek  question  was  only  effected  by 
France  sending  a  Force  to  Greece ;  and 
later,  in  our  own  day,  the  settlement  of 
Syria  was  only  effected  by  France  send- 
ing a  Force  there.  In  neither  case  was 
there  resistance  ;  but  in  both  the  de- 
monstration was  necessary,  and  without 
them  nothing  would  have  been  done, 
and  so  it  may  be  again  in  the  future.  If 
Europe  agrees,  and  shows  that  it  is  in 
earnest,  the  Porte  will  not,  and  cannot, 
resist ;  its  hope  consists  in  dividing  the 
Great  Powers  ;  and  if  one  of  them  says, 
we  will  use  nothing  but  moral  persua- 
sion, the  Porte  knows  well  enough  what 
that  means,  and  that  she  may  safely  re- 
fuse. It  seems  to  me  that  to  publish 
such  a  statement  at  this  moment,  at  a 
time  when  mediation  is  pending,  is  to 
court  failure,  and  to  repeat  the  mistake 
made  after  the  Ccmferenco  of  Constanti- 
nople, when  the  Turks  were  politely  in- 
formed that  whatever  their  decision  Eng- 
land would  never  join  in  compelling  them 
to  do  anything.  Now,  Sir,  the  letter  I 
have  quoted,  and  many  other  despatches 
in  tlie  Book,  frankly  admit  that  the 
Government  has  not  objected  to  the 
delay  which  has  taken  place  ;  they  have 
thought  it  better  that  time  should  elapse, 
during  which  the  Mussulman  feeling 
should  calm  down.  With  all  deference 
to  the  motives  of  the  Government,  I 
cannot  but  think  that  great  evil  has 
already  arisen  from  the  delay.  The 
Turks  have  occupied  the  interval  in  pre- 
paring for  local  resistance.  They  have 
filled  Thessaly  and  Epirus  with  troops ; 
they  liave  incessantly  agitated  among 
the  Albanians  ;  they  have  imported  Al- 
banians,   Mu.v?uliiinns,   and  Circassians 

Mr,  Skate  Lefevre 


into  Epirus,  and  they  have  armed  the 
small  Mussulman  minority ;  and,  mean- 
while, the  Provinces  are  a  prey  to  dis- 
order ;  all  this  might  have  been  avoided 
by  more  prompt  action  on  our  part. 
Now,  I  will  willingly   admit  that  the 
last  despatch  of  Lord  Salisbury,  in  reply 
to  the  invitation  from  Franco  for  media- 
tion, is  far  more  satisfactory  than  any 
previous  document ;  but  it  must  be  taken 
in  connection  with  the  previous  Cone- 
spondence.      It  does   not    disclaim  Sir 
Henry  Layard's  objections  to  the  sur- 
render of  Janina.     It  is  quite  consistent 
with  it  that  Sir  Henry  Layard  will  con- 
tinue his  opposition  on  that  point,  and 
that  we  may  find,  on  conclusion  of  the 
negotiations,  that  all  the  influence  of 
England  has  been  used  to  limit  and  cur- 
tail the   recommendation    of  Congrott. 
What  we  desire  is,  a  full  and  frank 
statement  from  the  Government  that  the 
influence  of  England  will  be  used  to  ob- 
tain for  Greece  the  widest  extension  of 
territory  which  the  recommeDdations  of 
the  Congress  are  capable  of,  in  lieu  of 
the  smallest,  and  that  they  will  abidt 
by  the  spirit  of  the  conclusions  of  the 
Congress,  and  will  endeavour  to  cany  it 
out.     If  it  be  said  that  it  is  an  unusual 
course  to  interfere  with  a  debate  in  thii 
House  while  negotiations  are  actualij 
pending,  I  would  venture  to  point  ook 
that  we  are  only  repeating  the  precedent 
set  us  by  much  greater  men  in  1S30. 
The  present  position  is  almost  identicil 
with  what  it  then  was.    The  question 
what  should  be  the  limits  of  the  neir 
Kingdom  of  Greece  was  then  refened 
to  a  Conference  of  the  Ambassadore  of 
the  Great  Powers  at  London ;  and  it 
having  leaked  out  that  British  influence 
was  being  used  to  curtail  the  limiti, 
Motions  were  made  in  both  Houses  A 
Parliament,  at  the  beginning  of  1830, 
by  Lord  Russell  in  one  House,  and  by 
Lord  Holland  in  the  other,  calling  upon 
the  Government  to  use  its  influence  to 
secure  a  sufEcient  accession  of  territoiT 
to  the  new  Kingdom.      Lord  Busedl 
Lord  Pulmerston,  and  Sir  James  Mac- 
kintosh argued  most  strongly  that  tbo 
two  Provinces  of  Thessaly  and  Epiiui, 
and  the  Island  of  Crete,  were  essentitl 
to  the  new  Kingdom.     I  wish  I  conU 
quote  their  speeches  at  length;  thej 
would  serve  word  for  word  for  the  jpie- 
sent  occasion.     They  argued  that  with- 
out those  Provinces  Greece  would  not 
liuTo  territory  enough  for  her  prop* 
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derelopment ;    they  said  that  to  leave 
ontnde  the    new    Kingdom  Provinces 
whoae  inhabitants  were  so  largely  Greek 
would  lead  to  constant  agitation   and 
prevent  a  settlement  of  a  lasting  charac- 
ter.    Time,   however,   hag  proved   the 
troth  of  the  arguments  of  I^ord  Eussoll 
and  Lord  Palmerston.     Unfortunately, 
those  arguments  did  not  prevail,  and  wo 
now  know,  from  the  memoirs  of  those 
vbo  carried  out  the  negotiations,  that 
under  a  false  idea  as  to  the  interests  of 
England  all  our  influence  was  used  to 
eortail  the  limits  of  Ghreece.    We  have 
tlie  additional  ar^ments  drawn  from  a 
oomparison  of  a  free  independent  Greece 
vith  the  condition  of  those  Provinces 
left  to  wither  and  decay  under  tlie  rule 

of  Turkey.     I  ask  those  who  doubt  to 

Tint  these  districts,   and   to    compare 

Athens  with  Janina  or  Larissa,  or  go 

from  Sjra  to  Crete,  or  from  Patras  to 

Preresa.    He  will  find  it  is  as  going 

from  light  to  darkness,  from  civilization 

to  decaj,  or  from  the  land  of  freedom 

•nd  progress  to  the  region  of  decay  and 

dentation.    It  is  admitted,  on  all  hands, 

tint  a  g^ve  mistake  was  made  in  1 830  ; 

it  was  admitted  by  Lord  Beaconsfiold  in 

th  Congress,  and  by  Lord  Salisbury  in 

Ui  last  despatch  ;   the  grounds  alleged 

V^hoth  were — first,  that  the  Frontier 

fines  were  badly  traced,  and  encouraged 

brigandage ;  and,  secondly  and  mainly, 

tlitt  it  left  outside  Greece  districts  in 

vhich  the  Greeks  largely  predominated, 

tad  that  it  was  not  to  be  supposed  that, 

vith  such  a  Government    as  Turkey, 

there  could  be  contentment  among  the 

popnlation  thus  left  out,  or  that  the 

people  of  Greece  could  not  do  otherwise 

-  than  sympathize  with  their  kinsmen  left 

uder  cruel  bondage,  and  that  hence, 

Imn.  the  very  nature  of  things,  there 

anist  be   continued   agitation  and  per- 

«tQal  danger  to  the  peace  of  Europe, 
e  have  now  an  opportunity  of  rectify- 
ing the  mistake  of  1  »30  ;  for  God's  sake, 


5« 

do  not  let  us  repeat  it  again.  The  lino 
drawn  by  Congress  is  already  too  nar- 
xw ;  by  excluding  the  district  of  Janina 
"^e^all  bo  repeating  the  mistake,  for 
tto  one  can  doubt  that  it  is  essentially  a 
Qnek  district.  Just  in  proportion,  thon, 
••  we  extend  the  Frontier,  so  as  to  in- 
clude all  that  is  really  Greek,  we  shall 
e  that  settlement  a  lasting  one,  one 
the  interests  both  of  Turkey  and 
,  and  the  best  security  for  the 
ox  Europe. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  an  huinblo  Addrosa  bo  prcsrntod  to 
Her  Majfsty.  jirayinpr  that  Her  Majesty  will  In* 
i^racioiwly  ploasc<i  to  use  Her  intiiiCDce  to  pro- 
ciirt*  the  prompt  (ixe^'ution  of  those  Articles  of 
the  Treaty  of  Merlin  which  n^luto  to  reforms  in 
Turkey;  and  further  pniyini?  that,  in  under- 
taking mediation  under  the  24th  Article  of  the 
Treaty,  She  will  en«leavour  to  procure  for  Greece 
the  rectification  of  frontier  agreed  upon  by  tho 
Powers."— (A'lV  CharkB  ir.  Dilkc) 

Mr.  IIANBURY,  in  rising  to  move 
the  following  Amendment : — 

**That  tliin  Hous<3  desires  to  express  its  grati- 
ficatiou  that  the  main  portion  of  the  stipulations 
of  tho  Treaty  of  Herlin  has  been  successfully 
carried  into  effect,  and  approves  the  steps  which 
Her  IMajesty's  Crovemmont  have  already  taken 
to  secure  the  full  accoinplishment  of  those  por- 
tions of  the  Treaty  which  are'  still  in  course  of 
executi'jn : " 

said,  that  if  the  Motion  which  had  been 
brought  forward  had  been  simply  an 
abstract    expression    of   opinion   there 
would  have  beeu  no  occasion  for  his 
Amendment.    If  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  merely  convoyed  to  him  the  fact 
that  the  Powers  of  Europe,  and  especially 
this  country,  were  interested  in  seeing 
the  provisions  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin 
carried  out  speedily  and  completely,  all 
parties  would  be  equally  ready  to  accept 
it.     Turkey  had  given  to  her  one  more 
chance  of  life ;  and  it  would,  of  course, 
be  the  extremity  of  folly  and  little  short 
of  suicide  if  she  were  to  refuse  to  carry 
out,  with  all  possible  speed,  the  pro- 
posed reforms,  and  to  make  use  of  this 
last  opportunity.     But  when  he  came  to 
treat  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
as  a  practical  proposal,  he  found  that  it 
meant  a  great  deal  more  and  a  great 
deal  less  than  the  truism  he  had  enun- 
ciated. What  had  been  tho  course  taken 
by  the  Government  down  to  the  present 
moment  ?     By  advice,  by  remonstrance, 
and  by  rebuke  tho    Government   had 
pressed  and  forced  upon  the  Porte  the 
absolute  necessity  of  setting  its  house 
in  order.     lie  appealed  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers with  confidence,  and  asked  whether 
it  was  possible  for  the  Government  to 
have  done  more  by  diplomacy  than  they 
had  done — at  least,  short  of  bluster  and 
menace  ?   Would  the  hon.  Baronet  have 
the  Government  persuade  the  Porto  that 
refonn  was  even  more  to  our  interest 
than  to   its  own?     Such  a  suggestion 
would    surely   prove    to   be  very  mis- 
chievous.    When   he    listened    to    the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Heading, 
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who  had  just  sat  down,  and  heard 
him  hint  rather  vaguely  at  coercion,  he 
seemed  to  hear  him  advocate,  not  diplo- 
macy, but  the  old,  discarded  method  of 
physical  force,  which  was  not  the  way  of 
the  Government,  and  which,  if  adopted, 
would  require,  as  an  indispensable  con- 
dition, the  assistance  of  a  confederate. 
But  now  the  nation  that  might  have 
been  the  confederate  had  good  reason 
for  keeping  its  charity  at  home,  even  if 
it  were  inclined  to  have  a  reformed  coun- 
try on  its  Frontier.  It  was  neither  the 
wish  of  England  nor  of  the  Ambassadors 
at  Berlin  that  Turkey  should  be  coerced. 
They  said  to  her — **  You  must  reform  or 
perish;  we  put  before  you  the  choice; 
and  the  responsibility,  if  you  refuse, 
must  rest  with  the  Forte,  and  with  the 
Porte  alone.'*  There  was,  however,  an- 
other principle  in  the  Treaty,  which  was 
conspicuously  absent  from  the  terms  of 
the  Motion,  and  that  was  the  elementary 
principle  of  fair  play.  By  that  principle, 
Christians  and  Mussulmans  ought  no 
longer  to  bo  judged  by  two  different 
standards.  It  was  a  principle  appli- 
cable, in  the  first  place,  to  the  Empire 
of  the  Sultan,  but  not  more  so  to  the 
Fashas  of  the  Forte  than  to  the  Benches 
of  the  House  of  Commons;  and  when 
he  found  the  hon.  Baronet  taking  out  of 
the  Treaty  just  those  portions  that  suited 
him,  and  setting  aside,  as  mere  verbiage, 
other  portions  that  were  equally  import- 
ant, he  felt  that  he  was  not  giving  fair 
play  to  the  country  he  attacked.  The 
hon.  Baronet  singled  out  Turkey,  a  coun- 
try demoralized  by  intrigue,  still  stagger- 
ing from  its  death-struggle,  and  op- 
pressed by  a  more  gigantic  task  than 
had  ever  fallen  to  any  other  Govern- 
ment, and,  under  such  conditions,  ex- 
pected it  to  reform  in  the  course  of  the 
365  days  that  might  be  called  by  courtesy 
a  year  of  peace.  Were  there  no  otlier 
nations  equally  bound  by  the  Treaty, 
and  bound  to  give  to  their  peoples  the 
liberty  for  which  they  cried  so  loudly  in 
the  case  of  Turkey  ?  Were  the  inhabi- 
tants of  Bulgaria  —  where,  by-the-bye, 
the  fortresses  had  not  been  utterly  dis- 
mantled— yet  in  the  enjoyment  of  their 
farms  and  villages  ?  Were  not  the  Jews 
of  Servia  and  Eoumania  as  far  as  ever 
from  freedom  ?  The  hon.  Baronet  loft 
them  on  one  side,  and  heaped  all  the 
vials  of  his  wrath  upon  unfortunate 
Turkey.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it  was 
most  inconsistent  of  hon.  Members,  in 

Mr.  Uanhurj 


so  short  a  space  of  time,  to  bring  such 
charges  against  the  Forte.   They  usually 
described  Turkey  as  a  festering  mass  of 
corruption.     How,  then,  could  they  ex- 
pect that  its  rotten  body  could  take  up 
its  bed    and  walk,   immediately  after 
being  relieved  from  the  terrorizing  and 
galvanizing  influence  of  the  bullets  of  the 
Uzar  ?    The  hon.  Baronet  had  brought 
forward  many  Motions  in  the  course  of 
the  Session,  and  in  one  of  them  he  had 
complained  that   Cyprus  had  not  yet 
been  made  a  paradise.      They  might 
quarrel  about    the    occupation   of  ths 
Island,  but  not  as  to  the  fact  that  an 
English  Governor  would  try  to  procore 
for  it  the   best  government  he  could. 
Cyprus,  in  all  its  conditions,  could  com- 
pare favourably  with  the  g^g^ntic  Em- 
pire   of   Turkey,   and,  moreover,  had 
not  been  ravaged  by  war ;  yet  the  hoo. 
Baronet  had  come  n)rward  to  complain 
of  its  government.     Fossibly,  the  hos. 
Baronet  might  say  that,  with  the  pre* 
sent  Government  in  Office'  English  Go- 
vernors were  as  bad  as  the  Turkish; 
but,  in  that  case,  he  could  not  very  veil 
ask  the  Government  to  give  a  lesson  and 
example  to  Turkey.    Beform  was  alwiji 
a  very  slow  process  in  the  East ;  and,  at 
the  present  moment,  the  word" prompt" 
was  a  remarkable  word  to  put  upon  ths 
records  of  the  English  Farliament   It 
had  taken  them  four  months  to  diKUi 
the  discipline  of  the  Army,  and  yet  it 
was  urged  that  a  year  was  enough  to 
recover  and  re-model  a  great  Empire  ii 
the  East.     Did  the   hon.  Baronet  np- 
pose  that  there  was  no  such  thing  M 
obstruction  in  Turkey  ?      He  ought  to 
have   remembered  that  the  East  vti 
the  natural  home  of  obstruction  ?    The 
Bishops  and  the  Fashas  alike  misr^HEO- 
sented  the  people.     He  knew  from  pe^ 
sonal  experience  that  they  were  aboot 
the  most  sober,  industrious,  and  patient 
people  in  this  world.     He  had  travelled 
several  times  over  that  country,  andf 
therefore,  he  had  an  opportunity  of  aee- 
ing  what  the  people  were.    It  was  wk  , 
only  the  Christians  who  complained  of 
bad  government  at  Constantinople.  Hoi» 
Gentlemen  opposite  would  fall  into  the 
mistake  of  supposing  the  Conserrasift 
Farty  to  be  friends  of  the  Fashas  insteid 
of  the  people  of  Turkey.    Their  objert 
really  was  to  bring  about  good  goveit* 
ment  for  all,  and  he  had  no  heeitatiA 
in  saying  that  the  Mahommedan  Go- 
vorunient  of  Turkey  was  as  mndi  d^ 
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tetted  by  the  Arabic  and  Syriac  popu- 
lations as  by  the  Christians.     If  there 
was  to  be  a  speedy  and  effectual  reform 
of  that  country,  the  change  must  come 
from  below  rather  than  from  above; 
from  the  country  districts,   instead  of 
from  the  pandemonium  of  Constanti- 
nople.   [**  Hear,  hear ! "]    He  was  glad 
to  hear  those  cheers  from  the  opposite 
Benches,  because  what  he  was  leading 
to  was  this — that  a  short  time  before 
war  broke  out  a  remedy  was  prescribed, 
which  he  belioTed  to  be  the  best  and 
mo^t  speedy  way  of  effecting  a  reform. 
A  Turkish  Parliament  was  suggested ; 
but  by  Members  on  those  Benches  the 
luggestion  was  treated  with  the  greatest 
•com,  and  it  was  to  a  great  extent  owing 
to  the  bad  reception  that  Parliament  had 
met  with  in  this  country  that,  in  dealing 
vith  the  question  of  reforms  in  Turkey, 
it  was  wiUi  the  Sultan  and  the  Pashas 
they  had  to  take  account.    It  could  not 
l»  expected    that  the  Government  of 
Turkey  would  show  any  great  activity 
bcanying  out  reforms,  if  the  engage- 
ments entered  into  with  it  by  this  coun- 
tij  were  not  fulfilled.     At  Berlin  a  pro- 
mise was  given  to  Turkey  that  if  she 
vould  give  her  people  freedom  and  good 
gOfemment  we  would  give  her  Empire 
Mt     The  sigpaatures  of  our  Ambas- 
•dors  were  hardly  dry  on  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin  before  the  engagements  we  had 
entered  into,  not  only  in  that  Treaty,  but 
in  the  Anglo-Turkish  Convention,  were 
criticized  and  condemned  by  the  rank- 
ind-file,  as  well  as  by  the  Leaders  and 
•x-Leaders  of  the  Liberal  Party  in  that 
HoQse.    Was  it  not,  therefore,  possible 
Alt  the  Sultan  and  the  Pashas  were  at 
ttis  moment  waiting  to    see  whether 
tiiey  were  dealing  with  a  country  that 
respected  its  pledges,  or  with  one  that 
imndiated,  in  one  year,  the  pledges  and 
obligations  it  had  entered  into  the  year 
More?    With  regard  to  that  part  of 
Ae  hon.  Baronet's  Motion  which  re- 
ferred to  Ghreece,  he  would  observe  that 
it  was  vague,  like  many  previous  Mo- 
tions expressing  want  of  confidence  in 
Her  Majesty's  Government.     The  Inn- 
gnage  was  such  as  to  convey  to  people 
outside  a  totally  different  idea  from  that 
eottveyed  to  persons  who  were  intimately 
■eqnainted  with  the  subject.     The  hon. 
Baronet  asked  Her  Majesty  to  endca- 
lour  to  procure  for  Greece  the  rectifi- 
cation of  Frontier  agreed  upon  by  the 
Powers.    What  did  the  hon.  Baronet 


mean  by  a  rectification  of  Frontier  ?  It 
was  quite  possible  he  meant  two  things. 
If  he  meant  a  general  rectification  of 
Frontier,  ho  (Mr.  Hanbury)  agreed  with 
him.  It  was  agreed  there  should  be  a 
rectification  of  Frontier.  But  if  he 
meant  any  psirticular  rectification  of 
Frontier,  then  he  entirely  disagreed 
with  him,  because  they  had  only  to  read 
the  Protocols  to  find  that  the  line  re- 
commended was  a  most  vague  and  gene- 
ral line  indeed.  Lord  Salisbury  said 
Her  Majesty's  Plenipotentiaries  under- 
stood a  line  to  be  indicated  in  a  general 
way,  and  M.  Waddington  made  a  state- 
ment explicitly  to  that  effect.  In  quot- 
ing from  the  despatches  of  Sir  Henry 
Layard,  the  hon.  Baronet  gave  tho 
House  to  understand  that  our  Ambas- 
sador was  not  acquainted  with  the  in- 
tentions of  the  Congress  as  regarded  the 
exact  nature  of  the  Frontier  line  ;  but, 
only  two  lines  below  the  extract  quoted 
by  the  hon.  Baronet,  Sir  Henry  Layard 
gave  the  recommendations  of  the  Con- 
gress, and  said  that  the  line  did  not  give 
Janina  to  Greece.  He  maintained  the 
line  was  very  vague ;  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  looking  at  the  map,  he  did  not 
believe  that  Janina  was  actually  in- 
cluded in  the  lino.  Then  it  was  urged 
that  if  the  proposals  of  Berlin  were 
carried  out  Greece  would  have  all  she 
claimed.  That  was  by  no  means  tho 
case.  Mediation  did  not  mean  that  one 
side  was  to  have  all  it  claimed  and  all 
the  advantages  of  the  bargain.  It  would 
bo  necessary  to  consider  the  attitude  of 
Greece,  and  Greece  had  declared  that 
not  one  inch  less  would  she  take  than 
the  lino  laid  down  at  the  Congress  in 
Berlin.  That  was  all  very  well,  but  the 
line  was  a  vague  one.  No  Frontier  was 
agreed  upon ;  there  was  simply  a  re- 
commendation that  Turkey  should  ac- 
cept a  vague,  general  boundary,  as  pro- 
posed at  the  Congress.  When  the  hon. 
Baronet  brought  the  charge  against  Her 
Majesty's  Government  of  not  having 
taken  sufficient  interest  in  the  cause  of 
Greece,  ho  seemed  to  ignore  what  Eng- 
land had  done  for  her.  At  the  Congress 
England  had  been  the  best  friend  of 
Greece.  Ho  had  heard  it  said  on  the 
front  Opposition  Bench  by  the  noblo 
Lord  the  Leader  of  tho  Opposition  that 
the  Treaty  of  San  Stefano  was,  in  many 
respects,  a  Treaty  much  preferoble  to 
that  of  Berlin  ;  but  if  the  Treaty  of  San 
Stefano  had  boen  carried  out,  then  good- 
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bye  to  Greece  and  her  extensions.  There- 
fore,  it  could  not  be  said  that  the  Eng- 
lish Government  had  taken  insufficient 
interest  in  the  cause  of  Greece.  The 
Greeks  were  perfectly  satisfied  with  the 
efforts  of  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Both  the  King  and  the  President  of  the 
Council  thanked  the  British  Minister  at 
Athens  for  what  this  country  was  doing 
for  her;  and  even  the  ripjht  lion.  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone),  writ- 
ing in  The  Nineteenth  Century,  said — 

"  Her  ^Iftjesty's  Government  assumed,  to  the 
great  and  general  satisfuction  of  the  country', 
the  chargo  of  the  Ilcllcnic  causo." 

It  was,  therefore,  somewhat  curious  that, 
after  so  short  a  time  had  passed,  a  Mo- 
tion should  be  brought  forward  which 
virtually  impugned  the  conduct  of  the 
Administration  with  reference  to  the 
Greeks.  A  good  many  reasons  wore 
assigned  why  something  should  be  done 
for  Greece.  There  was  a  sentimental 
idea  abroad  upon  the  subject,  and  he 
had  no  doubt  that  in  that  idea  many 
hon.  Members  shared.  But  what  senti- 
ment was  there  in  the  matter?  The 
Greeks  were  simply  the  inhabitants  of 
a  country  in  which  there  lived  some 
2,000  years  ago  the  famous  men  who 
might  or  might  not  liuvo  been  their  an- 
cestors. Then  they  were  referred  to  the 
plea  of  good  behaviour ;  but  Frontiers 
wore  not  given  to  nations  for  good  be- 
haviour ;  but  even  if  that  was  the  case 
he  did  not  think  Greece  could  put  for- 
ward such  a  claim.  He  was  told  that 
England  was  under  obligations  to  Greece. 
Why,  it  was  exactly  the  other  way. 
When,  during  the  Turkish  War,  Greece 
was  likely  to  do  mischief,  England  in- 
terposed and  saved  her  from  what  would 
have  been  well-merited  punishment  at 
the  hands  of  Turkey.  Again,  an  appeal 
was  made  on  the  ground  of  nationality ; 
but  here  they  were  on  dangerous  ground, 
for  there  were  Mahommedans  in  these 
districts,  and  even  in  Janina.  Did  the 
people  of  this  district  wish  to  be  an- 
nexed to  Ghreece  ?  In  addition  to  inter- 
fering with  the  affairs  of  Thessaly  and 
Epirus,  Greece  had  followed  a  similar 
course  in  Crete,  and  had  created  so 
strong  a  feeling  of  disgust  that  a  riot 
occurred  among  the  Cretans,  and  several 
of  the  Greek  agents  were  massacred. 
He  could  not  think  that,  on  the  ques- 
tion of  nationality,  speaking  on  the 
nature  of  all  the  evidence  before  Par- 
liament, there  was  anything  to  be  said 

Mr,  Hanhury 


in  favour  of  the  proposed  annexation  on 
the  ground  of  nationality.  Then,  again, 
it  was  said — '*  You  are  going  to  set  the 
Greeks  up  as  antagonists  to  the  Slav ; 
and,  to  prevent  the  Slav  going  further 
South,  you  ought  to  encourage  the  claixni 
of  Greece."  It  was  a  little  too  late  in 
the  day  to  make  that  objection,  after  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin  had  been  agreed  to, 
which  gave  such  g^eat  powers  to  the 
Slav  in  Houmania  and  Bulgaria;  bat, 
even  if  it  were  not  too  late,  had  the 
Greeks  ever  shown  any  likelihood  what- 
ever of  being  able  to  cope  with  the 
Slav?  A  noble  poet,  who  took  the 
utmost  possible  interest  in  the  condition 
of  Greece,  once  wrote — 

"  We  have  the  I^jTrhic  dance  as  yet, 
Where  has  the  Pyrrhic  phalanx  gone?" 

and  this  seemed  to  him  to  explain,  u 
nearly  as  possible,  the  condition  of  the 
country  at  this  moment.  What  was  the 
one  reason  for  which  the  recommendi- 
tion  of  the  Congress  of  Berlin  was  madef 
Simply  and  solely  in  order  that  Toriccy 
might  have  rest  on  this  subject,  and  oi 
condition  that  Greece  herself  should  give 
no  further  trouble  to  Europe.  What  did 
that  imply  ?  It  implied  that  the  Frostiflr 
which  was  to  be  drawn  between  Greeee 
and  Turkey  should  be  a  strong  one; 
but  it  was  impossible  to  read  the  state- 
ments of  the  Turkish  Generals  withont 
feeling  that,  if  the  line  roughly  pro- 
posed by  the  Congress  were  ado|mi 
they  would  have  no  kind  of  natnnl 
Frontier  between  Greece  and  Tnrkiy. 
That  was  a  formidable  difficulty ;  bflt 
the  real  difficulty  lay  in  the  fact  tint 
Greece  herself  proclaimed  most  dv- 
tinctly  that,  even  if  what  was  now  pn>- 
posed  were  given  to  her,  she  would  n(rt 
take  it  as  a  final  settlement ;  and  in  tfaa 
refusal  he  was  sorry  to  say  she  was  en- 
couraged by  the  right  hon.  Gentleinta 
the  Member  for  Greenwich  in  one  of 
his  numerous  contributions  to  periodied 
literature.  Ghreece  was  now  meddling  lA 
Crete  and  in  Cyprus ;  she  was  maintein- 
ing  as  loudly  as  ever  the  possibilitj  d 
a  Byzantine  Empire;  and  in  all  thea 
instances  it  was  much  better  for  Ha 
Majesty's  Government  to  say  to  Torinj 
and  Greece.  *'  Settle  this  matter  betssA 
yourselves,"  than  to  follow  the  conxse  rf 
those  friends  of  Greece  who  propoeel 
that  n  line  should  be  imposed  bjr  tt 
outside  Power.  If  Greece  entertained 
these  indefinite  ideas  of  extension,  S 
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ttptet  the  Trhole  principles  upon  which 
the  lecommendations  made  in  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin  were  founded.   It  was  the  want 
of  finality  in  these  arrangemeutH  which 
made  Turkey  hesitate  before  she  took 
up   these  reforms.      Indeed,  the  hon. 
Members  who  took  up  this  line  were 
playing  into  the  hands  of  the  unpatriotic 
Pashas,  who  would  lose  a  great  deal  if 
real  reforms  were  granted  to  all  these 
Provinces,  and  into  the  hands  of  Kussia, 
vhich  Power  did  not  want  to  see  a  re- 
formed country  on  her  Frontier.     The 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea 
declared  that  recent  intelligence  from 
Turkey  showed  that  she  was  going  from 
Ud  to  worse.     He  maintained  that  that 
tssertion  was  the  very  contrary  of  the 
iict,  for  the  news  received  from  Con- 
itantinople  that  very  day  showed  that 
Ehaireddin  Pasha  had  gained  a  triumph 
orerthe  Sultan  ;  that  was  of  the  greatest 
importance,  and  was  full  of  promise  for 
ike  future  prosperity  of  Turkey.     In 
ipite  of  all  her  difficulties,  a  great  deal 
liid  been  done  by  Turkey  during  the 
put  jrear.     In  the  first  place,  she  had 
tone  through  the  difficult  operation  of 
nnding  over  vast  Provinces  to  her  con- 
fueron.     She  had   assisted  in  giving 
good  government  to  Eastern  Koumelia ; 
ibe  liad  given  good  government  to  Crete, 
tb  latter  having  been  made  a  model 
ftorince.     She  had  appointed  able  Go- 
vemors  to  several  Provinces,  and  given 
to  some  of  these  Governors  a  long  term 
of  office.     She  had  also  got  the  bad 
Aahas    out    of  the    way.      [^Cries    of 
"Chefket  Pasha ! "]     Of  course,  it  was 

K'Ue  to  point  to  the  case  of  Chefket 
a,  and  his  retention  in  office  was 
indoubtedly  a  great  slur  upon  Turkey ; 
bat,  certainly,  some  dangerous  Pashas 
kid  been  ^t  rid  of.  Again,  the  organi- 
atioii  of  justice  had  been  re-modelled, 
ad,  on  the  recommendation  of  Lord 
Uiabnxy,  the  tithe  had  been  confined 
ti  a  angle  Province.  In  many  import- 
■it  respects  Turkey  had  acted  upon 
Ae  reooDunendations  of  Lord  Salisbury'. 
Aa  had  appointed  Europeans  to  control 
Ae  f$nd4irmene  and  the  Judges,  and  in 
tts  respect  she  had  exercised  a  very 
'^riie  discretion.  Turkey  had  two  great 
^iBealties — one  with  reference  to  money, 

the  other  with  reference  to   men. 

first  of  these  difficulties  ought  not 

be  too  much  insisted  upon,  because 

must  reform  herself  whether  she 

money  or  not.    Turkey  was,  how- 


ever, an  agricultural  country,  and  pro- 
bably she  could  recover  from  her  dis- 
tress more  easily  than  many  other  na- 
tions. He  hoped,  therefore,  that  in 
future  they  would  hear  less  of  this  diffi- 
cult}' of  money.  As  to  foreigners,  he 
was  bound  to  say  they  were  not  a 
panacea  for  the  evils  of  Turkey,  for 
some  of  the  foreigners  former]y  em- 
ployed in  that  country  had  turned  out 
to  bo  as  great  scamps  in  their  way  as 
the  Turks  themselves.  lie  considered 
that  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  was  premature. 
After  all,  thev  had  to  deal  with  the 
8ultan  and  the  Pashas,  as  being  for  the 
present  the  only  possible  Governors  of 
Turkey.  They  must  endeavour  to  do 
them  justice,  bad  as  they  might  be  or 
good  as  they  might  be.  If  the  Turks 
failed,  who  were  to  come  in  their  place  ? 
TJiey  could  not  divide  Turkey  in  Asia 
as  they  had  divided  Turkey  in  Europe. 
If  the  Turk  fell,  the  Hussian  must  come. 
Turkey  in  Asia  was  largely  a  Mahom- 
medan  country,  and  what  would  be  the 
fate  of  the  Mahommcdans  under  Bus- 
sian  rule  ?  Many  of  the  Christian  popu- 
lation were  not  of  the  Greek,  but  of  the 
Latin  Church,  and  they  might  judge  of 
what  would  be  their  fate  from  their  ex- 
perience of  the  treatment  of  the  Latin 
Christians  in  Eussia  itself.  He  advo- 
cated also,  in  the  interests  of  his  own 
country,  that  they  should  give  this  the 
only  possible  Government  in  Turkey  a 
fair  chance,  because,  if  the  Turkish 
Government  were  to  fall,  there  would 
be  an  upheaving  of  the  great  deep  and 
a  beginning  of  trouble,  which  would 
involve  us  and  Europe  in  a  long  and 
costl}'  struggle,  of  which  no  man  could 
foresee  the  end.  The  hon.  Member 
concluded  by  moving  the  Amendment 
of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  Gladstone  rose,  but  gave  way 
to— 

Sm  H.  DEUMMOND  WOLFF,  who 
said,  he  regretted  to  stand  between  the 
House  and  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone) ;  but  he  was 
about  to  second  the  Amendment.  Ho 
desired  to  express  his  gratitude  to  his 
hon.  Friend  tlie  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  and  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ecading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
for  the  kind  manner  in  which  they  had 
spoken  of  his  recent  labours  in  Eastern 
Eoumelia.    Although  he  and  his  noble 
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Friend  (Lord  Donoughmore)  might  have 
been  chosen  as  Party  men  to  serve  on  a 
Bulgarian  Commission,  they  were  de- 
termined to  execute  their  task  irrespec- 
tive of  Party  politics ;  and  the  instruc- 
tions they  received  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  that  they  should  carry 
it  out  on  the  principles  of  local  self- 
government  and  free  institutions,  which 
had  been  so  successful  in  this  country. 
He  also  expressed  his  acknowledgments 
to  the  right  hon.  Member  for  Greenwich 
for  having  said,  in  a  letter  he  had  writ- 
ten to  some  Bulgarians  who  had  sought 
to  enlist  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  in 
favour  of  setting  aside  the  arrangements 
of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  that  he  would 
offer  no  opinion  on  the  matter  until  he 
had  seen  the  results  of  the  Commis- 
sioners' labours.     Before  he  went  into 
the  question   of  the  non-fulfilment   of 
this  Treaty  he  would  point  out  that 
there  were  other  Treaties,  the  stipula- 
tions of  which  had  not  been  fulfilled. 
The  Treaty  of  Vienna  was  still  unful- 
filled in  many  points,  and  in  1848  or 
1849  Lord  Palmerston  used  some  forcible 
language  about  its  non-fulfilment  in  re- 
gard to  the  City  of  Cracow.     In  1856, 
shortly  after  the  Treaty  of  Paris  was 
signed  by  the   Representatives  of  the 
Powers,  the  English  Government  was 
obliged  to  adopt  the  strong  measure  of 
sending  the  Fleet  to  the  Black  Sea  be- 
fore it  could  compel  Eussia  to  comply 
with  the  stipulations  of  that  instrument. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  had  not 
treated    the    matter    fairly    in    merely 
singling  out  the  non-fulfilment  of  cer- 
tain stipulations  by  Turkey  ;  for,  as  his 
hon.   Friend    the   Member   for    North 
Staffordshire   (Mr.    Hanbury)   had    al- 
ready pointed    out,  there  were   many 
other    unfulfilled    stipulations    of    the 
Treaty,  though  they  had  heard  little 
of  them.     For  instance,  the   fortresses 
of  Bulgaria  had  not  yet  been  destroyed, 
and  the  Jews  had  not  yet  been  eman- 
cipated in   Boumania,   and    were    not 
entirely  so  in  Servia ;  but  he  could  bear 
testimony  to  the  fact  that  the  Turkish 
Commissioners  on  the   Commission   in 
which  he  acted  were  the  strongest  in 
supporting  the  principles  of  civil   and 
religious  freedom  on  which  the  Consti- 
tution drawn  up  for  Eastern  Boumelia 
was     based.      The    hon.   Member  for 
Chelsea    said   they    had  not  re-estab- 
lished the  direct  rule  of  the  Sultan  in 
the  Province,  and  that  tho  ''bag-aud- 

Sir  E.  Lruwmni  Wolff 


^&??BRo  policy  "  had  been  oanied  oat. 
Well,  it  was  not  for  the  hon.  Baronet  to 
blame  the  English  Commissioners  even 
if  that  were  so.    But  he  thought  that 
the  direct  rule  of  the  Saltan  existed 
quite  as  much  in  Eastern  Boumelia  as 
that  of  Her  Majesty  did  in  the  Isle  of 
Man  and  the  Channel  Islands.     The 
Queen  had  the  right  of  garrison  in  the 
Channel  Islands,  and  of  giving  her  as- 
sent or  dissent  to  the  Acts  passed  by 
their  local  Legislatures.     The  Commis- 
sioners were  instructed  to  establish  ths 
direct  political  and  military  rule  of  the 
Sultan  as  far  as  concerned  the  external 
defence  and  protection  of  the  countir; 
but  they  were  also  instructed  to  give  the 
Province  an  autonomy  based  on  the  Itv 
of  the  vilayets  and  on  the  decision  of 
the  Conference    of  Constantinople,  xd 
which  Lord  Salisbury  took  so  prominent 
a  part,  and  which  conceded  the  wideit 
local  liberty.     The  hon.  Member  fm 
Chelsea  said  that  Aleko,  the  Oovenor 
of  Eastern  Eoumelia,  was  not  a  Turkiih 
Pasha.    K  he  was  not  that  he  did  sot 
know  what  he  was.     He  had  been  all 
his  life  in  the  Turkish  Service.    At  one 
time  he  was  a  Secretary  of  LegatioB, 
and  afterwards  he  became  Ambantdor 
at  Vienna.      He  was  a  Turkish  sabjeofi 
a  Greek  by  education,  and  a  Bulgsria 
by  birth.     He  had  arrived  at  the  Fm- 
tier  in  a  fez.     The  Hussians  had  thfli 
sent  to  him  what  is   usually  called  t 
*'  billycock  "  hat  as  a  compromise.   Hk 
Excellency  had,  however,  assumed  Ae 
kalpak.    He  (Sir  H.  Drummond  WoU) 
thought  the  importance  of  the  qneetiea 
had  Deen  much  exaggerated.     To  pot 
on  the  kalpak,  which  was  the  natiMil 
head-dress,  could  hardly  be  said  to  ii- 
volve  a  formidable  attack  on  the  antho- 
rity  of  the  Qt)vernment.     If  they  could 
suppose  such  a  thing  possible  as  an  in- 
surrection in  Scotland,  it  could  hardly 
be  thought,  when  it  was  appeased,  jthst 
if  a  Governor  went  to  that  coontiy  it 
a  kilt  he  thereby  made  a  great  attatk 
on  the  integrity  of  the  British  Empire 
The  hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  said  thift 
the  Turks  were  prepared  to  extend  At 
Eastern  Boumelian  statute  to  the  othv 
Provinces  of  European  Turkey  only  ti 
far  as  claiming  tribute  was  concerned. 
But  this  statute  placed  the  whole  ques- 
tion of  taxation  and  its  collection  entntff 
under  the  control  of  the  local  "i^f^^^ 
tures,  so  that  it  would  be  imposuble  te 
the  Turks  to  lay  hands  upon  any  portiei 
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of  the  reventie  not  assigned  to  them 
vithnut  the  conAent  and   assistance  of 
the  local   authorities,  who  would  have 
the  uiattPT    completely    in    their  own 
Lands.      His    hon.    Friend    had     also 
spolcen   of  a  statement  of  L<jrd  Sulis- 
Lury's  to  the  effect  that  the  Comniission 
iras  onlvto  last  for  three  ninnths,  within 
irhich  time  tlie  other  reforms  ou(j:ht  to 
have  been  completed.      They  niet  for 
the  first  time  on  the  30th  of  September, 
and  the  three  months  would  have  ter- 
minated at  the  end  of  December.     I^ut 
the   Commissioners    felt    it  would    be 
utterly  impossible  to  finish  their  labours 
by  that  time,   and  in   answer  to   com- 
munications from    them   the    differeut 
GoYemme^  ts  agreed  to  extend  the  time. 
But  even  if,  for  certain  purposes,  their 
Commission    had   expired    after    three 
mcmths*  time,  it  was  provided  by  the 
I9th  Article  that  the   European  Com- 
mission should  continue  to  administer 
the  finances   of  the   Provinces  till  the 
new  organization  was  complete.     As  it 
Itappened,  they  only  handed    over  the 
idoiiuistration   of    the   finances  to  the 
heal  authorities  about  the   Ist  or  '2nd 
of  June;  and,  therefore,  bethought  that 
complaint  fell   entirely  to  the  ground. 
The  hon.   Member    for    Chelsea    hud 
quoted  a  statement  of  his  to  the  efi'ect 
toat  the  want  of  money  was  no  excuse 
fcr  the  Turkish  Government,  and  con- 
truted  it  with   something  Lord  Salis- 
Wy  had  said  in  **  another  place."     But 
the  hon.  Member  seemed  to  him  to  be 
in  some  error,  inasmuch  as  I^ird  Salis- 
Jniiy's  language  referred  to  reforms  not 
ID  European  but  in  Asiatic  Turkey.  For 
Us  own  part,  he  still  maintained  tliat 
Ae  want  of  monpy  was  no  excuse  for 
delaying  such  reforms  as  tlie  drawing 
up  of  reforms  for  the   European   Pro- 
vinces.    He  thought  Turkey  was  very 
Buch  to  blame  in  this ;  and,  though  he 
could  not  support  the  Besolution  of  his 
Ion.  Friend  opposite,  he  believed  that 
A  itrong  expre8si(m  of  opinion  on  tlie 
part  of  that  House  was  most  desirable 
la  order  to  force  upon  the  Turkish  Go- 
Tvmment  the  necessity  of  carrying  out 
tnch  reforms.     The   hon.  Member  had 
also  alluded  to  certain   atrocities  now 
occurring  in  Macedonia.      He   ^Sir  H. 
Drummond  Wolff)  had   gone   with   no 
pnoonceived   opinions,    and   had   been 
moat  particular  in  inquiring  into   the 
questiim   of    atrocities.      He  had    sent 
nis  Private    Secretary,   Mr.   Walpole, 

VOLCCXLVin.    [thibd  SERIES.] 


Timen^  Correspondent,  who  was  by  no 
means  a  Turcophile,  into  a  neighbour- 
ing village,  and  later  alone  into  Mace- 
donia, and  he  must  say  that  there  were 
very  great  atrocities  being  committed  on 
Turks  by  the  Bulgarians.  One  case  was 
reported  in  the  Blue  Books.  In  another 
case  he  had  l>ecn  informed  by  some  Turks 
that  thev  had  been  driven  out  of  their 
village  by  the  Bulgarians  with  the 
cognizance  of  the  Bulgarian  head-man, 
and  thtir  wives  had  been  violated. 
These  Turks  refused  S(mie  money  which 
ho  offered  them,  saying  it  was  no  good 
taking  it  becaube  they  would  be  at  once 
deprived  of  it.  These  facts  would  all 
appear  in  the  Blue  Books.  The  two 
gentlemen  whom  he  had  mentioned  went 
at  his  request  to  examine  into  the  mat- 
ter, and  they  certified  to  the  truth  of  all 
these  statements.  There  was  another 
very  recent  case  in  which  some  Bul- 
garian za])tieh8  went  into  the  house  of 
a  Turk  and  asked  a  woman  where  the 
money  was.  On  her  refusing  to  tell, 
they  stabbed  her  in  one  or  two  })lace8 
and  put  burning  coals  on  her  breast 
until  she  gave  the  information  they  de- 
manded. He  had  sent  his  private  secre- 
tary and  his  official  secietary.  uho  took 
a  depositi(»n  as  to  the  fact.  He  did  not 
dwell  upon  these  cases  very  much,  be- 
cause in  times  of  war  and  disturbance 
great  liorrors  would  happen.  But  it 
was  not  quite  fair  to  charge  these 
horrors  entirely  on  the  Turks.  The  ob- 
ject of  the  Commissioners  was  to  estab- 
lish such  a  system  of  police  in  Eastern 
Houuielia  as  to  prevent  this  kind  of 
hostility  between  the  races  in  the  future. 
He  was  ccmvinced  it  miglit  be  done  away 
with.  In  pome  parts  of  Eastern  Kou- 
!nelia  the  Turks  and  Bulgarians  were,  at 
the  present  time,  on  very  good  terms  ; 
and  ho  had  great  hopes  tliat  when  the 
Russian  Forces  were  withdrawn,  and 
the  country  had  become  absorbed  in 
agriculture  and  commerce,  the  two  peo- 
ples miglit  live  very  well  and  happily 
together.  He  did  not  deny  the  exist- 
ence of  Turkish  atrocities;  but  they 
ought  to  acknowledge  that  there  were 
atrocities  on  the  other  side  as  well. 
He  would  not  go  into  the  question  of 
Greece,  as  he  had  not  been  able  to 
follow  it  closely  ;  but  he  was  of  opinion 
that  the  wisest  thing  Turkey  could  do 
would  be  to  come  to  terms  with  Greece 
as  speedily  as  possible.  The  House 
would   recollect  that  the  quebtion  did 
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along  with  Mr.  Mackenzie  Wallace,  The 
not  affect  Greece  only,  but  also  a  very 
large  population  in  Turkey  who .  sym- 
pathized with  their  Greek  brethren  out- 
side. This  Greek  element  was  at  present 
well- affected  towards  Turkish  rule  ;  but 
they  sympathized  with  their  brethren 
in  Greece  proper,  so  that  it  would  be 
best  for  Turkey  not  to  refuse  their  de- 
mands much  longer.  He  need  hardly 
say  that  one  of  the  standing  difficulties 
of  Turkey  was  the  chance  of  a  war  with 
Greece.  There  were  still  other  questions 
to  be  grappled  with  in  Turkey  ;  and  as 
Khaireddin  Pasha,  the  present  Grand 
Vizier,  whose  opinions  were  liberal  and 
enlightened,  had  always  shown  himself 
disposed  towards  carrying  out  the  neces- 
sary reforms,  he  believed  that  his  tenure 
of  office  would  conduce  much  to  a  satis- 
factory settlement  of  the  difficulties.  For 
his  own  part — speaking  with  a  strong 
sense  of  responsibility,  and  being  de- 
sirous of  maintaining  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire— he  felt  convinced  that  that  Empire 
could  only  be  maintained  by  a  complete 
system  of  decentralization.  The  state 
of  Constantinople  was  something  per- 
fectly appalling,  and  ho  scarcely  liked 
to  tell  of  all  the  instances  of  corruption 
that  had  come  under  his  notice.  The 
House  would  be  able  to  judge  from 
one  or  two  instances.  It  was  generally 
known  that  tlie  import  duties  were  to 
the  amount  of  8  per  cent  ad  valorem. 
A  friend  of  his  had  imported  goods  to 
the  extent  of  £800,  and  wished  to  have 
the  boxes  opened  at  his  own  house  and 
not  at  the  Custom  House.  At  the  Cus- 
tom House  he  declared  their  value,  and 
offered  £64,  the  duty  of  8  per  cent, 
together  with  a  foe  to  cover  the  ex- 
penses of  the  Custom  House  officer.  No- 
thing would  induce  the  Custom  House 
officer  to  accept  the  offer,  and  a  broker 
at  last  tried  his  hand  and  obtained  the 
boxes  for  £8,  the  £64  being  taken  as 
the  basis  of  the  duty.  Of  this  £8,  8  per 
cent  on  £64  was  paid  to  the  Govern- 
ment, the  rest  being  appropriated  by 
the  officers  as  back-sheesh.  He  was  in- 
formed by  a  gentleman  who  had  had 
access  to  the  Papers  relating  to  the  Re- 
venues of  Turkey  that,  at  the  present 
time,  only  about  £12,000,000  went  into 
the  Treasury  Chest ;  while  he  was  con- 
vinced that  no  less  than  £25,000,000 
were  paid  by  the  taxpayers,  and  the 
country  was  thus  reduced  to  poverty. 
Notwithstanding   that,    the    informant 

Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff 


said  that  the  country  did  not  require 
the  services  of  any  heaven-bom  financier 
in  order  to  overcome  the  difficulties  and 
to  set  things  straight.     If  only  the  pre- 
sent arrangements  were  honestly  worked, 
the  revenue  would  rise  to  its  proper 
amount.    Every  attempt  had  been  made 
to  patch  up  the  finances  of   Turkey. 
An    offer    had  been    made  by  M.  de 
Tocqueville,    and    had    fallen    to    the 
ground;  and,  again,  a  plan  had  been 
suggested  by  which  the  Ottoman  Bank 
should  relieve  the  wants  of  the  country. 
These   offers  comprised  a  loan  of  the 
sum  of  £6,000,000,  which  was  wanted 
for  the  disbandment  of  troops,  the  re- 
demption of  the  caime,  and  establishing 
a  gendarmerie ;  but  if  that  proposal  had 
been  accepted,  it  would  have  been  all 
but  fatal,  as  it  would  have  given  Tuxkej 
the  means  of  going  on  for  another  six 
months.     Then  there  would  be  another 
crisis,   with  the  old    story  over  again. 
If  Turkey  wanted  to  live  she  must  \(A 
into  the  question  as  a  whole,  and  insti- 
tute reforms  to  last,  not  for  six  monthly 
but  for  many  years.     That  could  (mljf 
be    done    by    decentralizing.     If  the 
finances  were  mismanaged  in  the  capi- 
tal, how  much  more  were  theylikdjto 
be  mismanaged  in  the  Provinces,  when 
there  was   no  check  upon  them,  ml 
whence  an  appeal  could  only  be  made 
to  the   mismanagement  of  the  Metre- 
polis.     So,  why  not  allow  the  Protincee 
to  govern  themselves  and  pay  for  their 
own  police  ?    Why  should  they  depend 
upon  the  police,  which  were  said  to  be 
sent   down    from    Constantinople;  hot 
which  he  knew,  in  many  instances,  ▼«* 
really  not  sent  down  at  all?    Turkey 
ought  to  adopt  the  plan  which  had  been 
suggested  by  England — namely,  to  laj 
by  so  much  of  the  annual  revenue  of 
the  Provinces  for  State  purposes— far 
the  Army,  Navy,  Diplomacy,  and  PaWia 
Debt,  and  spend  the  rest  of  the  mracj 
in    the    Provinces    under    superTisioii. 
There  were  some  who  were  now  pro- 
phesying smooth  things  for  the  Turfcih 
Government,  and  endeavouring  to  main- 
tain them  in  their  old  traditions,  eay- 
ing — "Hold  out,  for  England  must  m 
time  come  to  help  you ; "  but,  for  hii 
own  part,  he  submitted  the  Turkish  Go- 
vernment   must  help  themselves.    Al- 
though he  could  not,  for  the  reawai 
he  had  stated,  support  the  Motion  of  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelwa, 
he  felt  that  it  would  be  well  if  there 
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was  a  strong  expresfdon  of  opinion  from 
fhe  House  of  Commons  to  tho  effect  that 
ve  had  done  all  ve  could  for  Turkey, 
tliat  we  were  friendly,  that  we  felt  the 
necessity  of  her  existence  as  a  barrier 
to  BoBsia;  but  that,  at  the  same  time, 
she  must  execute  the  stipulations  she 
had  entered  into,  and  show  herself 
capable  of  carrying  out  the  reforms 
which  had  been  marked  out  for  her. 
For  this  purpose  he  thought  the  Amend- 
ment quite  preferable  to  the  Motion. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leare  out  from  tho  word  "  That "  to  the 
•nd  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
**thiB  House  desires  to  express  its  gratification 
thit  the  main  portion  of  the  stipulations  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin  has  been  successfully  carried 
into  effect,  and  approves  the  stops  which  Her 
llajesty's  GoTemment  have  already  taken  to 
Kcnre  the  full  accomplishment  of  those  por- 
tioni  of  the  Treaty  which  arc  still  in  course  of 
oecntion," — {Mr'  Manbury^) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
]nt^x>8ed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  GLADSTONE :  Sir,  I  need  not 
say  I  bear  in  my  mind  the  fact  that  no 
hon.  Member  in  the  House,  excepting 
those  who  have  moved  and  seconded  the 
Uodon  and  the  Amendment,  have  yet 
been  led  to  address  it,  for  want  of  time. 
I  confess  it  appears  to  me  little  less  than 
a  mockery  to  commence  a  general  discus- 
Bon,  upon  a  question  of  this  vast  extent, 
•fter  midnight.  That  is  the  condition, 
however,  in  which  we  are  placed ;  and 
if  this  were  the  time  to  discuss  obstruc- 
tion, there  are  many  things  with  regard 
to  the  Business  of  the  House  that  I  could 
Mj  that  only  the  extreme  pressure  of 
time  prevents  me  from  saying.  The 
tfect  will  be  that  I  shall,  myself,  avoid 
t  great  many  topics  of  great  interest 
ind  importance,  and  a  great  many  ob- 
HTYations  that  have  been  heard  in  the 
ipeeches  delivered,  of  which  I  should 
viih  to  take  notice,  but  which  are  not 
iboolately  essential  to  the  main  purpose 
Aat  we  have  in  view.  Allow  me  to  say, 
Sir,  however,  that  I  have  listened  to  the 
km.  Gentleman  the  Seconder  of  the 
Amendment  (Sir  H.  Drummond  Wolff), 
in  the  main,  with  lively  satisfaction.  I 
am  obliged  to  make  that  qualification, 
"m  the  main,"  which  he  will  thoroughly 
understand ;  because  no  one  could  listen 
otherwise  than  with  pain  to  the  stuto- 
Bents  which  he  made  in  regard  to  tho 


outrages,  which,  as  I  have  always  said, 
if  committed  by  Christians  upon  Mahom- 
medans  and  Turks,  are  even  worse 
than  outrages  if  committed  by  Turks 
and  Mahommedans  upon  Christians. 
Theso  are  matters  of  investigation,  on 
which  I  give  no  opinion,  beyond  the 
general  principle;  but,  as  regards  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  will  not 
say  it  has  suri)rised  me,  after  what  I 
have  seen  and  heard  of  his  labours 
elsewhere ;  but  it  demands  from  me  an 
expression  of  lively  satisfaction.  What 
the  Mover  of  the  Amendment  thought 
on  the  subject  it  would  be  difficult  for 
me  to  conjecture  ;  but  there  are  indi- 
cations frequently  in  the  course  of 
speeches  and  at  the  close  of  speeches  by 
which  one  can  judge,  in  a  certain  mea- 
sure, of  the  impression  that  they  make 
on  the  two  sides  of  the  House.  The 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  was  greeted, 
during  its  delivery,  and  at  its  close,  with 
the  liveliest  expressions  of  sympathy  and 
satisfaction  from  this  side  of  tho  House ; 
but  I  am  sorry  to  say  that  I  did  not  catch, 
though  I  listened  anxiously  and  intentl^^, 
any  corresponding  amount  of  similar 
expressions  from  the  hon.  Gentlemen 
among  whom  the  hon.  Member  sits ;  but 
having  endeavoured,  as  well  as  I  can,  to 
compliment  the  hon.  Seconder  upon  the 
character  of  his  speech,  will  he  permit 
mo  to  offer  a  single  criticism  ?  My  criti- 
cism is  this — I  am  at  a  loss  to  connect 
the  speech  with  the  vote  he  proposes  to 
give.  He  stated  that  he  should  vote 
against  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  on  ac- 
count of  reasons  which  he  had  given; 
but  it  appears  to  mo  that  those  reasons 
were  a  part  of  tho  hon.  Member's  pur- 
pose, which  he  had  been  obliged  to  drop 
in  consequence  of  the  pressure  of  time. 
I  do  not  detect  these  reasons  in  any 
portion  of  his  speech,  and  that  he  may 
be  assured  that  I  am  not  indulging  in 
captious  criticism  I  will  just  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  House  to  the  two  brandies 
of  tho  Motion  of  my  hon.  ,Friend,  and 
I  wiU  consider  the  bearing  of  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Seconder  upon  the  two 
branches  of  that  Motion.  In  the  first 
branch,  my  hou.  Friend  invites  the  House 
to  pray  Her  Majesty  to  use  her  in- 
fluence to  procure  the  prompt  execution 
of  those  Articles  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin 
wliich  relate  to  reform  in  Turkey.  Upon 
that  portion  of  the  Motion  the  hon.  Se- 
conder recorded  a  very  strong  opinio 
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thftt  a  deoided  eTprpssion  of  Bentiment 
from  this  Iloufie,  urging  Turkey  forward 
in  the  pnth  of  reform,  and  conve3'ing  trt 
Turkey  the  conviction  it  entertains  as  to 
the  pnliVy  of  li«r  excuses,  would  be  an 
expression  of  the  utmost  value.  Then, 
with  regard  to  the  rest  of  the  Motion,  it 
appears  that  Turkey  will  endeavour  to 
procure  for  Greeiie  the  rectification  of 
the  Frontier  agreed  upfm  by  the  Powers. 
Well,  Sir;  but  the  hon.  Gentleman,  in 
the  same  spirit  of  ingenuousness  as  well 
as  intelligence  which  characterized  bis 
speech  at  large,  stated,  in  his  judgment, 
as  totally  distinct  and  ditferent  from, 
and  at  variance  with,  and  in  contradic- 
tion to,  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment, 
that  it  was  essential  to  the  interests  of 
Turkey  that  she  should  proceed  to  a 
prompt  settlement  on  the  lines  of  the 
Treaty.  Well,  Sir,  I  entertained  very 
lively  hope:*,  under  these  circumstances, 
that  we  might  have  had  the  benefit  of 
the  vote  of  the  hon.  Member.  Not 
having  the  benefit  of  his  vote,  I  am  still 
more  grateful  for  the  strength  and  en- 
couragement we  derive  from  the  whole 
tenour  of  his  speech.  Let  us  hope  it 
will  be  reported,  as  having  come  be- 
fore the  hour  of  midnight;  it  will  be 
reported  with  greater  accuracy  and  pre- 
cision than  those  who,  like  myself,  fall 
upon  still  more  advanced  hours.  I  trust 
it  will  be  circulated  far  and  wide ;  for  I 
am  sure,  coming  as  it  does  from  a  Qen- 
tleman  of  intelligence,  who  has  had  the 
confidence  of  the  Government,  and  has 
lately  been  engaged  in  important  duties 
in  Turkey  and  has  come  back  from  there, 
and  from  his  knowledge  and  experience 
of  the  country,  that  it  will  have  a  most 
beneficial  efiect.  When  I  turn  to  the 
speech  of  the  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
( Mr.  Hanbury),  I  am  very  sorry  to  say 
that  I  am  unable  to  hold  a  similar  strain 
of  language.  The  Mover  of  the  Amend- 
ment, Sir,  is  desirous  of  appearing  as 
a  supporter  of  the  proceedings  of  Her 
Majeiity's  Government ;  but  it  is  evident 
that  he  altogether  disapproves  of  the 
important  despatch  wntten  by  Lord 
Salisbury  on  the  12th  of  June,  which  is, 
in  point  of  fact,  a  manifesto  of  the  pro* 
•pective  policy  of  the  Government.  If 
it  is  not  a  manifesto  of  the  prospective 
policy  of  the  Government,  it  would  be 
a  gross  delusion  on  the  House,  coming, 
as  it  does,  at  the  close  of  the  volume ; 
but,  on  that  point,  I  do  not  entertain  the 
amallest  doubt.    I  aecept  it  as  a  eUar 

Mr,  OladiUn$ 


and  luminous  descriptioo  of  the  bases  on 
which  thoy  mean  to  proceed,  and  it  is 
totally  at  variance  with  the  views  and 
sentiments  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
moved  the  Amendment.  He  is  not  only 
at  variance  with  the  Government,  but 
he  is  at  variance  with  the  Treaty  of 
Berlin.  He  objects  altogether  to  that 
Treaty.  He  says  the  Fnmtier,  in  the 
first  place,  is  a  very  vague  and  unintelli- 
gible one  ;  and,  secondly,  that  it  is  a 
very  bad  one.  He  says  what  is  necessary 
is  not  that  tlte  Powers  should  inter- 
vene, that  the  Treaty  should  be  fulfilled, 
and  that  the  operations  should  take 
etfect ;  but  he  thought  Turkey  and 
Greece  should  be  left  to  settle  it  be- 
tween themselves.  That  is  to  say,  that 
they  should  go  to  war  with  one  another 
—  [Mr.  Hanbuht  :  No,  no.]— Is  not  that 
the  meaning  of  ** settling  it  between 
themselves?"  Does  the  hon.  Member 
suppose  that  a  settlement  between  them 
can  be  attained  in  any  other  way  except- 
ing by  the  authority  of  the  Powers  ?  If 
he  does  think  so,  I  believe  he  is  the 
only  man  in  this  House  who  thinks  so ; 
and  he  certainly  is  the  only  man  who  is 
governed  by  a  credulity  which  I  should 
be  sorry  to  impute  to  a  Gentleman  of 
his  intelligence.  A  settlement  between 
Turkey  and  Greece  either  means  no- 
thing at  all,  or  it  means  a-  settlement 
by  the  strong  hand— by  force  of  con- 
stant reliellion,  fed  and  fomented  in 
the  Turkish  territory  by  the  direct  sym- 
pathy of  Greece,  by  the  invasion  by 
Greek  Forces  to  support  that  rebellion, 
and  by  the  occurrence  of  a  state  of  things 
so  dreadful  that  the  interference  of 
Europe  would  be  an  absolute  necessity 
for  the  purpoee  of  bringing  about  a 
settlement.  The  hon.  Gentleman  ap- 
pears simply  as  an  enemy  of  tho  Treaty 
of  Berlin  —  in  that  point  of  view  in 
which  he  touches  the  Treaty  in  a  de- 
finite manner.  I  do  not  suppose  he  re- 
gards the  earlier  porti<»n  of  the  Motion. 
No  objection  can  be  taken  to  the  desire 
of  urging  the  Turkish  Power  forward. 
*'In  the  immediate  execution  of  re- 
forms." is  an  expression  in  itself  so 
general  that  it  conveys  no  inconveniently 
rigid  demand  upon  Her  Majesty's  Gh>- 
vernment  so  as  to  fetter  their  discretion. 
The  definite  part  of  the  Motif m  of  my 
hon.  Friend  is  that  to  which  I  will  now 
address  myself— namely,  that  which  pro- 
poses that  the  Government  shall  en- 
deavour to  procure  for  Greece  the  recti- 
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fixation  of  "Frontier  ap^reed  upon  by  the  j 
PowfTS,  hecauae,  he  naya,  this  rectifica- 
tinn  is  batly   and   a  recTifioation   whioh 
ought  not  to  be  marie.     What  are  the 
reasons  the  hon.  Oeutleman  advances  in 
mpport  of  his  extraordinary  attack  on 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin?     With  regard  to 
the  character   of  the  recoinmendation, 
he  says  it  ia  extrem'^Iy  hard  to  attack 
Tarkey.  fur  that  in  Turkey  the  ppo])Ie 
ire  yery  f^iod,  and  the  Pashas  and  the 
Oorernm^nt  are  very  had.     He  speaks 
u  if  my  hon.   Friend  the  Member  for 
Chelsea   fras  anxious  to  apply  force  to 
fte  people ;   but  it  is  to  the  Pashas  and 
the  u-overninent  that  he  wants  to  apply 
force;  and,  therefore,  the  Mover  of  the 
Anriendment  ought  to  be  extremely  glad 
that    this  corrupt   Government,    whose 
f«ult4  he  has  described,  and  takes  credit 
to  himself   for    describing,    are   to   be 
planed  under  pressure  on  the  authority 
of  the  Powers  of  Europe.     lie  makes  all 
manner  of  charges  against  the  Greek 
Oovernment  and  peoples;  and  against 
xne  he  makes  charges  the  most  ground- 
less that  I  have  ever  been  suhjeirted  to, 
though  they  are  not  very  serious.     He 
maile  them  out  by  quoting,  as  my  own 
aentiments,  the  account  I  gave  of  the 
Oreek  Memorandum. 

Mr.  HAXBUEY:     I    beg   pardon. 

I  distinctly  quoteil  the  right  hon.  Gen- 

tleman^s  words.     I  quoted  four  instances 

*-half  the  first  were  his,  and  the  whole 

of  the  npxt. 

Mb.  GL.\DST0NE  :  I  know  the  hon. 
Oentlemau  did.  He  began  his  main 
jontation.  and  the  only  quotation  which, 
mlie  slightest  degree,  went  to  the  point, 
with  words  in  which  I  have  described 
tk  purport  of  the  Greek  Memorandum  ; 
Best  he  read  words  which  are  liistorical, 
vhick  are  perfe<rily  true,  which  are  per- 
&ctly  ju3t,  and  to  which  I  adhere;  and 
they  do  not  bear  one  shred  of  the  mean- 
ii;f  thehon.  Gentleman  ascribes  to  them. 
It  is  perfectly  truo  that  the  principle  on 
vhiirh  the  Congress  proceeded  at  Berlin 
VIS  a  principle  that  would  have  justi- 
fied the  wider  recommendation  that 
Trance  had  asked  for,  and  tiiat  Lord 
Pslmerston.  and  Lord  Bussell,  and  the 
Cabinet  of  Lord  Palmerston  in  1862  had 
Made  a  wider  recommendation.  But  he 
did  not  qufjte  these  for  the  purpose  of 
iuinuatiiig  and  saying  that  the  Greek 
Ought  not  to  be  satistied  with  what  the 
CuQ^fress  had  re<;ommended.  Not  one 
toord  can  he  find  to  justify  that.     Uo 


may  choose  to  suggest  the  insinuation  ; 
btit,  with  the  roc.ollection  of  what  1 
wrote,  I  challenge  him  to  produce  it, 
showing  one  word  to  that  purpose*. 
What  I  did  was  this.  I  showed  that 
the  widt»r  recomniendati^ms  that  had 
been  made  by  France,  that  had  been 
made  by  Lord  Palmerston,  and  that 
might  have  been  involved  in  the  pro- 
posal, were  so  many  reasons  wliy  Turkey 
should  promptly  acquiesce  in  that  st'ttli^- 
ment  now  made,  and  why  Her  Majesty's 
Government  should  vigorously  set  ahout 
promoting  that  settlement,  in  order  tliat 
Turkey  might  get — what  I  always  de- 
sired she  should  have — the  best  settle- 
ment of  which  the  circumstances  per- 
mitted for  the  disposal  of  this  part  of  the 
question.  The  hon.  Gentleman  says  the 
Greek  Government  has  been  meddling 
in  Crete  and  Cyprus.  What  do  we  know 
of  that  ?  The  hon.  Gentleman  has  given 
us  no  details,  uo  particuhirs,  has  quoted 
no  authorities ;  but  seeks,  by  raising  a 
vague  prejudice  against  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment, to  draw  the  House  off  from 
the  purpose  we  have  now  in  view.  The 
h(m.  Gentleman  charged  the  Greek  Go- 
vernment with  one  act  which,  he  said, 
was  an  act  of  misconduct — the  sending 
of  the  Army  across  the  Frontier.  But 
that  was  d(me  before  the  Congress  at 
Berlin,  and  before  the  time  when,  for  a 
very  short  period,  the  British  Govern- 
ment made  themselves  cham[)ions  of  tlio 
Hellenic  nation.  It  has  acted  in  good 
faith  since  the  judgment  given  by  the 
Congress  —  since  the  mediation  recom- 
mended by  the  Congress.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  that  the  people  of 
E[»irus  and  Thossaly  do  not  want  to  be 
annexed  to  Greece.  AViiere  is  his  au- 
thority for  that?  That  is  his  ojunion, 
and  in  that  opinion  he  is  ])erreclly  in 
conflict  not  only  with — I  will  not  bay 
the  (jpini(ms  on  this  side  of  the  House — 
hut  he  has  here  also  come  into  confli<'t, 
and  in  direct  cimtlict,  with  the  opinion 
of  Lord  Salisbury.  He  thinks  that 
Epirus  and  Thessaly  may  very  well  re- 
main under  the  rule  of  the  Sultan.  [Mr. 
TTanbuuy  :  I  quoted  the  oj)inion  of  Sir 
Henry  Layard]  Does  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man think  that  Epirus  and  Thessaly  will 
remain  under  the  rule  of  the  Sultan  ? 
But,  if  ho  quoted  Sir  Henry  Layard,  I 
can  only  say  he  is  in  complete  conflict 
with  Lord  Salisbury  ;  because  his  Lord- 
ship,  with  great  gocid  sonso,  in  the  du- 
spat'li   of  the   l-th  June,  after  urging 
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upon  the  Sultan  the  consideration  that 
the  territory  in  question  is  rather  a 
source  of  weakness  than  of  strength, 
adds,  that  if  he  retains  this  district  under 
his  dominion  it  will 

''Bear  him  a  reluctant  allegiance.  Being 
ChriBtianB,  they  do  not  add  to  the  number  of 
his  Army ;  that  in  time  of  trouble  their  discon- 
tent is  a  standing  source  of  danger  and  a  steady 
drain  upon  his  defensive  power.  The  desire, 
which  has  been  chronic  among  them  for  so  long, 
prevents  them  from  yielding  any  revenue  com- 
patible with  the  cost  which  it  imposes." 

The  hon.  Member  comes  here  as  a  friend 
of  Turkey.  I  have  no  doubt  that  he  is 
the  friend  of  Turkey,  but  he  is  one  of 
those  friends  who  have  lured  on  Turkey 
to  her  destruction;  and  now  he  is  ad- 
vising Turkey  not  to  give  way,  not  to 
accede  to  the  demands  of  the  Powers, 
and  not  to  listen  to  the  authority  of 
Europe.  That  was  the  whole  tenour  of 
his  speech,  and  it  wound  up  with  a  re- 
commendation that  the  Powers  should 
abandon  their  solemn  conclusion,  and 
leave  the  matter  to  be  settled  between 
Turkey  and  Ghreece.  Well,  Sir,  I  do 
not  recollect  whether  there  is  any  other 
importcmt  allegation  made  by  the  hon. 
Gentleman  that  it  is  necessary  for  me 
to  mention ;  but  he  spoke,  I  remember, 
of  the  impossibility  of  regenerating  the 
Turkish  Empire  in  12  months,  and  then 
of  certain  things  which  had  been  done 
in  the  way  of  reform.  When  he  spoke 
of  making  a  good  appointment,  he  was 
naturally  reminded  of  the  case  of 
Chefket  Pasha,  perhaps  one  of  the 
g^atest  miscreants  on  earth,  who  was 
so  described  solemnly  by  the  British 
Government,  and  who  was  indicated  by 
the  British  Government  as  a  man  whose 
crimes  called  for  condign  punishment. 
That  man  has  been  favoured,  petted, 
kept  in  good  offices,  placed  in  disturbed 
districts,  invested  with  the  power  of  de- 
termining the  happiness  and  misery  of 
hundreds  of  thousands  of  people  by  the 
Sultan  and  by  Pashas  upon  whom  the 
hon.  Gentleman  said — **  For  God*s  sake 
do  not  exercise  pressure."  Then  the 
hon.  Gentleman  spoke  of  Midhat  Pasha. 
I  know  that  Midhat  Pasha  is,  among 
all  their  enemies,  the  most  formidable, 
and  more  than  formidable,  the  most  re- 
pugnant to  the  subject- races.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  says  the  Sultan  has  appointed 
him  for  five  years.  I  do  not  know  whe- 
ther he  is  so  appointed,  and  I  confess  I 
care  very  little  if  he  is  so  appointed.  A 
man  of  that  class  is  certainly  likely  to  be 

Mr.  Gladstone 


appointed  somewhere ;  but  I  decline  en- 
tirely to  accept  that  appointment  as  a 
proof,  such  as  he  wishes  me  to  take,  of 
the  commencement  of  reform  in  Turkey. 
Then  the  hon.  Member  has  spoken  of 
the  appointment  of  Photiades  Bey  in 
Crete  for  five  years.    I  believe  he  has 
not  received  an  appointment  of  an  irre- 
vocable character.  I  believe  if  Photiades 
Bey  were  appointed  under  a  valid  in- 
strument not  revocable  that  he  would 
grobably  be  a  very  g^od  Gt)vemor  of 
brete ;  but  I  am  obliged  to  confess  my- 
self in  conflict  with  the  hon.  Gentleman 
on  the  point  of  fact,  and  judging  from 
my  information,  derived  at  least  from 
a  man  of  ereat  experience  in  Crete  who 
ought  to  be  well  informed,  Photiades 
Bey  holds  his  appointment  from  day  to 
day,  depending  altogether  on  the  breath 
of  the  Sultan  and  the  officers  by  whom 
he  is  surrounded.     Well,  now,  oir,  if  I 
may  leave  the  question — Oh,  yes !  there 
was  the  other  point.     We  have  recently 
heard  of  the    re-organization    of   the 
Judges,  of  the  reform  of  the  Judicial 
system.    We  have  been  so  profitably 
busy  about  it  in  this  country  for  the 
last  50  years  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
was  quite  justified  in  supposing  that 
that  would  sound  to  us  as  if  it  were  a 
great  title  for  commendation.  The  state- 
ment he  made  was  that  183  Judges  had 
been  appointed — which  was  more  than  . 
the  whole  Judicial  Staff  in  this  country 
—  and    that    out  of  these  166    were 
Mahommedans.      [An   hon.   Mbkbeb: 
83.]    The  hon.  Gentleman  may  be  bet- 
ter informed  than  I  am ;  but  I   must 
speak  from  the  information  I  have  re- 
ceived.   But  out  of  these  Judges  nearly 
all  are  Mahommedans.     The   appoint- 
ment of  a  number  of  new  Judges  is  no 
sign  at  all   of  the  reality  of  improve- 
ment in  Turkey.    Let  us  hear  from  the 
lips  of  responsible  Ministers  that  pro- 
gress is  being  made,  and  then  we  will 
beg^n  to  believe  it.    The  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  old  enough  to  reflect  and  to  re- 
member what  took  place  in  former  times 
in  Turkey — after  the  Hatti-Cheriff  in 
1839.    After    the  Hatti-Humayoun  in 
1866,  there  arose  a  great  promise  of 
reform  —  nay,  more  —  there  were  real 
beginnings  of  reform.     It  is  only  just 
to  Turkish  statesmen  to  say  that  after 
the  Hatti-Humayoun  of  1866  there  were 
some  real  beginnings  of  reform.     But 
we  have  now  given  Turkey  12  months, 
and  we  have  not  heard  from  the  lips 
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of  rdsponsible  Ministers  of  the  QoTem- 
ment,   who   would  not    speak  without 
knowing  that  they  are  well  informed, 
any  real  assurance  of  any  real  progress 
made — of  any  district  better  governed, 
and  in  the  single  instance  which  amidst 
the  pressure  of  Parliamentary  Business 
a  particidar   case    has    been  cited  — 
namely,  the  case  of  Armenia,  the  lan- 
goage  held  has  been  totally  different. 
Not  a  project  has  been  advanced,  not  a 
hope  even  has  been  ventured  that  any 
improvement   has  been  made.     Well, 
now,  Sir,  it  was   necessary  for  me  to 
notice  these  points  of  the  speech  which 
referred  to  the  case  of  the  Greeks,  and 
which  were  intended   to  prejudice  the 
Greek  Government  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Hoose,  as  the  hon.  Member  also  thought 
to  prejudice  the  case  in  the  eyes  of  the 
Hoose  by  talking   about  the  dangers 
that  were  to  follow  the   downfall    of 
Torkey.    Perhaps  dangers  would  follow 
the  sudden  downfall  of  Turkey ;  and,  if 
80,  that  was  the  more  reason  for  not 
Allowing  the  advice  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, because  it   was  to  him  and  other 
so-called  friends  that  a  very  large  part 
of  the  dangers  of  Turkey  are  now  due. 
They  have  had  their  way.     What  has 
happened  during  the  last  three  years  ? 
Who  is  responsible  ?    Are  not  you  in  the 
majority  ?     Have  not  you  had  countless 
triumphs  in  this  House  ?    Have  you  not 
had  the  whole  power  of  the  Empire  at 
your  back?     Do  you  think,  then,  you 
can  come  here  and  say  that  the  minority 
has  marred  your  valuable  efforts,  or  has 
1)a£Bfid  you  ?     If  you  are  a  majority,  you 
ire  the  Parliament  of  England.     You 
are  the  Queen's  Government.     You  are 
tile  House  of  Lords  and  the  House  of 
Commons.     You  say  you  also  have  had 
flie  people  at  your  back.    I  should  think, 
fl&en,  the  hon.  Gentleman  himself  would 
be  ashamed  that  the  handful  of  persons 
litting  on  these  Benches  have  been  en- 
abled to  baffle  the  operation  of  that 
enormous  powerful  machinery,  or  to  say 
that  by  its  combinations  the  whole  forces 
of  your  policy  have  been  so  enfeebled 
id  made  useless  that  its  efforts  have 


lesulted  in  the  prostration  of  Turkey, 
in  the  humiliation  and  mutilation  of 
Turkey,  in  the  increased  weakness  and 
corraption  of  Turkey,  and  in  the  agg^a- 
Tation  of  every  danger  which  it  was 
your  duty  to  avert.  1  hold,  on  the  con- 
trary, that  the  best  friends  of  Tiirkin- 
W  those  who,  at  an  early  blago  of  the 


controversy,  in  plain  and  decisive  lan- 
guage, TV  ithout  any  of  those  innuendoes 
which  sometimes  destroy  the  force  of 
language,  laid  before  Turkey  the  neces- 
sities of  the  case,  and  cast  upon  her  the 
responsibilities  of  the  evils  that  her 
misconduct  or  folly  might  entail,  and 
did  not  exclude  from  their  view  that 
ultimate  possibility,  which  was  then 
first  brought  into  action,  that  Europe, 
for  the  sake  of  peace,  oven  for  the  sake 
of  Turkey  itself,  might  be  obliged  with 
strong  hand  to  interpose.  Moderation 
in  the  demands  that  you  may  make  of 
her,  firmness  and  earnestness  of  pur- 
pose, and  no  equivocation  in  the  manner 
in  which  you  press  them — that,  I  be- 
lieve, is  the  proper  policy  to  pursue. 
But  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  totally  different  from  the  Mo- 
tion in  more  than  ono  particular.  The 
point  of  difference,  however,  to  which 
I  would  draw  the  attention  of  the 
House,  is  this.  The  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member  is  entirely  a  retro- 
spective Amendment.  It  expresses  satis- 
faction with  what  has  been  done,  and 
approves  the  steps  that  the  Gt>vei'nment 
have  taken.  My  hon.  Friend  entirely 
avoids  that  ground  in  his  Motion. 
Having  the  Papers  in  his  hand,  he 
felt  it  necessary,  in  his  most  able  state- 
ment, and  my  hon.  Friend  near  me  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevro)  also  felt  it  necessary,  to 
go  over  that  ground.  But  it  is  his 
Motion  with  which  we  have  to  do. 
That  is  entirely  and  wholly  prospective. 
But  it  does  not  imply  any  censure  what- 
ever on  Her  Majesty's  Government. 
Now,  Sir,  if  I  am  to  go  back  upon  the 
past,  I  am  bound  to  say  I  must  agree 
with  him  in  all  his  criticisms  on  the 
course  Her  Majesty's  Government  took ; 
but  I  do  not  wish  to  go  back  upon  the 
past,  for  there  is  something  better  we 
can  do.  I  say  there  is  something  bet- 
ter ;  and  that  is,  to  do  what  my  hon. 
Friend  invites  us  to  do — to  look  straight 
to  the  future,  and  to  endeavour  to  do 
so  without  prejudice  and  without  ani- 
madversion upon  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, and  to  assist  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment with  the  weight  and  authority 
of  this  House  in  procuring  the  general 
fulfilment  of  those  portions  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin  essential  to  the  happiness  of 
the  people  of  Turkey,  for  whom  my  hon. 
Friend  is  so  solicitouH,  and  particularly 
and  spr-fi  fir  ally  to  ])n)(uro  the  carryinf? 
uat  ji    th'j  cluu-^c-i  ui*  the  Treaty,   aud 
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the  consumraaHon  of  th'>*»e  relaKng:  to 
the  Frontier  of  Greece.  No  rloubt,  it  i« 
our  duty  to  call  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment to  account — to  criticize  their  con- 
duct, and  to  tiiud  fault  with  them  in 
wuatever  way  our  uii<Ierstandinef  and 
con:»uience  may  dictate.  That,  no  doubt. 
is  a  part  of  the  duty  of  a  Member  of 
Parliament;  but  it  is  a  duty  which  hp 
certainly  need  not  be  so  enamoured  of 
as  to  flaunt  it  about,  and  resort  to  it 
on  every  occasion,  particular! v  when  it 
may  o  ime  into  conflict  with  the  attain- 
ment of  useful  objects.  If  it  be  a  duty 
to  animadvert  on  the  policy  of  the  Go- 
vernment where  we  think  they  havp 
gone  wrong,  it  is  cerfainly  a  ranch 
higher  duty  to  waive  retrospective  criti- 
cidui,  and  to  use  the  influence  of  tlie 
House  to  mitigate  tlie  serious  evils 
which  afliict  the  East,  and  to  promote 
the  happiness  of  tlie  populations  of  the 
Turkibh  Empire.  Tliis  is  what  my  hon. 
Friend  asks  the  ELouse  to  do.  He  asks 
the  House  to  do  no  more  than  that.  He 
begs  you  generally  to  press  for  tfie 
prompt  execution  of  the  Article  relat- 
ing to  reforms,  and  that  an  undertaking 
may  be  given  that  the  Articles  of  the 
Treaty  may  be  carried  out,  thereby  en- 
deavouring to  procure  for  Greece  the 
recti tication  of  the  Frontier  agreed  upim 
by  the  Povvers.  Is  there  anything  im- 
proper in  that?  I  am  sure  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  not  tell  us  that 
we  must  not  interfere  because  negotia- 
tions are  going  on.  There  is  a  perfectly 
distinct  Article  in  the  Treaty  that  is  the 
completion  and  consummation  of  a  great 
ne^()tiati(m,  and  what  we  want  is  the 
application  of  that,  and  that  is  not  a 
matter  which  ought  to  be  or  which  could 
be  aifected  by  complicated  negotiations 
when  the  views  of  the  Powers  are  un- 
known. The  Mover  of  the  Amendment 
seems  to  think  that  the  Treaty  is  very 
difficult  to  understand  upon  this  sub- 
ject. He  says,  and  says  quite  truly,  and 
quotes  Lord  Salisbury  as  his  authority, 
that  the  Frontier  line  was  generally  in- 
dicated, and  not  indicated  with  preci- 
sion, by  the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  Tiiat  is 
perfectly  true ;  but  is  that  any  reason 
why  we  should  not  ask  the  parties  who 
are  competent  to  interpret  their  own 
words  to  proceed  to  do  so,  because  the 
hon.  Gentleman  may  happen  to  think, 
or  I  may  happen  to  think,  or  anybody 
else,  that  these  words  are  difficult  to  I 
construe?    That  is  no  reason  why  the 
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words  should  not  be  construed  by  the 
proper  authorities.  We  are  not  the  pro- 
per authorities.  The  proper  authorities 
are  the  Powers  who  conducted  the  nego- 
riatioufl.  I  presume  they  know  their  own 
meaning.  I  believe  they  do  know  their 
own  meaning.  I  believe  that  these  diffi- 
''ulties  are  pei-fectly  airy  and  theoretical. 
The  French  Government,  at  the  founda- 
tion  of  the  Greek  Kingdom,  made  most 
intelligent  studies  of  the  whole  question 
of  the  Frontier,  and  contributed  yerj 
n^reatly  at  that  important  period,  if  not 
to  secure  to  the  Greek  nation  a  good 
Frontier,  at  least  to  prevent  her  having 
a  much  worse  one  than  she  actually  got. 
If  you  M'ill  procure  them,  you  will  find 
they  knew  perfectly  well  what  this  Fron- 
tier is,  and  ought  to  be.  That  is  not 
a  question,  at  any  rate,  to  be  regulated 
by  talk  about  vagueness,  encumbered 
with  words  that  are  nothing  to  the  pur- 
pose. There  is  no  fear  of  the  result. 
What  is  our  fear  ?  It  is  that  we  are 
interrupting;  the  peace  of  the  land. 
We  should  raise  our  voice  in  defence 
of  those  arrangements  which  are  for  the 
interests  of  justice,  peace,  and  reform  in 
these  countries ;  and,  for  that  reason, 
what  we  ask  is  that  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vemmpnt  will  work  in  co-operation  with 
other  Powers  in  order  to  bring  this  mat- 
ter to  a  speedy  consummation.  Let  the 
hon.  Gentleman  say,  if  he  likes,  that 
this  question  can  end  in  but  one  way. 
I  have  never  incited,  and  I  wuU  not 
incite,  or  endeavour  to  incite,  the  Go- 
vernment of  Greece  not  to  regard  this 
as  a  final  measure.  The  only  communi- 
cation I  have  had  with  any  person  con- 
nected with  the  Greek  Government  on 
this  subject  is  this — namely,  to  make 
known  my  belief  that  Lord  Salisbury 
was  perfectly  j  ustified  in  saying  that  if 
Turkey  acquiesced  in  the  arrangement 
contemplated  at  Berlin  it  might  be  fairly 
asked  of  Greece  that  she  shoald  give 
satisfactory  assurances  for  her  future 
goud  conduct.  I  charge  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman with  misreprepeutinc;:  me,  and 
he  enabled  me  to  refute  what  he  has 
Staid,  by  referring  to  actions  of  mine  in 
a  totally  opposite  sense.  I  entirely  dis- 
claiin  the  intention,  and  I  am  perfectly 
willing  to  sympathize  with  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman and  the  Pashas  in  their  desire 
for  finality,  if  that  were  really  a  diffi- 
culty. As  I  have  said,  this  can  only  end 
in  one  way.  Greece,  weak  as  she  may 
be,  is  yet  strong  in  the  piinciplos  on 
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which  she  reAts.      She  has  the  asser- 
tions made  hj  the  Turkish  Gnvornineiit ; 
she  has   the  strong  Ajinpathy  of  tiiese 
p<)pulation9 ;    she  has  the  assert  iou  of 
the  U'telessness  of  these  populations  to 
the  Sultan;    she  has,   on    record,   the 
en^a^neats  by  tliis  country,  now  some 
13  ni'Miths  ago,  promising  our  careful 
eonstderatiou,  which  is  well  known  to 
mean  the  favourable  consideration   of 
»me  of  her  territ«irlal  cluiuis.     She  has 
got  certain  wordn  iii'terted  in  the  Treaty  ; 
she  ha«  got  a  description  of  a  certain 
lioeof  Fmntier.     That  line  of  Frmtier 
i)  a  line  which,  like  every  other  line,  is 
different  from  a  line  drawn  alonp^  the 
nrfdce  of  the  earth  ;  but  the  subsidiary 
arrdngements  are  such  that  thoy  must 
be  made  by  the  same  authority  wliich 
decUred  the  line   in   principle.     What 
ve  ank  is,  that  the  declarations  of  Her 
lUje^ty's  Oiivernment  ever  since  L  >rtl 
Sdlinbury  and  Ijtjrd  Beacon stit'Ll  caiue 
bsuk  fmiu  Barlin  shall  be  fulhlled.    One 
of  the  earliest  declarations,  constantly 
repeated  over  and  over  agHin.  was  that 
''the  Treaty  of  Berlin  shall  be  fulfilled 
ia  the  spirit  and  in  the  letter.    We  have 
never  receded,  and  we  do  not  believe  and 
cannot  believe  that  anybody  will  recede, 
from  the  Treaty  of  Berlin ;    but,  who- 
ever does  recede  from  it,  the  Govem- 
ment  of  England  will  not  be  the  people 
to  do  so."     This  was  accompanied   by 
the  announcement  that  the  Greeks  had 
new   the  opportunity   of   obtaining    a 
larger  share  of  territory  from  Turkey* 
tkaa  any  of  those  rebellious  subjects,  as 
they  were  called,  who  had  takeu  part  in 
(kd  war  had  previously  obtained.  These 
Mmrances  held  out  by  this  Government 
cnnot  be  forgotten.     They  weaken  your 
ka-is,  if  you  are  to  attempt  to  inter- 
npt  tlie  fuitilmeut  of  that  arrangemunt. 
Greece  may  be  weak,  but,  rely  upon  it, 
As  will  not  recede ;  and  I  will  go  fur- 
ther, and  say,  she  will  not  recede  from 
that  which   Europe  has  promised   her. 
She  cannot  have  higher  sanction  than 
that  of  £ui-ope.     In  my  opiuitm,  it  was 
very  mistaken  policy  to  sever  Eastern 
BtfUiuelia  from  Bulgaria  ;  but  so  strong 
is  my  respect  fur  that  settlenipnt  that 
dariugthe  whole  period  of  that  arrange- 
Bent  I  liave  never  opened  my  mouth  for 
eoe  word  of  criticism.     We  niuht,  Sir, 
vespect  these  conclusions  at  which   the 
Powers  of  Europe  arrived.     In  com- 
hioations  and  circumstances  so  difficult 
and  complicated  as  these,  if  you  are  to 


unsettle  them  on  snmll  cavils  and  pri- 
vate opinions,  there  never  can  bo  peace, 
there  never  can  be  progress  towards  the 
settlement  of  national  questions.  We 
have  now  reached  a  point  at  which  our 
duty  is  to  form  the  best  judgment  we 
can  upon  the  policy  of  Uer  Majesty's 
Government  so  described.  As  I  under- 
stand, the  despatch  of  Lord  Salisbury 
refers  to  previous  proceedings  of  the 
Government  in  which  a  more  limited 
settlement  of  territory  was  proposed. 
It  likewise  refers  to  a  preference  which 
the  Government  had  entertained,  as  I 
should  say  very  mistakenly,  in  favour  of 
a  pDstpcmeinent  of  further  proceedings ; 
but  it  is  purposely  stated  at  the  bottom 
of  page  23 1  that  they  have  not  thought 
it  right  to  insist  on  their  views  in  this 
luaitcr  in  oppDsition  to  the  Powers'  ex- 
pressed opinion,  auil,  therefore,  that  line 
had  beau  abandoned.  Ij')rd  Salisbury 
goes  on,  in  tho  course  of  a  rather  lengthy 
statement  contained  in  page  233,  to  ex- 
press the  views  upon  which  Uer  Ma- 
jesty's Government  intend  to  act.  Of 
course.  Sir,  I  do  not  pretend,  and  have 
no  right  to  pretend,  that  I  have  any  in- 
formation as  to  their  meaning  beyond 
what  I  can  draw  from  their  official  lan- 
guage. I  read  that  official  language 
with  great  care,  and  with  as  mnch  can- 
dour as  I  can  apply  to  it.  I  under- 
stand it  to  mean  that  Uer  IMajesty's 
Government,  reserving,  of  course,  to 
themselves,  and  properly  so,  the  same 
right  of  interpretati<m  tliat  belongs  to 
every  other  Power,  yet,  notwithstanding 
that,  they  intend  to  require  from  Turkey 
that  she  shall  accept  the  general  line  of 
recommendation  at  Berlin.  Sir,  if  the 
general  lino  is  kept,  upon  that  very  little 
difficulty  will  remain.  It  is  impossible 
to  admit  the  claim  as  to  Janina.  I  am 
reluctant,  independently  of  the  lateness 
of  the  hour,  to  enter  into  the  argument 
about  it,  because  I  feel  that  the  authority 
of  the  Treaty  is  something  very  much 
liigher  and  stronger  than  any  argument 
I  can  use.  But  this  I  will  say — and  the 
hon.  Gentleman  himself  did  not  for  a 
moment  contest  the  fact — that  the  people 
who  inhabit  the  district  of  Sandjak  and 
Janina,  and  who  form  about  one- half 
of  the  whole  population  of  E[>irus,  are, 
in  an  overwhelming  majority,  Greeks  by 
language.  Of  that  there  is  no  doubt 
whatever.  A  handful  of  Turks  dwell  in 
the  town  of  Janina,  and  they  are,  un- 
fortunately, men  of  station  and  posi- 
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tion ;  but  the  population  are  a  Greek- 
speaking  population,  and  they  are  very 
strongly  Greek  in  their  sympathies. 
That  is  declared  in  Lord  Salisbury's 
despatch.  More  than  that,  I  doubt 
whether  this  House  is  aware  how  in- 
tensely Greek  the  City  of  Janina  is.  It 
is  more  Greek  than  an  ordinary  Greek 
city.  Five  hundred  Epirot  students  are 
in  the  University  of  Athens.  I  need 
not  say  that  they  have  got  no  Turkish 
University.  But,  Sir,  I  will  go  a  little 
further,  and  I  will  quote  the  unpreju- 
diced and  unsuspected  testimony  of 
Lord  Byron  in  the  year  1810,  before 
these  troubles  began.  In  that  year, 
commenting  on  the  statement  that 
Athens  is  still  the  most  polished  city 
of  Ghreece,  he  says,  in  these  few  interest- 
ing words — 

*'  Perhaps  it  may  be  of  Greece,  but  not  of  the 
Greeks,  for  Janina  in  Epirus  is  nniyersally  al- 
lowed amongst  themselves  to  be  superior  in  the 
wealth,  refinement,  learning,  and  dialect  of  its 
inhabitants." 

Three  thousand  years  ag^,  this  was  the 
cradle  of  the  Greek  nationality.  I  do 
not  mean  that  the  precise  site  of  the  city 
was  the  centre ;  but,  at  any  rate,  there, 
or  within  six  miles  of  it,  was  the  cradle 
of  the  Greek  nationality,  and  of  the 
Greek  religion.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
who  moved  the  Amendment  says  there 
have  been  mixtures  of  races  there. 
Have  there  been  no  mixture  of  races 
in  England?  Are  we  Danes,  are  we 
Saxons,  are  we  Eomans,  are  we  Nor- 
mans, are  we  Celts?  t Laughter,']  If 
laughter  is  to  be  excited  in  that  way, 
very  good  laughter  indeed  could  be 
made  at  the  mixture  of  races  which  pre- 
vails among  ourselves.  I  cannot  but 
believe  it  is  one  of  the  greatest  condi- 
tions of  the  excellences  of  human  na- 
ture. Such  is  the  case  with  Janina. 
It  is  Greek,  which  is  not  to  be  disputed; 
but  it  is  Greek  with  a  singular  and 
marked  character.  The  Turks  do  not 
claim  Janina.  Nowhere,  that  I  can 
find,  have  the  Turks  said — "Give  us 
Janina,  and  then  we  wiU  be  satisfied." 
Their  old  argument  is — "  No,  we  must 
have  the  whole  country  down  to  the 
Gulf."  They  are  vitally  at  variance  with 
the  whole  of  the  Powers,  and  the  best 
mercy  that  the  Powers  can  show  will  be 
to  do  to-day  what  Saf  vet  Pasha  recom- 
mended some  12  or  14  months  agor- 
that  the  will  of  Europe  should  be  an- 
nounced to  them,  and  that  they  should 
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be  made  to  attend  to  it  peremptorily. 
I  cannot  conceive  myself  anything  more 
unfortunate  than  that  we  should  con- 
tinue to  keep  Turkey  in  the  midst  of 
her  difficulty  by  the  sort  of  encourage- 
ment given  to  her,  and  that  has  been 
given  to  her  to-night  by  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Gentleman,  by  these  vague 
apologies  and  vague  professions  of 
friendship  to  her,  of  which  she  has 
had  enough.  If  we  say,  ''  We  have  had 
enough  of  her  promises  of  reform  "— 
and  I  think  we  have  —  I  think  she  is 
entitled  to  retort  upon  us  that  she  has 
had  enough  of  our  promises  of  friend- 
ship. Bleeding  as  she  is  at  every 
pore  under  our  encouragement,  groan- 
ing under  the  burdens  which  we  have 
encouraged  her  to  undertake,  I  think 
that  Turkey  has  great  reason  to  com- 
plain, and  I  think  she  has  a  very  great 
disposition  so  to  complain.  I  do  think 
it  is  most  importcmt  to  her  to  have  a 
friend.  We  cannot  expect,  at  any  rate, 
we  do  not  in  this  House  believe,  that 
Eussia  is  likely  to  be  that  friend.  The 
Empire  of  Austria  is  assuming,  almost 
from  month  to  month,  a  position  more 
and  more  formidable,  and  of  more  and 
more  undisg^sed  hostility  to  Turkey. 
It  is  laying  its  plans  for  distributing  the 
Provinces,  for  acquiring  and  appropriat- 
ing these  dominions,  and  for  opening 
to  itself  the  territorial  frontier  to  the 
iEgean  Sea.  To  endeavour  to  create 
some  friendship  between  Turkey  and 
the  Hellenic  race  would  be  a  wise  and 
judicious  policy,  and  it  is  that  policy 
which  we  ask  you  to-night  to  adopt. 
I  believe  it  is  fairly  founded  on  die 
basis  that  is  described  in  this  despatch 
— that  is  to  say,  the  suggestion  indi- 
cated is  a  reasonable  su^estion  by  the 
Congress  at  Berlin — ^and,  on  the  other 
hand,  the  giving  of  assurances  and 
guarantees  from  Greece  for  the  obser- 
vance, and  the  faithful  observance,  of 
good  neighbourhood  to  Turkey.  That 
is  what  we  ask  the  House  of  Commons 
to  pronounce.  I  believe  it  is  a  demand 
not  only  agreeable  to  all  the  interests  in 
view,  but  a  demand  which  is  most  agree- 
able to  the  vast  mass  of  the  people  of 
this  country — a  people  who  have  been 
much  divided  in  regard  to  the  questions 
between  Eussia  and  Turkey,  who  have 
suspected  everything  connected  with  the 
Sclavonic  progress,  because  of  its  sup- 
posed association  with  Eussia,  but  a 
people  whose  sympathies  with  the  Hel- 
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lenic  interests  are  unquestionably  large 
now,  as  they  have  been  in  former  tiinos. 
We  ask  you,  therefore,  to  adopt  this 
step,  to  allow  this  House  to  express  its 
views  for  the  fulfilment  of  the  Treaty 
of  Berlin.  The  Prime  Minister  said,  on 
the  9th  of  November  last,  that,  if  noces- 
saiy,  he  would  appeal  to  the  people  to 
obtain  the  full  accomplishment  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin,  in  the  letter  and  in 
tlie  spirit.  Sir,  it  is  not  necessary  for 
him  to  go  so  far  as  that.  If  he  appeals 
to  the  House,  we  know  that  upon  that 
sde  of  the  House  his  application  will 
be  favourably  entertained,  and  he  cer- 
tainly will  have  on  this  side  a  warm  and 
enthusiastic  answer  to  his  appeal.  We 
trust  that  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment 
will  not  take  upon  themselves  the  re- 
sponsibility of  forbidding  these  attempts 
of  the  House  of  Commons  to  concur  with 
tliem  in  giving  effect  to  the  concert  of 
Europe  for  a  purpose  declared  by  Euro- 
pean authority  highly  favourable  to  the 
interests  of  freedom,  but  that  they  will 
be  disposed  to  g^ve  their  assent  to  the 
Motion — I  think  the  most  reasonable 
Motion — of  my  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Chelsea. 

Mb.  BOUHKE:  Mr.  Speaker,  I  am 
quite  sure  that  every  hon.  Member  now 
present  will  admit  that  there  is  nothing 
more  irksome,  or  more  disagreeable, 
than  addressing  a  weary  House  of  Com- 
mons. I  reffret.  Sir,  that  it  should  have 
fallen  to  my  lot  on  this  occasion  to  do  so. 
At  the  same  time,  I  do  not  think  it  would 
be  respectful  to  the  House,  occupying 
the  position  I  have  the  honour  to  hold, 
if  I  were  to  abstain  from  stating,  as  I 
will  do  very  shortly,  my  views  on  the 
Motion  now  before  us.  And  first  let  me 
lay  that  I  think  it  is  very  satisfactory 
that  we  have  so  many  prominent  Mem- 
bers of  the  Liberal  Party  in  this  House 
who  are  anxious  to  advocate  the  more 
perfect  fulfilment  of  the  provisions  of 
the  Treaty  of  Berlin.  After  the  many 
vigorous  denunciations,  uttered  both  in 
this  House  and  in  the  country  against 
the  Treaty,  and  considering  that  it  has 
been  declared  by  eminent  Members  of 
the  Party  opposite  that  it  would  be  ab- 
solutely impossible  to  carry  out  its  main 
stipulations— considering  also  that  tho 
provisions,  the  execution  of  which  has 
been  characterized  as  impracticable,  have 
now  been  either  executed,  or  are  in  pro- 
cess of  execution,  it  is  consoling  to  my 
mind  that  we  havo  now  a  proposal  made 


to  us  by  tho  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir 
Charles  W.  Dilke)  for  an  Address  to  the 
Crown,  praying  that  the  Crown  will  uso 
all  its  endeavours  to  secure  the  carrying 
out  of  tho  other  Articles  of  this  Treaty 
which  remain  unexecuted.  The  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  points  to  two  dis- 
tinct things — ^the  first  is,  the  reforms  in 
Turkey ;  and  the  second,  the  claims  of 
Greece.  Now,  I  say  most  sincerely,  and 
without  the  fear  of  contradiction,  that 
both  of  those  subjects  have,  from  first 
to  last — from  the  beginning  of  the  pro- 
tracted struggle  which  has  gone  on  in 
Turkey  for  a  period  of  four  years — been 
prominently  before  the  mind  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  who  have,  in 
fact,  never  ceased  for  one  moment  to 
be  fully  awake  to  their  importance.  Sir, 
amongst  the  many  subjects  which  the 
hon.  Baronet  opposite  has  treated,  there 
was  one  that  he  touched  upon  rather 
lightly,  and  which  was  afterwards  ad- 
verted to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Bead- 
ing (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  to  which  I  wish 
to  allude  at  tho  outset,  because  I  fear 
that,  in  my  short  address,  I  shall  have 
to  say  some  very  disagpreeable  things ; 
and,  therefore,  I  wish  to  begin  by 
saying  something  that  is  more  agree- 
able than  those  topics  to  which  I  havo 
alluded.  I  was,  I  must  say,  consider- 
ably relieved  by  finding  that  those  hon. 
Gentlemen,  although  they  made  an  at- 
tack on  the  Government  in  respect  to 
nearly  every  point  to  which  they  re- 
ferred, did  not  attack  the  Government 
on  the  question  of  Crete.  It  has,  on 
many  occasions  in  this  House,  certainly 
been  insinuated  that  the  Government 
have  not  been  alive  to  their  duty  in 
many  particulars ;  and  they  have  even 
been  charged  with  being  dead  to  their 
duty.  But  now  that  the  Papers  have 
been  produced,  and  the  policy  of  the 
Government  has  been  fairly  placed  be- 
fore the  House,  it  is  satisfactory  to  find 
that  no  fault  is  imputed  to  them  in  re- 
gard to  Crete.  And  I  must  here  pay  a 
tribute  to  our  Consul  in  that  Island 
which  I  think  is  well  deserved,  because 
it  will  be  seen  from  these  Papers  that 
that  gentleman  has,  from  the  first,  en- 
deavoured to  obtain  for  the  Christians 
in  Creto  all  the  liberties  which  they  are 
entitled  to  enjoy.  Sir,  on  many  occa- 
sions, the  good  offices  of  England  were 
solicited  by  the  Cretans;  and  we  have 
the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that  al- 
though, quite  lately,  the  Cretan  Aji 
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blv  did  make  the  mo<»t  formidable  do- 
nian<ls  upon  Turkey — demands  which  a 
short  time  aifo  we  could  not  have  sup- 
posed that  Turkey  would  concede — yet. 
mainly  owins:  to  the  exertions  of  the 
EajTflish  Government  and  to  Enj^lish  in- 
fluence, all  the  demands  made  by  the 
Assembly  have  been  agreed  to  by  Turkey 
with  one  exception.  As  it  is  now,  we 
have  some  chanoo  of  gettinof  a  good 
G.)verninent  in  Crete,  provided  only 
that  Photiades  Bey,  and  other  good  Go- 
vernors who  have  the  welfare  of  the 
people  at  heart,  shall  he  really  secured 
in  the  erovernment  which  they  at  pre- 
sent hold  in  that  Island.  Sir,  now  with 
rep^ard  to  the  23rd  Article  of  the  Treaty, 
and  the  reforms  in  Turkey  in. Europe; 
that  subject  has  already  been  so  ex- 
hausted by  my  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Cliristchurcli  (Sir  H.  Drummond 
Wolff)  that  I  do  not  tliink  it  is  necessary 
that  I  shoulcl  weary  the  House  by  eu- 
terinqj  upon  it.  But  1  think  1  should  not 
be  doing  my  duty,  as  this  in  the  first 
time  I  have  had  an  opportunity  of 
sp'^akiniij  of  the  labours  of  my  hon. 
Friend,  if  I  wore  not  to  take  this  op- 
portunity of  saying  that  I  believe  no 
portion  of  the  labour  which  has  been 
bestowed  upon  Turkey  of  late  will  be  of 
so  much  gooJ  in  the  end,  or  will  pro- 
duce so  many  valuable  results,  as  that 
great  work  in  which  my  hon.  Friend 
has  been  enp^aared  in  concert  with  mv 
noble  Friend,  Lord  Donoughmoro.  But, 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke),  I  must  say,  in  treating  this 
8uI>JHCt  was,  as  I  am  sorry  to  say  he  has 
been  before,  rather  hard  upon  Sir  Henry 
Layai'd  ;  and  I  must  certainly  take  this 
opportunity  of  pointing  out  in  the  strong- 
est terms  that  Sir  Henry  Layard,  in  ad- 
dressing the  Porte  on  this  occasion,  used 
no  less  energetic  language  than  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Christchurch 
employed.  Sir  Henry  Layard  is  not 
here  to  defend  himself,  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Christchurch  is.  And  1 
must  say  that  when  absent  persons  are 
performing  their  duty  as  well  as  they 
can  to  this  land,  it  is,  above  all  things, 
the  first  duty  of  those  who  represent 
them  in  this  House  to  take  care  that 
their  nctions  are  not  misrepresented  in 
this  House,  and  that  they  do  not  receive 
a  less  favourable  construction  than  they 
deserve.  Now,  Sir,  the  hon.  Baronet 
mentioned  the  remonstrance  of  Sir  Henry 
Layard  as  being  a  very  mild   remon-  ! 
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strance  indeed  to  the  Porte  upon  the 
sul)je(?t  of  their  defaults. 

Sir  CHARLES  VV.  DILKE  expUined, 
that  what  he  had  said  was  this — that 
the  remonstrance  was  very  strong  in  its 
terms;  but  that  it  was  made  in  the  form 
of  a  note  verhaU^  which  was  the  mildest 
form  of  diplomatic  interference. 

Ma.BOURKE:  £  really  cannot  fol loir 
the  hon.  Baronet  in  the  distinction  whirh 
he  draws,  hecause  whether  a  noU  perbak 
is  the  mildest  form  of  diplomatic  inter- 
ference or  not  is  of  very  little  conse- 
<{uence.  If  the  words  used  are  strong, 
it  does  not  matter  muoh  whether  they 
(!ome  in  the  shape  of  a  note  verhaU  or  of 
the  most  solemn  and  binding  Treaty. 
The  words  used  by  Sir  Henry  Layard 
were  these — 

**  Her  Majesty's  Ambassador  Jias  on  siaiij 
occasioiiB  brought  this  very  important  matt«r 
to  the  notice  of  the  MinistcT  for  Foreign  Afiain^ 
and  lias  received  from  his  Excellency  verUtlu* 
su ranees  that  the  Kdglcments  to  be  introdaced 
into  the  European  provinnes  of  Tnrkey  wen 
being  considered,   with  a  view  to  being  lob* 
initted  in  each  province  to  the  special  Commii- 
sions,  in  which  the  native  element  is  to  beUrgeljr 
represented.     But  no  steps  in  that  direction  ap- 
pear yet  to  have  been  taken,  although  mon 
than  ten  months  have  elapsed  since  the  Tmtj 
of  Berlin  whs  ratified. 

"  Her  Mijesty's  Ambassador  trusts  that  tbs 
Sublime  Porte  will  enable  him  to  inform  hii 
Government  that  the  new  R^glemcnta  havenov 
been  referred  to  the  above-mentioned  Commii* ' 
sions,  and  that  they  will  soon  be  ready  to  bi 
submitted  to  the  E'lropcan  Commission  initi' 
tuted  for  Eastern  Roumelia  for  its  advice,  as  p(0> 
vidod  by  the  XXllIrd  Article  of  the  Treaty.'* 

I  cannot  ima;j^ine  anythinrj^  more  directi 
or  which  would  more  plainly  give  the 
uieanin<^  of  Iler  Majesty's  Government 
and  of  our  Ambassador,  than  these 
wortls.  Therefore,  I  think  it  was  rather 
hard  that  the  remonstrance  of  Sir  Ueniy 
Layard  should  bo  contrasted  in  that 
manner  with  that  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Christchurch.  It  seems  to  me  that 
it  is  quite  as  strong.  Now,  Sir,  the 
hon.  Baronet  then  went  on  to  speak  of 
Asia,  and  he  said  we  had  peculiar  re- 
sponsibilities with  regard  to  Asia.  He 
spoke  of  the  responsibilities  that  at- 
tached to  Her  Majesty's  OoFemment, 
not  only  in  consequence  of  the  67th 
Article  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin,  but  alee 
of  those  accruing  in  consequence  of  tlie 
Anglo-Turkish  Convention.  Sir,  it  it 
not  my  duty,  on  this  occasion,  to  retreat 
in  any  way  from  the  responsibilities  ol 
Her  Majesty's  Government  with  regtxd 
to  Asia ;  for  they  have,  from  the  fint} 
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Wn  perfectly  mindful  of  their  duties. 
And,   ill   Au;;ust   liiAt,    Lord   Sttlisbury 
dreir  attention  to  this  subject  iu  one  of 
the  8tr<in^e8t  despatches  ttmt  lias  ever 
appeared  in  the  Blue  Books.  He  pointed 
out  the  necessity   for    reforms    in    the 
Pulice,  in  the  Judicial  system,  and   in 
the  collection  of  tlie   Revenue.     Since 
that  despatch  was  written,  two  Conimis- 
sions  have  been  sent  to  Asia  Minor.  We 
have  received  Reports  fi'om  the  Consuls 
vho  acoouipanied    those   Cum  missions, 
and  I  am  8f)rry  to   say  that  those  Re- 
p<irt«  reveal  tlie  existence  of  a  very  un- 
Bati9fact«)ry  state  of  tilings  in  that  pnit 
of  the  Turkish  Empire.     In  fact,  I  do 
not  think  that  anything  can  be  much 
vone  than  the  condirion  of  some  parts 
of  Armenia.     I  feel  that  the  Armeninns 
are  entitleil   to   the  sympathy  of  this 
conntry,  and  I  liope  that  they  will  ob- 
tain it,  and  enlist  on  their  side  the  exer- 
tiona  of  all  to  j^ain  the  reforms  that  we 
f«msider   necessary ;    but,  at   the   same 
time,  much  as  we  sympatln'ze  with  the 
opjireMi€<l  races,  I  bej?  to  protest  a^^ainst 
the  inference  that    Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment is  resjKinsible  fnr  the  existing 
state  of  things,  and  that  we  are  to  blame 
for  the  non-fultilment  of  Turkish  pro- 
xniites.     We  have   dtme  our   best,   and 
have  brought  all  these  matters  under 
the  notice  of  the  Porte.     I,  for  one,  have 
novidh  to  make  excuses  for  the  Turkish 
Oovernment.     ^fore   might   have   been 
done  by  them  than  has  been  done,  for 
the  state  of  things  revealed  by  the  visits 
of  our  Consuls  in  Asia  Minur  is,  in  some 
places,    shfM'king   and    revolting.      The 
ttisomduct  of  the  Pashas,  the  rorrup- 
tkin  and  extoHion  of  the   ofii'-ials,  the 
tyranny  and  cruelty  of  those  in  autlio- 
HtT,  is  as  bad  as  auvthinfi:  we  have  ever 
Ward  of.     It  is  useless,  however,  to  de- 
Bnunce  the  Turkish  G(}vernment  in  one 
Wth,  and  in  the  nt^xt  to  taunt  Her 
Uijesty'b  Government  that  reforms  have 
not  as  vet  been  caiTied  out.     We  oujjht 
lather  to  try  to  remedy  and  improve  the 
condition  of  Asia  Minor.     The  difHeul- 
lies,  I  admit,  are  g^at,  and  have  been 
Bach  incrc^ased  by  the  emigration  of  a 
Itrge  ponifm  of  the  Mussulman  popula- 
tion; but,  bad  as  the  cimdition  of  the 
ftHintry  certainly  is,  it  does  not  become 
W  to  he   diec'Ou raged.     Political  ques- 
tiona  of  the  highest  importance   liave 
*wpied  the  attention  of  the  Porte,  to 
*Hith  it  has  been  necessary  to  give  great 
■tteaiion.    Such  qaeationa  as  the  settle- 


ment of  Bulgaria,  of  Eastern  Roumelia, 
of  Montenegro,  of  Albania,  and  the 
Frontier  of  Greece.  It  has  been  abso- 
lutely necestiary  to  deal  with  these  ques- 
tions, which  are  of  vital  political  im- 
portance, partiirularly  fnmi  an  Interna- 
tional point  of  view.  The  Sultan  has 
been  opposed,  from  first  to  last,  by  a 
most  fanatical  Party  at  Constantinople, 
who  have  opposed  all  concessions.  I 
believe  the  Sultan  is  perfectly  convinced 
that  the  steps  which  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment have  recommended  to  him  are 
the  (mly  means  of  giving  prosperity  to 
his  country.  With  regard  to  the  im- 
mediate future  of  Asia  3kIinor,  Lord 
•Salisbury  has  lately  written  a  despatch, 
from  which  I  will  make  one  or  two  ex- 
tracts, to  show  what,  in  the  opinion  of 
lier  Majesty's  Government,  are  their 
duties  with  respect  to  Asia  Minor — 

*'Bv  Article  LXI.  of  the  Treatv  of  Berlin 
the  Porte  enpHges  *  to  carry  out,  without  further 
delMV,  the  iinproveincnts  imd  rcfi.ims  dcninndtd 
1)y  local  nquircnicntH  in  the  provinces  inhabited 
hy  Armenians,  and  to  guaixntec  their  Bccuiity 
against  the  Circasxinns  and  Kuids.' 

'*  It  furtlier  undcrtsikcs  '  to  make  known  the 
steps  taken  for  this  i>uriM)Re  to  the  Powers,  who 
will  su]>enntend  their  application.' 

**  Further,  in  Article  i.  of  the  Convention  he- 
twecn  Great  Britain  and  Turkey  of  the  4th 
June,  18.8,  the  Sultan  '  promises  to  Kngl.'ind  to 
introduce  necessary  reforms,  to  bo  agreed  upon 
later  between  the  two  Powers,  into  the  govern- 
ment, and  for  the  protection  of  the  Christian 
and  other  subjects  of  the  Porta '  in  his  Asiatic 
temt«)ries. 

**  Under  these  two  Treaty  stipulations  tho 
Sultan  stands  bound  not  only  to  promulgtite 
now  and  improved  laws,  but  actually  to  cany 
out  reforms  in  the  administration  of  the  pro- 
vinces situated  within  the  sphero  of  Major 
Trotter's  observation.  Anv  proceedings  incon- 
sistent with  the  spirit  of  that  promise  furiii!}h 
an  ample  ground  for  remonstrance -- by  tho 
Consul  in  tlie  first  instance,  and  afterwards, 
should  occasion  arise,  by  tho  Ambassador. 

"  Judgment  must,  of  course,  be  used,  both  as 
to  the  expediency  and  the  manner  of  such  re- 
presentations, and  great  care  should  be  taken 
not  to  act  upon  information  tho  accuracv  of 
which  is  open  to  doubt.  But,  subject  to  these 
precautions.  Great  Britain  is  bound  to  si^aro 
no  diplomatic  exertion  to  obtain  good  govvrn- 
ment  for  tho  populations  of  Asiatic  Turkey." 

Under  these  Treaty  stipulations,  Lord 
Siili^btiry  )ias  pointed  out  that  tlie  Snitan 
Htands  hound,  not  only  to  promulj^nte 
new  and  improved  laws,  hut  to  i-iirry 
out  reforms  in  the  Provinces  of  Europe 
ond  Asia.  But,  sulgect  to  these  pre- 
cautions, Groat  Britain  is  honnd  to 
spare  no  diplomatic  exertion  to  obtain 
g^od  governmeut  for  the  populatiuna  of 
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Asiatic  Turkey.  These  are  the  views  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  at  the  pre- 
sent moment.  They  do  not  desire  to 
withdraw  from  the  course  they  have 
marked  out  for  themselves;  and,  cer- 
tainly, the  suspicions  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Chelsea  are  not 
well-founded.  Six  Consuls  of  experi- 
ence and  ability  have  been  appointed  in 
Anatolia.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
have  perfect  confidence  that  wherever 
there  is  bad  administration,  or  tyranny 
of  any  kind,  these  Consuls  will  perform 
the  duty  imposed  upon  them  by  Her 
Majesty's  Government — namely,  to  re- 
port the  matter  to  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment; and  I  myself  have  known 
many  instances  of  Eeports  of  that  kind 
doing  much  good,  and  bringing  to  light 
abuses  which  have  subsequently  been 
remedied.  Well,  Sir,  if  nothing  else 
had  arisen,  the  recollection  of  what  took 
place  after  the  Crimean  War  would  have 
induced  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
take  the  course  they  adopted ;  because, 
beyond  a  doubt,  much  of  the  evil  which 
has  fallen  on  the  populations  of  Eastern 
Europe  in  recent  years  is  to  be  attri- 
buted, in  my  opinion,  to  the  neglect  of 
opportunities  which  have  arisen  subse- 
quently to  the  Crimean  War.  Sir,  when 
these  accusations  are  made  against  a 
Conservative  Government  —  accusations 
which  are  now  made,  and  have  been 
made  for  some  years  past,  in  every  shape 
and  form  that  it  is  possible  to  make 
them — when  these  accusations  are  made, 
it  is  as  well  to  recollect  that  between 
1856  and  1874,  a  period  of  18  years. 
Liberal  Governments  were  in  power  for 
14  years.  I  should  like  to  know  what 
evidence  there  is  to  show  that,  during 
those  14  years,  the  Liberal  Governments 
were  alive  to  those  duties  and  responsi* 
bilities  incurred  after  the  Peace  of  1856  ? 
Sir,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  has 
mentioned  the  Hatti-Houmayoun.  I 
have  studied  all  the  documents  which 
arose  out  of  it,  and,  I  must  say,  I  cannot 
find  that  the  Liberal  Government,  or 
any  Government  in  Europe,  was  really 
alive  to  the  responsibilities  which  they 
undertook ;  and  this  is  the  more  surpris- 
ing, because  not  only  did  they  undertake 
those  responsibilities  as  to  the  improved 
condition  of  the  various  races  in  Turkey, 
but  they  also  entered  into  the  famous 
Tripartite  Convention  binding  them  to 
protect  Turkey,  so  that  they  had  the 

Mr,  JBourks 


strongest  possible  inducement  to  bring 
about  an  improvement  of  Turkey.  They 
knew  that  they  had  guaranteed  the  in- 
tegrity of  Turkey— of  the  Turkish  Em- 
pire— and  they  must  know  that  the  only 
way  to  preserve  that  integrity  was  to 
get  Turkey  to  reform  herself  and  her 
institutions.  Now,  Sir,  I  come  to  that 
portion  of  the  hon.  Baronet's  speech 
which  alluded  to  Greece.  It  appears  to 
be  the  wish  of  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite 
(Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  to  represent  Her 
Majesty's  Government  as  being  totally 
indifferent  to  the  cause  of  Greece,  and 
as  a  sort  of  drag  on  the  other  Powers 
of  Europe,  before  and  after  the  Berlin 
Treaty.  I  do  not  think  anyone  can 
peruse  these  Papers  without  seeing  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  have  been, 
from  the  first,  animated  by  the  most  sin- 
cere desire  to  better  the  relations  which 
exist  between  Turkey  and  Greece.  Sir, 
there  have  been  other  occasions  on  which 
I  have  been  called  upon  to  address  the 
House  upon  this  subject,  and  I  have 
been  obliged  to  treat  it  with  consider- 
able reserve,  because,  as  the  House  is 
aware,  ever  since  the  Treaty  of  Berlin, 
negotiations  have  been  going  on,  with 
reference  to  Greece,  with  all  &e  Powers 
of  Europe ;  and,  under  these  circum- 
stances, it  would  be  impossible  for  me 
to  state  anything  in  relation  to  what  was 
going  on  then  without  being  guilty  of 
bad  faith  towards  some  or  all  of  the 
Governments  of  Europe.  Several  hon. 
Gentlemen  have  to-night  treated  this 
rather  as  a  Party  question  than  other* 
wise,  and  have  endeavoured  to  show 
that,  while  other  Governments  were  in- 
clined to  show  sympathy  with  Greece, 
the  Government  of  Her  Majesty  dis- 
played no  such  feeling.  I  remember 
that,  on  a  former  occasion  in  this  House^ 
and  on  other  occasions  outside  its  walls, 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea 
has  endeavoured  to  show  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  were  opposed  to  the 
terms  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  as  far  as 
Greece  was  concerned.  But  what  is  the 
real  truth  concerning  the  matter?  So 
far  from  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment 
lagging  behind,  it  is,  I  think,  dear,  ttom, 
the  Papers  before  the  House,  that  they 
have  approved  the  course  suggested  by, 
and  made  part  of,  the  Treaty  of  Berlin 
in  reference  to  Ghreece.  And,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  Her  Majesty's  Government  sug- 
gested the  line  of  the  Greek  Frontier  some 
months  before  the  Congress  met^  and 
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that  Turkey  had  a  large  Army  and  a 
large  Navy,  aud  it  was  only  by  the 
earnest  desire  of  England  that  that 
Army  and  Navy  were  not  used  against 
Greece.  It  would  have  been  a  great 
evil  and  a  great  misfortune  for  Greece, 
if  that  country  had  been  made  the 
theatre  of  a  contest  between  the  two 
nations.  At  that  time  there  was  a  great 
alarm  in  Greece,  and  the  Greek  Govern- 
ment not  only  besought  Her  Majesty's 
Government  to  interpose,  but  thanked 
Her  Majesty's  Qovemment  in  the  warm- 
est terms  for  having  prevented  Turkey 
from  attacking  her.  Well,  Sir,  it  has 
been  always  the  opinion  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  Turkey  would 
do  wisely  to  make  Buch  arrangements 
with  regard  to  her  Frontier  as  would 
restore  peace  between  the  two  countries. 
I  quite  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Member  for  Greenwich  that 
the  question  is  not  as  to  one  particular 
town  or  one  particular  line.  The  great 
object  is  to  restore  peace,  and  to  do  it  in 
such  a  way  that  it  will  be  a  permanent 
peace,  and  that  populations  which  for 
centuries,  or,  at  least,  within  the  memory 
of  men,  have  not  been  able  to  live  peace- 
ably, might  for  the  future  be  able  to  do 
so.  We  have  impressed  on  Turkey  that 
if  she  makes  a  territorial  sacrifice  she 
will  be  amply  compensated  for  that 
sacrifice  by  being  relieved  from  the  no- 
coaeity  of  keeping  up  a  large  Army  on 
her  Frontier,  exhauating  her  rosourcea 
by  continual  expeditions,  keeping  up 
large  garriaona,  receiving  no  tribute, 
and  having  a  population  on  her  border 
in  a  state  of  insurrection.  It  may  be 
said  that  one  of  the  diSiculties  of  the 
situation  is  to  find  a  d ef on aible  Frontier. 
I  believe  that  the  present  Frontier  may 
be  said  to  be  the  moat  defensible  Fron- 
tier that  can  be  obtained,  and  I  wiah  to 
say  that,  because  I  think  it  one  of  the 
strongeat  points  that  Turkey  has.  But 
when  one  comes  to  think  of  it,  I  do  not 
think  it,  in  reality,  a  strong  point  at  all  ; 
becauBo  a  Frontier  may  be  one  of  the 
atrongest  Frontiers  in  the  world,  but  it 
may  bo  a  very  bad  Frontier  for  the 
maintenance  of  peace.  One  of  the  great- 
est enemies  of  peace  is  brigandage.  Sir, 
the  very  fact  of  the  Frontier  being  a 
mountain  in  which  brigands  abound  is 
a  reason  why  it  should  remain  a  strong 
Frontier ;  but  that  does  not  render  it  a 
good  Frontier.  Sir,  when  tho  CongreHs 
took  place,  Her  Majesty's  GoTommeut 


le  (rf  Sir  Henry  Layard, 
oonferred  with  Sadyk  Pasha 
question.  That  rectification  of 
iroold  have  been  agreed  to  be- 
meeting  of  the  Congress,  but 
unfortunate  fact  that  Sadyk 
tU,  and  that  Bashdi  Pasha, 
laeded  him,  did  not  take  the 
r.  Later  on,  when  Sefket  Fasha 
Sir  Henry  Layard  on  the  same 
he  said  Uiat  if  this  alteration 
cation  of  Frontier  was  to  be 
it  must  be  done  by  means  of 
brought  to  bear  by  the  Euro- 
ven;  but,  in  using  this  lan- 
e  did  not  express  the  opinions 
[  either  by  his  predecessors  or 
rasoTS.  It  was  just  before  the 
that  Sefket  Pasha  expressed 
on  which  I  have  quoted  to  Sir 
ayard ;  and  the  only  question 
^  was  whether  it  should  or 
at  be  token  into  consideration 
ingress.  What,  then,  are  the 
[t  most  be  well  known  that 
le  late  war  Greece  distinctly 
>  discourage  the  attacks  which 
e  on  the  Turkish  Frontier,  and, 
important  successes  of  the 
Army,  determined  themselves 
Torkey  with  irregular  Forces. 
ceding  was  lost  sight  of  by  Hor 
Government,  who  sent  two 
Greece  to  endeavour  to  induce 
:  Qovemmeut  to  desist  from  the 
3oa  which  they  had  entered. 
ore,  when  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
found  that  there  was  an  in- 
I  the  part  of  the  Porte  to  take 
taliatory  measures,  they  took 
issuade  the  Constantinople  Uo- 
irom  sending  their  iron-clad 
bombard  certain  towns  on  the 
of  Greece.  Greece  was  as- 
vt  she  would  lose  nothing  by 
;  from  attacking  Turkey,  and 
voured  to  persuade  the  Porto 
aost  prudent  and  politic  thing 
lo  was  to  observe  a  policy  of 
•n  towards  Greece.  We  were 
in  obtaining  a  truce  between 
*owors.  At  that  time  we  had 
the  believe  that  Greece  would 
d  with  the  line  of  delimitation 
;  by  Sir  Henry  Layard.  Under 
unetances,  I  do  net  think  that 
9  any  right  to  complain  of  the 
en  by  England.  Greece  ought 
*  tluB  now,  and  did  recollect 
ne,  because  she  acknowledged 
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did  what  could  beet  be  done  by  media- 
tion. There  is  no  evidence  whatever  to 
FhoTT,  in  all  these  Papers,  that  any 
Power  of  Europe  was  prepared  to  force 
the  opinion  of  Congreps  upon  Turkey. 
In  fact,  I  am  prepared  to  state  tliat 
there  was  no  (iovernraent  in  Europe 
prepared  to  do  so.  There  was  no  Go- 
vernment in  Europe  prepared  to  force 
the  opinion  of  Congress  upon  Turkey ; 
and,  therefore,  that  being  so.  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  thought  that  the 
best,  and  really  the  only,  way  to  bring 
about  the  agreement  between  the  two 
Powers,  and  to  effect  the  object  they  all 
had  in  view,  was  to  endeavour  to  get  the 
two  Powers  to  agrree  amouff  themselves. 
This  is  really  the  whole  Key  to  their 

J)osition.  They  have  never  held  back 
or  one  instant.  What  they  said  was 
this — **  We  believe  the  best  way  to  ar- 
range this  matter  is  to  endeavour  to  get 
these  two  Powers  to  agree.  At  the  same 
time,  when  the  proper  time  arrives,  if 
they  do  not  agree,  we  are  ready  to  go 
forward  with  mediation."  Tlie  hon. 
Baronet  says  in  October  we  broke  oflF 
the  concert  of  Europe.  We  did  the 
exact  reverse.  We  got  the  Powei-s  to 
adopt  our  views.  We  receii'ed  the  sup- 
port of  every  Government.  We  received 
the  support  of  France,  of  Italy,  of  Ger- 
many —  notwiihf^tanding  all  that  was 
said  by  the  hon.  Baronet.  We  received 
the  support  of  Austria,  and  we  received 
both  the  support  and  gratitude  of  Greece. 
I  will  just  read  one  or  two  quotations 
from  the  despatch  of  Mr,  Corbett  to  the 
^farquess  of  Salisbury,  dated  Athens, 
December  26,  1878,  iu  which  he  says — 

<'  M.  Delyanni  showed  me  yesterday  the  note 
mentioned  in  my  despatch  of  the  25th  instant, 
which  he  has  just  received  from  the  Turkish 
Charg6  d' Affaires,  and  expressed  the  satisfac- 
tion ie\i  hy  the  Greek  Government  that  at  hist 
the  Sublime  Porte  had  recognized  the  principle 
of  a  cession  of  territory  by  Turkey  to  Greece." 

All  this  time  we  had  been  endeavouring 
to  press  on  Turkey  the  advisability  of 
making  that  concession. 

"His Excellency  and  M.  Conmoundouros,  the 
Prime  Minister,  both  requested  me  to  convey 
to  Sir  Henry  Layard  the  thanks  of  the  Greek 
Government  for  the  interest  he  had  shown  in 
the  matter  of  the  rectification  of  the  frontier, 
as  reported  by  the  Greek  Minister  at  Constanti- 
nople.  They  attributed  to  his  friendly  co- 
operation the  present  favouiable  aspect  of  the 
question." 

Sir  Henry  Layard  was  publicly  thanked 
by  the  Greek  Government  for  the  in* 

Mir.  Bowrhi 


terest  he  had  shown  in  the  matter  of  the 
rectification  of  the  Frontier;  and  now 
the  hon.  Baronet  comes  forward  and 
charges  him  with  being  cold  and  luke- 
warm on  the  subject.  I  think  the  Hon«e 
will  agree  with  me  that,  considering  the 
mediatorial  attitude  which,  at  this  mo- 
ment, both  Her  Majesty's  Government 
and  the  other  Oovemments  of  Europe 
are  occupying  with  regard  to  Turkey 
and  the  Greek  question,  I  may  be  ex- 
cused from  going  into  matters  of  detail 
respecting  the  boundary.  If  I  were  to 
do  80,  I  should  really  break  faith  with 
the  other  Governments  of  Europe.  I 
observe  that  only  a  few  days  ago  the 
Italian  Prime  Minister  made  a  remark 
of  that  kind  in  another  Assembly  ;  and, 
therefore,  I  hope  the  House  will  excuse 
me  from  going  into  minute  detail  with 
regard  to  the  boundary  line  between  the 
two  countries.  The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Shaw  Lefevre),  and  the  hon.  Baronet 
(Sir  Charles  \V.  Dilke),  both  mentioned 
the  case  of  Janina.  I  do  not  beliere 
there  can  be  any  doubt  that  the  general 
description  given  of  Janina  is  correct. 
I  do  not  think  anybody  can  read  de- 
scriptions of  Janina  without  coming  to 
the  ccmdusion  that  it  is  practically  Greek. 
But  I  do  not  wish  to  be  supposed  to  be 
in  favour  of  the  cession  of  Janina  or 
against  it.  That  is  the  question  now  to 
be  decided  at  Constantiuople.  There- 
fore, it  would  be  extremely  improper  to 
give  an  opinion  one  way  or  the  other. 
Although  I  admit  that  it  is,  no  doubt, 
a  Greek  town,  at  the  same  time,  I  can- 
not help  thinking  that  there  is  a  strong 
Albanian  nationality,  and  that  there  is 
a  strong  feeling  in  Albania  against  the 
cession  of  Janina ;  and  it  really*  is  not 
wise  in  those  who  will  have  great  in- 
fluence in  acting  as  mediators  in  this 
case  to  ignore  the  strong  points  on  one 
side,  whilst  giving  effect  to  the  stnmg 
points  on  the  other  side.  I  am  not  dis- 
posed to  think  lightly  of  Albanian  na- 
tionality. They  are  an  ancient  and  his- 
toric race.  We  find  the  Albanians  in 
olden  times  described  by  Herodotus  and 
Pliny  as  being  a  wild  and  uncouth  race, 
brave,  and  primitive  in  their  modes  of 
living.  All  the  characteristics  attributed 
to  them  are  those  of  the  Albanians  of 
the  present  day.  I  do  not  believe  there 
is  any  evidence  to  show  that  Albanians 
will  peacefully  submit  to  absorption  of 
any  kind.  That  is  a  question  that  is  to 
be  decided  hereafter,  and  it  is  unwise  to 
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ibnt  our  eyes  to  that  question.    It  may 
1)6  taken  for  granted  that  any  cession  of 
tairitoiy  which  may  be  made  must  be 
mch  as  to  meet  with  the  approval  of 
the  Albanians  themselves;    otherwise, 
more  harm  than  good  will  result.     I 
have  no  doubt  whatever  that  it  is  most 
expedient  for  Turkey  to  make  a  cession 
of  temtozy,  and  a  liberal  cession  of  ter- 
ritoiy,  for  the  reasons  I  have  already 
mentioned.     Everybody  must  also  agree 
that  it  is  most  expedient  for  Greece  to 
he  reasonable  in  her  demands,  and  to 
lire  on  friendly  terms  with  Turkey.    She 
must  recollect  that  there  are  other  Powers 
which  may  be  more  dangerous  to  her 
than  Turkey;  for,   after  all,  whatever 
may  be  said  against  the  Turkish  Govern- 
ment^ it  cannot  be  denied  that  Hellenic 
institutions  have  been  allowed  to  flourish 
under  Turkish  rule.    I  believe  it,  there- 
fere,  to  be  of  the  greatest  importance 
to  Greeoe  that    she    should    entertain 
fiiendly  relations  with  Turkey.      The 
xi^t  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Gladstone) 
nysitis  exceptionally  hard  for  Ghreece 
that  Her  Majesty's  present  Government 
should  take  a  less  favourable  view  of 
lier  aspirations  than  any  Government 
"Who  have  preceded  them.    Well,  there 
IB  no  person  in  this  country  who  knows 
tlie  political  history  of  England  better 
than  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I 
"Would  just  carry  his  recollection  back  a 
few  years.     I  would  ask  him  whether, 
in  1854,  Her  Majesty's  Government  did 
liot  make  the  strongest  representations 
to  Cheece  with  regard  to  ner  tendency 
to  insuxrection  ?    I  would  also  ask  him 
whether,  later,  in  1862,  when  the  cession 
of  the  Ionian  Islands  was  first  spoken 
<tf.  Her  Majesty's  Government  did  not 
tall  Greece  that  whoever  was  on  the 
Throne    of  Greece  must  renounce  all 
tmbitious  ideas  with  regard  to  Turkey  ? 
Ibre  than  that,  I  would  ask  him  whe- 
tter,   in  1870,  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment did  not  use  the  strongest  threats 
^ards  Ghreece,  to  induce  her  to  desist 
Aom  her  projects  for  an  extension  of 
toritory?    Under  these  circumstances, 
It  seems  to  me  somewhat  unfair  to  ac- 
^•e  Her  Majesty's  present  Advisers  of 
^hing   a  less  favourable  view  of  the 
^fiurs  of  Ghreece  than  their  Predeces- 
^in.     With  regard  to  the  Eesolution 
^tlbre  the  House,  I  cannot  agree  with 
^^  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  it  has  not 
^  xetruspective  effect.     The  whole  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  who  moved 

Vol.  CCXLVni.    [third  semes.] 


it  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  was  an  indict- 
ment against  Her  Majesty's  Government 
for  what  has  taken  place.  Therefore,  I 
need  not  say  that  the  Government  can- 
not accept  the  Eesolution  of  the  hon. 
Baronet.  They  concur,  certainly,  in  the 
Amendment  that  has  been  proposed  by 
my  hon.  Friend  behind  me.  I  am  afraid 
I  have  wearied  the  House  by  going  into 
details  which,  certainly,  are  of  a  some- 
what difficult  character  ;  but  I  hope  the 
House  will  be  satisfied  with  the  state- 
ments I  have  made.  The  House  may 
rest  assured  that  reforms  in  Turkey, 
both  in  Europe  and  Asia,  will  continue 
to  have  the  best  attention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Goverument,  and  that  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  will  use  their  best 
endeavours  to  secure  a  settlement  of  the 
boundary  question  in  such  a  manner  as 
to  conduce  to  the  establishment  of  a 
permanent  peace. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
^{Mr.  Monk.) 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Debate  adjourned  till  Tueeday  next. 

0BDMR8     OF    TEE    DAY. 


NATIONAL   SCHOOL  TEACHERS'   (IRE- 

LAND)  BILL— [Bill  246.] 
(Mr,  Jama  Lowther,  Mr.  AttorMy   Oeneral  for 

Ireland.) 

SECOKD  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  asked  the  House 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time,  with  the 
view  that  at  a  later  stage  a  fuller  dis- 
cussion should  take  place.  The  Bill  was 
introduced  in  order  to  redeem  the  pledge 
made  repeatedly  in  the  House  to  deal 
with  the  question  of  pensions  to  Na- 
tional School  Teachers,  and  it  proposed 
to  allocate  a  sum  for  that  purpose, 
which  it  was  hoped  would  meet  their 
requirements.  It  also  made  provision 
for  enabling  the  difficulties  respecting 
residences  to  be  overcome.  It  was  also 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  place 
an  Estimate  on  the  subject  of  salaries 
before  the  House. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — {Mr.  J.  Lowther.) 

2  N 
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Mr.  COUETNEY  thought  they  could 
hardly  be  expected  to  read  a  Bill  of  this 
importance  at  that  hour  of  the  night  on 
the  very  slender  information  which  had 
been  given  to  them.  He  listened  very 
carefully  to  the  speech  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman ;  but  unless  he  had  had  an 
opportunity  of  looking  at  the  Bill  before- 
hand he  would  not  have  gathered  any- 
thing from  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man did  not  tell  them  that  this  Bill  pro- 
posed to  take  £1,300,000  from  the  Irish 
Church  surplus.  That,  of  course,  might 
be  a  very  proper  thing  to  do;  but  it 
ought  not  to  be  proposed  at  2  o'clock  in 
the  morning  without  any  explanation, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  ought  not 
to  ask  the  House  to  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time  proposing  to  deal  with  such 
a  sum  as  that.  He  thought  it  was  im- 
possible to  work  at  this  Bill  at  once 
without  further  discussion.  Therefore, 
he  begged  to  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  bo  now  adjourned." 
— {Mr.  Courtney.) 

Mr.  MELDON  hoped  the  Motion 
would  not  be  pressed.  This  Bill  was 
the  redemption  of  a  pledge  which  was 
given  some  time  ago.  More  than  12 
months  since,  he  ])rought  forward  a  Mo- 
tion on  the  subject  of  the  National 
Teachers'  pensions,  which  had  been  ])e- 
fore  the  House  wnce  1875,  and  upon 
that  occasion  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  gave  a  pledge  that 
the  Government  would  deal  with  the 
matter  and  indicate  how  it  would  bo 
done.  There  was  then  considerable 
discussion  on  the  matter.  He  had  since 
this  twitted  the  Government  with  not 
having  carried  out  their  pledges;  but 
they  had  now  introduced  this  Bill,  and 
at  the  verj'  lato  period  of  the  Session  at 
which  they  had  now  arrived,  he  hoped 
they  might  bo  allowed  to  road  the  Bill 
a  second  time  that  night,  on  the  distinct 
understanding  that  there  should  be  a 
discussion  on  going  into  Committee. 
This  course  was  often  followed  when 
thej'  had  arrived  at  a  late  part  of  the 
Session. 

Mr.  MONK  said,  that  this  Bill  had 
not  yet  reached  his  hands,  and  he  had 
heard  with  the  utmost  amazement  that 
it  proposed  to  take  over  £1,250,000  out 
of  the  surplus  of  the  Irish  Church.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not  inform 


the  House  that  it  proposed  to  take  tfaii 
sum  for  a  purpose  which  was  not  in- 
tended when  the  Irish  Church  was  dis- 
established.     It    might  be    verj  trae 
that  he  gave  a  pledge  to  certain  Mem- 
bers in  regard  to  this  matter ;  but  he  was 
quite  certain  the  noble  Lord  the  Leader 
of  the  Opposition  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
would  not  have  gone  away  if  they  had 
been  aware  that  a  Bill  of  this  in^rtance 
was  to  be  brought  forward.     He  must 
ask  tho  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
not  to  take  the  second  reading  without 
further  notice.    It  would  be  necessazy 
to  discuss  the  matter,  and  to  learn  from 
the  Government  on  what  grounds  they 
thought    it    right  to  ask  Parliament, 
at  this  period  of  the  Session,  to  grant 
a  sum  of  this  magnitude  for  the  school 
teachers    in   Ireland.     As    far   as  he 
was  aware,  the  surplus  of  the  Ghmch 
funds  had  already  been  disposed  of; 
but  it  was  useless  to  attempt  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  matter  without  having 
the  Bill  in  their  hands.     It  had  not 
been  delivered  to  him,  and  he  was  sure 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  preas 
this  measure  at  2  o'clock  in  the  morning 
on  a  reluctant  House. 

Major  NOLAN  hoped  that  the  Mo- 
tion for  adjournment  would  be  with- 
drawn. The  Bill  had  been  a  good  deal 
discussed.  They  had  paid  much  attention 
to  it.  They  had  unanimously  decided  to 
reserve  any  discussion  till  a  further  stage. 
As  far  as  ho  know,  the  Bill  was  not  in 
the  slightest  degree  denominational,  and 
they  had  now  every  opportunity  of  dii- 
cussing  its  merits  at  a  later  stage.  It 
was  the  only  measure  proposed  by  the 
Government  affecting  Ireland  which 
hon.  Members  had  had  for  the  last  15 
months  in  which  they  could  take  any 
interest ;  and,  therefore,  he  hoped  the 
Bill  would  be  allowed  to  go  through 
tliis  formal  stage. 

Mr.  TLUNKET  appealed  to  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  to  withdraw  his  Mo- 
tion for  adjournment,  on  the  grroundthat 
full  opportunity  would  be  given  for  di^ 
cussing  it  later  on. 

Mr.  gray  made  the  same  appeal 
This  subject  excited  tho  deepest  intareat 
in  Ireland.  It  had  been  discussed  ftr 
a  series  of  years,  and  a  distinct  under- 
standing was  come  to  that  the  Bill  should 
be  introduced  exactly  on  the  lines  of  that 
now  under  consideration.  It  was  true 
the  second  stage  had  been  reached  come- 
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what  quickly ;  but  the  lines  of  the  Bill 
were  veil  known.  It  was,  of  course, 
quite  in  the  power  of  a  single  Member 
to  stop  a  Bill  of  this  kind  at  that  period 
of  the  Session ;  but  he  would  have  the 
same  power  at  a  later  stage.  He  would, 
tiieretore,  appeal  to  the  hon.  Member  to 
aUow  the  present  stage  to  pass. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  thought 
it  was  very  delightful  to  see  a  reconcilia- 
tion between  the  Ministers  and  hon. 
Members  from  Ireland,  remembering 
the  difference  which  existed  between 
them  on  the  previous  night.  This,  how- 
erer,  appeared  to  him  a  yery  extra- 
oidinaiy  Bill  to  be  pushed  forward  at 
that  hour  of  the  morning.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  had  said  it  was  not  denomi- 
national. Nobody  said  it  was;  that 
made  him  suspicious.  There  was  some- 
thing in  it.  He  should  certainly,  there- 
fore^ join  in  opposing  it.  Hon.  Mem- 
ben  talked  about  the  lateness  of  the 
Session ;  but  they  beard  nothing  of  that 
on  the  previous  night. 

Mb.  DILLWYN  entirely  demurred 
to  callii^  the  second  reading  a  formal 
stage.  That  was  a  stage  at  which  they 
ought  to  discuss  the  principle  of  the 
measure  ;  and  he  thought  they  ought  not 
to  take  that  stage  on  a  Bill  presented  at 
that  hour  in  the  morning  when  the 
Honse  could  not  have  an  opportunity  of 
eonsidenng,  and  especially  when  they 
none  of  them  knew  what  the  Bill  was, 
becanae  they  had  not  had  an  opportunity 
of  seeine  it.  They  were  getting  very 
lax  in  their  Bules,  and  hon.  Members 
did  not  guarantee  that  the  Bules  and 
customs  of  the  House  would  be  adhered 
to  in  these  matters.  It  was  an  ordinary 
understanding,  when  Bills  had  not  been 
\  nrasented  in  time  to  be  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members,  that  they  should  not  be 
taken  that  night. 

Sir  GRAHAM  MONTGOMERY  said, 
as  he  understood  the  Bill,  it  proposed 
to  pension  the  Irish  National  School 
iaadiers  out  of  the  surplus  funds  of  the 
Ksestablished  Irish  Church,  and  that 
seemed  to  him  a  very  proper  method  of 
disposing  of  those  surplus  funds.  Be- 
■des,  he  was  sure  they  would  never 
hare  any  peace  in  that  House  till  those 
■nplos  funds  had  been  disposed  of. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER quite  agreed  that  it  was  not  their 
pnctice  to  read  a  Bill  a  second  time  so 
■oon  after  it  was  introduced ;  but,  on  the 
<i^  hand,   towards  the  close  of  the 


Session,  when  Business  was  in  a  very 
congested  state,  they  did  sometimes 
£ulopt  a  more  rapid  mode  of  proceeding. 
If  there  were  anything  in  this  Bill  which 
could  be  considered  a  surprise  to  the 
House,  of  course,  he  should  not  ask  the 
House  to  go  on ;  but,  as  had  been  stated 
by  an  hon.  Member  opposite,  this  was  a 
matter  on  which  the  House  had  been 
informed  for  a  very  considerable  time. 
Two  or  three  years  ago,  the  Government 
announced  that  they  recognized  the 
force  of  the  application  maae  for  the 
Irish  teachers,  and  some  important  sug- 
gestions were  made  as  to  the  mode  in 
which  funds  should  be  provided  for 
them.  A  pledge  was  given  that  the 
matter  should  be  seriously  considered  in 
order  to  see  how  it  would  work  out.  It 
had  been  mentioned  more  than  once. 
He  did  not  think,  therefore,  that  the 
proposal  could  be  considered  as  a  sur- 
prise. He  thought  the  suggestion  that 
they  should  take  a  discussion  on  the 
Motion  that  the  Speaker  do  leave  the 
Chair  was  a  very  reasonable  one.  He 
quite  agreed  that  if  they  were  earlier  in 
tiie  Session  it  would  be  better  to  take  a 
discussion  on  the  second  reading;  but, 
under  the  circumstances,  he  thought 
they  would  not  be  wrong  in  accepting 
the  suggestion  made  that  the  Gt)vem- 
ment  would  not  hx  the  day  for  some 
little  time,  so  as  to  give  ample  oppor- 
tunity to  hon.  Members  to  consider  the 

Bm. 

An  Hon.  Member  thought  the  very 
liberal  mode  in  which  the  Government 
were  going  to  aid  Irish  teachers  should 
be  a  groat  encouragement  to  make  the 
same  gifts  to  English  teachers.  After 
10  years'  work,  he  managed  to  get 
£2,000  a-year  for  them ;  and  this  large 
grant  would,  of  course,  be  a  great  en- 
couragement to  him  to  ask  the  Govern- 
ment for  more  money. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
looked  at  this  matter  from  the  English 
point  of  view.  He  thought  a  most 
dangerous  precedent  was  about  to  be 
established.  The  Superannuation  Vote 
was  already  very  heavy.  Schoolmasters 
were  very  well  paid  already.  A  feeling 
was  spreading  in  the  country  that  the 
Education  Vote  had  been  increasing  too 
rapidly  ;  yet,  if  this  precedent  were  es- 
tablished, ho  had  no  doubt  strong  pres- 
sure would  be  made  to  get  something 
for  English  teachers  on  the  Superannua- 
tion Fund.    Under  these  circumstanoesi 
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he  thought  it  was  most  doBirable  the 
Bill  shoijld  he  thoroughly  discussed. 

Mb.  0.  8.  PAHKEB  ventured  to  join 
in  the  appeal  to  hon.  Memhers  to  accept 
the  oflbr  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. It  was  unfortunate  that  an  en- 
deaTOur  had  been  made  to  pass  this  Bill 
without  a  thorough  explanation  of  it; 
hut,  under  all  the  circumetanceSi  at  that 
period  of  the  Session,  it  did  seem  to  him 
that  the  second  reading  might  be  agreed 
to  with  a  distinct  understanding  that 
there  should  be  an  interval  and  an  op- 
portunity for  debate  before  proceeding 
with  the  clauses  in  Committee. 

Mk.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  the  hon. 
Member  had  suggested  that  an  attempt 
was  being  made  to  pass  the  Bill  without 
thoroughly  explaining  it.  He  had  not  the 
least  idea  of  leading  the  House  astray. 
He  told  the  House,  a  year  ag^,  almost 
as  broadly  as  he  could,  what  the  source 
was  from  which  the  money  was  to  be 
drawn.  He  repeated  that  later  on  in 
the  Session ;  and  as  the  Bill  was  in  the 
hands  of  Members  he  was  desirous  to 
economize  time:  He  thought  there  was 
no  need  for  him  to  go  fully  through  it 
in  minute  detail  at  that  stage  of  the 
measure,  though  he  would  be  prepared 
to  satisfy  any  desire  for  information  in 
Committee. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — Ayes  4;  Noes 
43:  Majority  39.— (Div  .List,  No.  191.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom^ 
mitied  for  Tuesday  next. 

SXTFBEMB    C30TTBT    OP    JtnDICATTJRE    (OFFI- 
CEBS)   [salaries,    &C.] 
ConsitUred  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Se$ohtd,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  of  the  Sidaries  of  the  first 
Masters  of  Uie  Supreme  Court  of  Judicature, 
and,  out  of  moneys  to  be  proyided  by  Parlia* 
ment,  of  the  {Salaries  and  Pensions  of  Officers 
of  the  Supreme  Court,  as  well  as  of  Compensa- 
tion for  prejudice  to  any  riffht  or  privilege 
which  may  become  payable  under  the  provisions 
of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  to  amend  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Acts. 

Besoltttion  to  be  reported  To-morrote. 

Hou9e  a4jonmed  at  half 
after  Two  o'elook. 

Zord  Frederick  Cavendieh 


HOUSE     OF     LOBDS, 
Wedneedayj  2Zrd  July,  1879. 


MrNTJTES.]— Public  Bilm— J¥r«< 
East  Indian  Bailway  (Bedemption  of  Annui- 
ties)* (160);  Petroleum  Act  (1871)  Amend- 
ment*  (161). 

Second  Beading — Cemmiitee  negatived — Comtidertd 
— Third  Binding — ^Army  Discipline  and  Begu- 
lation  (Commancement)  *  (16^,  and  jMMMdL 


SOUTH  AFBIOA— THE  ZULU  WAE— 
LATEST  TELEGBAM— VICTOKY  AT 
ULUNDL— QUESTION. 

LordTBUBO  asked,  If  Her  Majesty's 
Government  Iiad  received  any  Airther 
intelligenoe  from  the  Gape  ? 

Viscount  BUBY  :  My  Lords,  a  very 
satisfactory  telegram  has  been  received 
at  the  War  Office  from  Lord  Chekns- 
ford,  dated  July  6.  I  must  mention  that 
it  is  not  yet  perfect,  as  it  is  still  passing 
through  the  station.  The  telegram  is 
as  follows : — 

**  Telxobam  pkox  Major  Gxnbbal  ths  Hon. 
H.  CLiPFonn  to  ths  Sscxbtaby  of  Statb 
poa  Wab  (St.  Vincbnt,  July  23, 1879)  :— 

"  JuiY  6. 

''Following  received  from  Chelmsfoid: — 
'  Cetywayo  not  having  coxnplied  with  my  de- 
manoB  by  noon  yesteraay,  July  3,  and  having 
fired  heavily  on  the  troops  at  water,  I  retumea 
the  114  cattle  he  had  sent  in,  and  ordered  a 
reconnoissance  to  be  made  by  the  mounted  force 
under  Colonel  Buller.  This  waa  effectually 
made,  and  caused  the  Zulu  Army  to  advance 
and  show  itself.  This  morning  a  force  under  my 
command,  consisting  of  the  2nd  Division,  under 
Major  G^eral  Newdigate,  numbering  1,870 
Europeans,  630  Natives,  and  8  guns,  and  the 
flying  column  under  Brigadier  General  Wood, 
numbering  2,192  Europeans  and  673  Nativea, 
4  guns,  and  2  Gatlings,  crossed  the  TJmvoloai 
River  at  6. 15,  and,  marching  in  a  hollow  square, 
with  the  ammunition  and  intrenching  tool  carts 
and  bearer  company  in  its  centre,  reached  an 
excellent  position  between  Unodwengo  and 
Ulundi  about  half-past  eight.  This  had  been 
observed  by  Colonel  Buller  the  day  before.  Our 
fortified  camp  on  the  right  bank  of  the  Umvolod 
was  left  with  a  garrison  of  about  900  Europeana, 
250  Natives,  and  one  Gatling  gun,  under  Colonel 
Bellairs.  Soon  after  half -past  seven,  the  Zulu 
Army  was  seen  leaving  its  bivouacs  and  ad- 
vancing on  every  side.  The  engagement  waa 
shortly  after  commenced  by  the  mounted  men. 
By  nine  o'clock  the  attack  waa  folly  developed. 
At  half.past  nine  the  enemy  wavered.  The 
17th  Lancers,  followed  by  the  remainder  of  the 
mounted  men,  attacked  them,  and  a  general 
rout  ensued.  The  prisoners  state  that  Cety- 
wayo waa  personally  commaading,   and  had 
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made  all  the  axmngements  himself,  and  that  he 
vttneued  the  fight  from  Lickazi  Kraal,  and 
that  12  regiments  took  part  in  it.  If  so,  20,000 
men  attacked  us.  It  is  impossible  to  estimate 
with  any  correctness  the  loss  of  the  enemy, 
oving  to  the  extent  of  the  comitry  over  which 
they  attacked  and  retreated,  but  it  could  not 
ksTB  been  less,  I  consider,  than  1,000  killed. 
By  noon  Ulondi  was  in  flames,  and  daring  the 
day  all  the  military  kraals  of  the  Zulu  Army 
and  in  the  valley  of  the  Umvolosi  were  de- 
itroyed.  At  2  p.m.  the  return  march  to  the 
camp  of  the  colnmn  commenced.  The  behaviour 
ol  the  troops  under  my  command  was  extremely 
ntisfactory.  Their  steadiness  under  a  com- 
plete belt  (rf  fire  was  remarkable.  The  dash  and 
vterprize  of  the  mounted  branches  were  all 
that  ooold  be  wished,  and  the  fire  of  the  Artil- 
Ivy  very  good.  A  portion  of  the  Zulu  Forces 
ttproachea  our  fortified  camp,  and  at  one  time 
unatened  to  attack  it.  The  Native  Contingent 
fonninga  part  of  the  garrison  were  sent  out 
lAer  the  action,  and  assuted  in  pursuit.  As  I 
kvf  faUy  aooomplished  the  object  for  which  I 
tdranoed,  I  consider  I  shall  now  bo  best  carrying 
oii  SirGamet  Wolseley's  instructions  by  moving 
il  once  to  Eulongamite,  and  thence  towards 
yimagnasa  I  shall  send  back  a  portion  of  this 
tone  with  the  empty  waggons  for  supplies, 
vhidi  an  now  ready  at  Fort  Marshall. 

"'I  beg  to  forward  a  list  of  casualties: — 
CDed.— 2nd  Division— Captain  Wyatt-Edgell 
nd  Farrier  Sergeant  Taylor,  17th  Lancers; 
CiBporal  Tonipkinson  and  Private  Coates,  58th 
Bcgiment:    Private    Kent,    94th    Regiment; 
Trooper  Sifona,   Shepstone*8    Horse.    Flying 
'    Colmnn. — Corporal    Carter,    R.A. ;    Bugler  J. 
Bmws,   Private  W.  Dirdloy,  13th  Regiment ; 
Privite  Floyd,  80th  Regiment ;  Trooper  Jones, 
KJf.  [tic)  Horso.    "Wounded. — 2nd  Division. — 
Dngerously — ^Troopers     Jones    and    Charles 
Wane,  17th  Lancers;  Privates  H.  Yalder  and 
W. Bowner,  21st  Regiment;  Privates  N.  Fash, 
W.  Stewart,  and  M.  Marony,  68th  Regiment ; 
Kvita  Muiazu,  ShcMtone's  Horse.    Severely 
—Major  R.  W.  C.  Winsloe,  Privates  Swadle, 
O.Brown,  F.  Fidler,  and  J.  Daveny,  21st  Regi- 
ment;  Major  W.  D.  Bond,  Privates  Catterell, 
£  Hawee,  and  W.  Soverett,  58th  Regiment ; 
Usntenant  H.  C.  Jenkins,  17th  Lancers;  Licu- 
teioi  A.  B.  Phipps,  1st  Battalion  24th  Regi- 
mnt;  Lieutenant  O.  E.  Liebonrood  and  Ser- 
Mnt  ^per,  68Ui  Regiment ;  Driver  Brecman, 
oA.;   EToapital  Bearer  Mubique.    Slightly — 
lieutenant  and  Captain  the   Hon.   R.  S.  G. 
ft^deton  Cotton,   Scots  Guards;    Lieutenant 
W.  C.  James,  2nd  Dragoons ;  Lieutenant  A.  B. 
KSiis,  RK. ;  Trooper  J.  Koyeau,  17th  Lancers ; 
AiTtte  Aly,  Ist  Battalion  24'th  Regiment :  Pri- 
*tffl  M.  JCurtah,  94th  Regiment;  Lieutenant 
^ttkins,    Xatal    Native    Contingent.     Flying 
GabnuL — ^Dangerous — Lieutenant  G.  A.  Pardoc, 
^inte  J.  Davies,  Mr.  Shepstone,  and  Bugler 
E  CockHng',     13th    Regiment;     Gunner    J. 
Infan,  B.A. ;    Privates    P.  Tulley   and  W. 
^tatf    80th     Regiment;     Trooper    Leagdo, 
Ibaiiied   Bomitoa.       Severely  —  Gunner    W. 
^kibead,  K.A. ;    Sergeant  R.  Wood,   R.E. ; 
^ntes  J.  Bourne^  H.  Owens,  C.  Johnson,  W. 
^'t,ind  J.  Curingf  13th   Regiment;  Sergeant 
^^terin,  Privates    A.  Beccroft  and  M.  DufFy, 
^  Regiment;  Private  J.  Flood,  90th  Regi- 
**t;  Trooper     P.     I>ogo«.    Baker's    Horse; 


Captain  Hurber,  "Wood's  Irregulars;  Lieu- 
tenant Cowdell,  Wood's  Irregulars;  Trooper 
Salein,  Mounted  Basutos.  Slightly — Private 
P.  Stokes,  13th  Regiment.*  '* 

armt  discipline  and  beoulation 

(commencement)  bill. 

Road  2*  (according  to  Order^;  C'Ommittee 
negatived:  Then  StandingOrdersNos.  XXXVII. 
and  XXXVIII.  ootiaidered  (according  to  order), 
and  dispensed  with  :  Bill  read  3",  and  passed. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  past  Two 

o'clock,  till  To-morrow,  a  quarter 

before  Four  o'clock. 


X        ".%     • 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesday,  23rd  July,  1879. 


MINTTTES.]— PrnLic  J^\iA.f^— Resolution  [July 
21]  reported — Supremo  Court  of  Judicature 
(Officers)  [Salaries,  &c.]  * 

Ordered — J/'irst  Beading — Judicial  Factors  (Scot- 
land) *  [267]  ;  Municipal  Elections  (Ireland)* 
[266]. 

Second  Reading — Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2) 
[212] ;  Commissioners  of  Woods  (Thames 
riers)  [249] ;  Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy 
(Ireland)  [146] ;  School  Boards  (Duration 
of  Loans)  [219],  debate  adjourned. 

Committee  —  Report  —  Turnpike  Acts  Continu- 
ance [239]  ;  Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act 
(1878)  Amendment  [128]. 

Withdrawn  —  University  Education  (Ireland) 
[183];  Public  Works  (Loans)  [70];  Parlia- 
mentarj'  Franchise  [84]. 

QUESTIONS. 


GREENWICH    HOSPITAL  PENSION 
FUND.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  GOUELEY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  it  bo  correct  that 
tho  compulsory  contributioDS  of  the  sea- 
men of  the  mercantile  marine  towards 
the  Greenwich  Hospital  pension  fund 
amounted  at  the  close  of  tlie  year  1834 
to  about  £2,000,000  ;  if  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  state  how  much  of  the  said 
amount  has  been  paid  back  in  pensions 
or  grants  to  the  contributories,  and  also 
to  their  widows  and  children ;  and,  if  he  is 
aware  that  seamen  now  in  receipt  of  the 
Greenwich  sixpence  pension  are  debarred 
from  receiving  the  pension  legally  due 
from  the  muster  roll  fund  ;  and,  if  so,  if 
ho  will  adopt  sudi  nif^asures  as  he  may 
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deem  necessary,  in  conjunction  with  the 
President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in  order 
that  aged  seamen  so  entitled  may  be 
paid  both  pensions  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  seen  the  Notice  of  the  Question 
only  within  the  last  half-hour,  and  it 
was  impossible  for  him  to  ascertain  the 
facts  since  then.  The  administration  of 
the  fund,  as  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
well  aware,  had  passed  away  from  the 
Admiralty  for  many  years,  and  they  had 
really  no  knowledge  of  the  circumstances 
to  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  called 
attention. 


ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 


UNIVERSITY   EDUCATION    (IRELAND) 
BILL.— [Bill  183.] 

{The  (y Conor  Don,  Mr,  Kavanagh,  Mr.  ShaWj 
Mr.  Mitchell  Henrp,  Lord  Charles  Beretford, 
Mr.  PamelL) 

SECOND    BEADING.        ADJOURNED    DEBATE. 

Order  for  resuming  Adjourned  Debate 
on  Amendment  on  Second  Beading 
[21st  May]  read. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  said,  that  as  he 
did  not  see  any  likelihood  of  his  being 
able  to  bring  on  the  Bill  during  the  re- 
mainder of  the  Session,  he  begged  to 
move  that  the  Order  for  the  Second 
Beading  be  discharged. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged;  Bill  withdrawn. 

SOUTH  AFRIOA— THE  ZULU   WAR- 
VICTORY  AT  ULUNDI. 

TELEORAlf. 

Sm  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH :  Sir, 
I  have  just  received  a  very  important 
telegram  from  the  Cape,  from  Sir  Bartle 
Frere,  which  I  will,  by  permission,  read 
to  the  House.  It  is  dated  Cape  Town, 
July  8 : — 

"  I  congratulate  Her  Majesty's  Govemment 
on  decisiye  victory  Touchsafed  to  Her  Majesty's 
Forces  under  Lord  Chelmsford  in  a  fair  fight  in 
the  open  on  July  4,  and  on  subsequent  capture 
and  destruction  of  Cetywayo^s  Royal  kraal, 
Ulundi.  Lord  Chelmsford  appears,  according 
to  his  promise,  to  have  awaited  at  camp  on 
White  Umvolosi,  till  noon,  July  3,  for  dehvory 
of  g^uns  and  1,000  rifles  by  accredited  Indunas — 
required  by  him  as  earnest  of  Cetywayo's  sin- 
oeiity  in  asking  to  treat  for  peace.    Conditions 

Mr.  Gaurleg 


not  being  fulfilled  Lord  Chehnsford  left  casn 
laagered,  and  advanced  with  2nd  (Newdigato  i 
Division,  and  Wood's  Flying  Column.    Wa 
attacked  on  march  in  open  country  by  Zul 
Force,  variously  estimated  at  from  12,000  t 
20,000.    They  enveloped  the  hollow  square  c 
our  troops,  charging  on  all  four  sides  up  t 
within  60  yards,  when  Zulua  broke  and  fle 
xmder  a  heavy  fire ;  were  punmed  by  Cavalry 
and  utterly  routed.    Lord  Chelmsford  advance 
to  Ulundi,  burnt  and  destroyed  all  militar 
kraals,  and  returned  to  camp  on  White  XJmvoloi 
same  evening.    All  arms  reported  to  have  don 
their  duty  aomirably.    Zulus  slain  estimated  a 
800  by  Mr.  Archibald  Forbes,  who  rode  witi 
above  news  in  15  hours  to  Landman's  Drift 
his  telegram  reached  night  of  July  5.    Britul 
loss    10    killed;    only   name   given,   Oaptsa 
Wyatt-Edgell,  17th  liancers,  but  no  other  offi- 
cer killed ;  63  wounded  —  only  names  givei^ 
Colonel  Lowe,  Major  Bond,  Lieutenants  Pmoe^ 
Jenkins,    James;    none  severely.      No  otfav 
casualties  named  since  last  mail  in  any  coloom. 
General  Crealock,  having  arranged  for  landiof 
stores  at  Port  Durnf ord,  is  advandnff  on  nsd  to 
Ulundi.  Zulus  on  line  of  march  coming  in  luji 
numbers  to  surrender.    Sir  Gramet  Wolselef, 
after  waiting  in  vain  for  two  days  to  effect  Itod- 
ing  at  Port  Dumford,  returned  m  Her  MBJettT*! 
ship  Shah  to  Durban,  and  proceeded  by  land  to 
join  Gk)neral  Crealock's  c<uumn.    Troops  with 
Lord  Chelmsford  comprised  detachments  of  tin 
13th,  21st,   24th,  68th,  80th,  90th,  and  Mtk 
Regiments,    the     17th    Lancers,    one  troop 
Dragoon  Guards,  600  Colonial  troops,  beada 
ArtUlery  and  Engineers.    I  have  received  fnsi 
Sir  Gkumet  as  yet  only  copy  of  Forbes*  tdflgm 
which  had  reached  me  previously. 

(Signed)  «  Fmu." 

PRIVILEGE  —  TOWER    HIGH    LEVEL 
BRIDGE  (METROPOLIS)  COMMITTKE. 

Order  for  Attendance  of  Hr.  CSudM 
Edmund  Grissell  and  Mr.  John  Saaii- 
lands  Ward,  read. 

Mb.  SPEAKER:  Let  the  Semaat- 
at-Arms  state  to  the  House  waoAs 
Charles  Edmund  Grissell  and  Jell 
Sandilands  Ward  are  in  attendaneef 

The  Sergeant-at'Armi :  Mr.  Ghiflidlji  ' 
not    in    attendance ;   Mr.  Ward  ii  n 
attendance. 

Mr.  SPEAKER:  Will  you  state  wW 
measures  you  have  taken  to  secure  tin 
attendance  of  Mr.  Grissell  ?  ' 

The  Sergeant-at-Arms :  The  Order  d  ; 
the  House  for  his  attendance  was  tenti  | 
by  the  Messenger  who  usually  aerf« 
the  Orders  of  me  House,  on  Taefldnj 
and  he  was  informed  that  Mr.  QbiwI 
had  gone  abroad.  The  Order  wasgivtt 
to  Mrs.  Grissell,  who  said  she  wow 
telegraph  to  her  husband.  I  hare  re- 
ceiyed  a  tele^am  this  morning  b^ 
Boulonge-sur-Mer  in  these  words— 


J 


1101     Tower  JOigh  Level  Bridge  (  Jxtlt  23,  1879)    {Metropolis)  Committee.     1102 

the  right  hon.  Gentleman.  If  we  are 
to  consider  our  Privileges  at  all,  we  can- 
not take  this  telegram  into  consideration, 
as  it  is  certainly  not  sufficient  excuse ; 
but  we  are  bound  to  see  that  the  Orders 
of  the  House  are  complied  with. 


"  Boulonge^siir-Mer,  Graham's  Hotel,         1 

"  Bourdeaux. 

'*  To  the  Sergeant-at-Arms.  Grissell  sent 
away.  Doctor's  orders.  Not  well  enough  to 
trarel." 

Mr.  speaker  :  Have  you  any  fur- 
ther information  from  Charles  Edmund 
Orissell? 

27ie  Sergeant-at'Arme :  No,  Sir. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  :  I  do  not  know,  Sir,  what  view 
the  House  may  take  as  to  the  telegram 
that  has  been  read  from  Mr.  Ghrissell; 
but  I  must  confess  that,  to  my  mind,  it 
does  not  appear  to  be  at  all  satisfactory. 
There  is  no  medical  certificate ;  there 
are  no  details  that  are  intelligible,  and 
I  think  that,  under  the  circumstances, 
we  have  no  other  course  open  to  us  than 
to  proceed  with  regard  to  Mr.  Grissell 
as  neglecting  to  obey  the  instructions 
and  Orders  of  the  House.  I  do  not 
think  I  need  delay  the  House  by  enter- 
ing into  the  case  of  Mr.  Grissell.  As  I 
mentioned  yesterday,  and  as  is  recorded 
in  this  Report,  the  Select  Committee 
appointed  by  the  House  to  investigate 
the  matter,  have  reported  that  they  are 

"  Unanimonsly  of  opinion  that  Mr.  Grissell, 
in  asserting  that  he  could  control  the  decision 
of  the  Committee  on  the  Tower  High  Level 
Bridge  (Metropolis)  Bill,  and  the  offer  he  made 
to  do  so,  was  grnilty  of  a  Breach  of  the  Privi- 
l^es  of  the  House.*' 

That  having  been  reported,  and  Mr. 
Ghrissell  having  been  ordered  to  attend 
in  his  place  in  the  House,  and  his  not 
having  appeared,  but  having  merely 
sent  a  communication  which,  I  think, 
the  House  cannot  regard  as  satisfactory. 
I  shall  beg  to  move — 

''  That  Charles  Edmxmd  Grissell  having  been 
ordered  to  attend  the  House  this  day,  and  having 
neglected  to  attend,  be  taken  into  custody  of 
the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  this  House ; 
and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  warrants 
accordingly.*' 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE:  Mr.  Speaker, 
I  am  sorry  my  noble  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  Badnor  Boroughs  (the  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  is  unable  to  be  in 
his  place  to-day ;  but  I  do  not  think 
that  many  words  are  required  from  me 
in  seconding  the  Motion  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  It  seems  to  me  that  it  will 
be  the  almost  unanimous  feeling  of  this 
House  that  the  only  course  we  can  adopt 
is  the  one  that  has  been  suggested  by 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

•*  That  Charles  Edmund  GrisseU  ha\'ingbeen 
ordered  to  attend  this  House  the  day,  and 
having  neglected  to  attend,  be  taken  into  the 
custody  of  ^e  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending  this 
House;  and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his 
warrants  accordingly." — {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.) 

Sib.  GEOEGE  BOWYEE:  Sir,  I 
rise  to  Order.  I  observed  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  stated  that  Mr.  Grissell  had 
failed  to  **  attend  in  his  place."  Now, 
I  want  to  know — [0*><  of  **  Order !  "] — 
when  an  hon.  Member  of  this  House  is 
charged  with  any  offence  against  the 
House,  he  is  ordered  to  attend  in  his 
place ;  but  that,  I  submit,  is  not  the 
case  in  regard  to  a  peAon  who  is  not  a 
Member  of  this  House.  I  therefore 
call  upon  you.  Sir,  to  set  us  right  on 
this  point. 

The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  I  am  very  sorry  if  I  used  the 
expression  referred  to  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Baronet  the  Member  for  Wex- 
ford ;  if  I  did  use  it,  it  was,  of  course,  a 
mere  slip  of  the  tongue. 

Me.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN  : 
I  wish.  Sir,  to  make  one  or  two  brief 
observations  on  the  question  now  before 
the  House ;  or,  rather,  I  wish  to  elicit 
information  from  someone  better  in- 
formed on  the  subject  than  myself  as  to 
whether  Mr.  Grissell,  if  he  awaits  the 
conclusion  of  the  present  Parliament  in 
some  secure  retreat  abroad,  will  not  be 
entirely  safe  from  any  further  pursuit  from 
this  House  ?  If  that  be  so,  1  venture  to 
think  that  the  advice  which  I  was  pre- 
sumptuous enough  to  give  on  the  first 
occasion  when  the  matter  was  brought 
before  the  House  will,  after  all,  turn  out 
to  have  been  the  right  advice — namely, 
that  when  any  person  is  accused  of  a 
Breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House  he 
should  at  once  be  summoned  to  the  Bar 
of  the  House,  and  then,  if  adjudged 
g^ty,  be  committed  to  the  custody  of 
the  Sergeant-at-Arms,  when  the  House 
will  proceed  as  it  thinks  fit.  It  appears 
to  me  that  what  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
now  proposes  is,  that  wo  should  cook  our 
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hare  before  we  liaye  caught  it,  and,  I 
would  venture  to  suggest  that  this  de- 
parture from  the  old  precedent  is  unwise, 
and  that,  if  we  had  followed  the  old  pre- 
cedent, we  should  have  caught  our  hare 
in  the  first  instance,  and  then  we  might 
have  best  determined  how  the  hare  should 
be  cooked. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  Charles  Edmund  Grissell 
having  heen  ordered  to  attend  the  House  this 
day,  and  having  neglected  to  attend,  he  taken 
into  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  at- 
tending this  House ;  and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do 
issue  his  Warrants  accordingly. 

Mr.  speaker  :  Understanding  from 
the  Sergeant-at-Arms  that  John  Sandi- 
lands  Ward  is  in  attendance,  I  will  ask 
whether  it  be  the  pleasure  of  the  House 
that  John  Sandilands  Ward  be  called 
in  ?  Is  it  your  pleasure  that  John 
Sandilands  Ward  be  called  in  ?  [  Cries 
of  '*  Aye ! "  from  all  parts  of  the  Souse,'] 
Let  John  Sandilands  Ward  be  brought 
in. 

[The  following  is  the  entry  in  the 
Votes  relating  to  the  subject : — ] 

''  John  Sandilands  Ward  was  then 
called  in,  and  was  addressed  by  Mr. 
Speaker  in  the  following  terms  : — 

"  John  Sandilands  Ward ;  Your  con- 
duct in  connection  with  the  Private  Bill 
relating  to  the  Tower  High  Level  Bridge 
has  been  subjected  to  patient  and  full 
inquiry  by  a  Select  Committee  of  this 
House.  That  Committee  have  come  to 
conclusions,  which  are  clearly  summed 
up  in  the  last  two  paragraphs  of  their 
Beport  to  the  House,  in  the  following 
terms  : — '  Your  Committee  are  unani- 
mously of  opinion  that  Mr.  Grissell,  in 
asserting  that  he  could  control  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Committee  on  the  Tower 
High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Bill, 
and  in  the  offer  he  made  to  do  so,  was 
guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
the  House.  And  they  are  unanimously 
of  opinion  that  Mr.  Ward  was  cognisant 
of,  and  assisted  Mr.  Grissell  in  the 
matter  of,  this  offer,  and  was  likewise 
guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of 
the  House.'  I  have  now  to  state  on 
behalf  of  the  House  that  the  House  is 
willing  to  hear  what  you  have  to  say 
upon  the  matter." 

John  Sandilands  Ward  thereupon  ten- 
dered the  following  explanation  of  his 
conduct : — 

Mr,  Knatehhull'Mugessen 


**  Mr.  Speaker, — Sir,  I  wish  to  flay  to  this 
honourahle   House,  if  the  House  in  its  great 
kindness  will  permit  me  to  do  so.  That  I  hare 
read  the  Beport  of  the  Select  Committee  ap- 
pointed in  this  matter,  and  that  I  am  much  du- 
tressed  at  the  concluding  paragraphs  of  the 
Report  of  that  honourahle  Committee,  which 
imply  a  dishelief  in  my  repudiation  of  all  know- 
ledge  of  an  improper  intention  on  the  part  of 
Mr.  Grissell  when  I  called  upon  Mr.  Hooker. 
Now,  I  beg  to  state  to  this  honourable  House 
that  I  am  a  Solicitor  of  some  nine  years'  stind- 
ing ;  that  I  have  a  large  and  highly  respectable 
practice,  and  my  clients  are  persons  of  mfluu 
and  social  position ;  that  my  oonnection  viih 
^£r.  Grissell  has  been  purely  professional ;  thst 
I  understood,  so  far  as  the  luight  conTemtioB 
I  had  with  him  on  the  subject  enabled  me,  thst 
he — being  a  connection  of  the  late  firm  of 
Grissell  and  Peto,  larg^  wharfingers  on  the 
Thames  and  great  contractors — had  some  tpmd 
means  of  acquiring  information  in  connectioB 
with  the  matters  tihen  before  your  honoimUa 
Committee ;  that  he  in  no  way  told  me,  nor  did 
I  inquire,  what  those  means  of  information  wen^ 
or  what  would  be  the  course  he  would  take  in 
support  of  his  notion  that  he  could  influenoe 
such  Committee ;    that  after  introdudn;  my 
client  I  had  no  further  communication  either 
with  Mr.  Hooker  or  any  other  persons  psitiflf 
to  the  Bill  or  connected  with  the  matter  dmdtj 
or  indirectly  ;    that  my   inteiriew  with  3fr. 
Hooker,  upon  which  the  allegation  against  me 
is  based,  occupied  not  more  than  half  a  minute, 
as  he  himself  has  sworn.    The  rapidity,  there- 
fore, with  which  the  words  alleged  to  be  ipokn 
must  have  been  uttered,  and  the  hti  that  thii 
hurried  interview  took  place  in  yourhonooiabk 
House — Mr.  Hooker  having  been  called  bm 
the  Committee  Room  to  see  me,  and  being  moit 
anxious  to  return — may,  I  earnestly  satnimt  1b 
your  honourable  House,  account  for  the  diicr^ 
pancy  in  the  evidence  on  this  point ;  thst  whs 
I  subsequently  saw  my  client  and  was  infanned 
by  him  that  ho  had  signed  the  letter  dnvn  ip 
by  Mr.  CockcU,  which  disclosed  a  manifest  ia- 
propriety,  I  at  once  told  him  that  he  had  tM 
looHshly  and  ridiculously.    I  venture  to  vMi 
to  your  honourable  House  the  striking  imito* 
bability  of   the  proposition — that   I,  s^  po- 
fessional  man,  in  largo  practice  as  a  Sdlieito^ 
should  voluntarily  seek  another  firm  of  Solid* 
tors,  themselves  officers  of    your   honoozthli 
House,  in  order  to  propose  to  them  a  tittUM- 
tion  which  on  the  face  of  it  would  be  in  At 
highest  degree  censurable  and  a  breach  ol  Fri* 
Wlege.     The  slenderest  consideration  of  tke 
relative  pofition    of  Mr.  Hooker  and  mjtett 
would,  I  humbly  submit,  lead  to  the  conduioa 
that  to  do  such  an  act  as  this  I  most  either  he  i 
person  having  no  character  or  social  position  of 
any  sort  to  lose,  or  a  man  who  had  taken  km* 
of  his  senses.    I,  therefore,  on  this  point,  far* 
ther  venture  to  say,  and  I  entreat  the  indnlgeoM 
of  your  honourable  House  while  I  do  so,  thrt 
Mr.  Hooker  is  entirely  wrong  in  his  remMB- 
brance  of  the  oxact  words  that  were  used  st  tht 
momentary  interview  so  often  refesred  to.  I 
wish  also  to  state  with  the  most  unbounded 
respect  to  this  honourable  House  that,  deeply 
as  1  deplore  the  conclusions  of  your  Committee, 
so  far  as  that  Report  refers  to  myself,  I  »••• 
in  the  satisfaction  of  my  ooDBcienoe,  urge  npo> 
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Under  these  circumstances,  Sir,  I  do  not 
fool  that  I  am  compelled,  or  that  it  would 
bo  at  all  consistent  with  the  wishes  of 
the  House,  that  I  should  protend  to  go 
over  the  ground  which  lias  been  gone 
over  so  well  by  the  Select  Committee. 
I  assume  that,  nothing  now  having  been 
stated  by  Mr.  Ward— nothing  having 
been  stated  by  him  that  was  not  before 
them  in  the  examination  that  has  been 
conducted  by  them — the  House  will  bo 
prepared  to  stand  by  the  decision  and 
tho  Beport  of  their  Committee.  This 
being  so,  I  consider  that  we  have  no- 
thing before  us  but  to  consider  what  is 
the  proper  course  to  take  with  reference 
to  an  offence  which  we  must  consider  to 
have  been  committed  against  the  Pri- 
vileges of  this  House.  Of  tho  magni- 
tude of  that  offence  I  feel  fully  convinced 
I  need  say  nothing.  It  is  one  of  those 
matters  upon  which  one  only  weakens 
the  gravity  by  enlarging  upon  them. 
Therefore  I  will  content  myself  by 
moving — 

"  That  John  Sandilands  Ward,  having;  been 
co^izant  of,  and  having  assiBted  Charles 
Edmund  GriBScU  in,  the  matter  of  his  offer  to 
control  the  decision  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Tower  High  Level  Bridge  Qlotroiwlis)  Bill, 
was  guilty  of  a  broach  of  the  JPrivilcges  of  this 
House." 


Tonr  honourable  House  that  nothing  was  fur- 
ther from  my  thoughts  or  intentions  than  that 
by  any  act  of  mine  I  should  infringe  the  Privi- 
I^^  or  in  the  slightest  degree  endeavour  to 
diminijih  the  respect  and  esteem  in  which  this 
hononTable  House  is  universally  held;  that  I 
dkoold  look  upon  any  act  which  proi)08cd  to 
impeach  the  known  character  for  incorruptibility 
which  attaches  to  all  proceedings  of  your 
honourable  House  as  an  offence  which,  if  it  were 
posnble  for  it  to  Hucceed,  woidd  be  a  misfortune 
to  my  country,  and  to  all  representative  institu- 
tums.  In  conclusion,  therefore,  I  wish  to  say 
that  whilst  my  conscicnco  acquits  me  of  all  iuu 
proper  intentions,  and  whilst  my  friends  and 
dicnta,  and  all  who  know  me,  will  believe  in 
tins  emphatic  assertion,  yet  am  I  here  to-day 
at  the  Bar  of  your  honourable  House  ready  to 
how  to  its  decision — whatever  that  decision 
■ay  be — but  impressed  with  the  hope  that  your 
honourable  House  will  give  due  consideration 
to  the  solemn  statement  which  I  now  make  that 
I  am  the  victim  of  a  cruelly  unfortunate  mis- 
a^rahension* " 

Mb.  SPEAEER  :  Is  it  the  pleasure 
of  the  House  that  John  Sandilands 
Ward  do  now  withdraw  ?  [Cri^a  of 
"  Aye ! "]  John  Sandilands  Ward  wiU 
nov  witharaw. 
John    Sandilands    Ward    thereupon 

withdrew.       

Tee  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB:  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  has 
now  heard  the  statement  of  Mr.  Ward. 
^  far  as  I  can  collect  from  that  state- 
ment, Mr.  Ward  confines  himself  to 
anerting  that  the  communications  which 
lie  had  with  Mr.  Grissell  were  of  a  purely 
inofeflsional  character ;  that  ho  was  not 
at  all  aware  of  the  nature  of  tlio  pro- 
posal which  Mr.  Grissell  intended  to 
Kaake  to  him ;  and  he  further  states  that 
Uie  recollection  of  Mr.  Hooker  on  this 
Blatter  was  wrong.  Well,  now.  Sir,  I 
^bserre  that  the  Select  Committee 
Ud  these  points  put  before  them;  I 
observe  also  that  the  Select  Committee, 
rfao  had  the  power  of  examining  wit- 
Mses  on  oath,  and  who  went  very  fully 
md  thoroughly  into  this  question,  having 
leard,  as  I  take  it,  very  much  the  same 
lef enee  brought  forward  by  Mr.  Ward 
kfl  that  which  we  have  now  listened  to, 
vae,  after  fiill  consideration,  to  the 
onclusion  that  the  statements  made  by 
Kr.  Hooker  and  Mr.  Cockell  were  true, 
^  that  the  counter-statements  made  by 
(r.  Ward  and  Mr.  Grissell  were  false  ; 
ad  under  these  circumstances  they  came 
KQanimouslj  to  the 

"Opinion  that  Mr.  Ward  was  cognizant  of 
^  asBstcd  Mr.  Grissell  in  the  matt«;r  of  this 
fcf  and  was  likewise  guilty  of  a  breach  of 
*^  PriTileges  of  the  House." 


If  the  House  should  arrive  at  this  con- 
clusion, it  will  then  bo  my  duty  to  mako 
a  further  Motion  as  to  the  manner  in 
which  Mr.  Ward  should  be  dealt  with. 
I  think  that  it  would  be  the  most  con- 
venient course  that  I  should  confino 
myself,  in  the  first  instance,  to  making 
a  Motion  declaring  Mr.  Ward  to  have 
been  guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  Privileges 
of  the  House  before  proposing  to  the 
House  any  Resolution  with  regard  to  the 
course  to  be  taken  subsequently. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  John  Sandilands  Ward  having  been 
cognizant  of,  and  having  assisted  Charles 
Edmund  GrrisscU  in,  the  matter  of  his  ofifer  to 
control  the  decision  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Bill,  was 
guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  Prinleges  of  this 
House." — (Jfr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

Mr.  GOSCHEN  :  Perhaps,  Sir,  it 
would  be  for  the  convenience  of  the 
House  if  one  of  the  Members  of  tho 
Select  Committee  which  has  investigated 
this  matter  would  state  whether  there  is 
anything  new  in  the  statement  which  has 
been  made  at  the  Bar  of  the  House  by 
Mr.  Ward.    It  would,  I  think,  be  satis- 
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factory  to  tUs  House  to  know  tliat  the 
point  which  Mr.  Ward  has  raised  has 
been  previously  considered  by  the  Select 
Committee  and  dealt  with  by  them. 

Mb.  SPENCEE  WALPOLE:  Sir,  the 
statement  made  by  Mr.  Ward  at  the  Bar 
of  the  House  turns  upon  exactly  the  same 
point  as  that  which  he  made  before  the 
Select  Committee — namely,  this — ^whe- 
ther in  the  original  communication  made 
by  Mr.  Ward  to  Mr.  Hooker  the  word 
**  control "  was  used  by  Mr.  Ward,  or 
the  word  ''influence."  According  to 
the  evidence,  Mr.  Orissell  undertook  to 
say  that  he  could  control  the  decision 
of  the  Committee,  or  that  he  could 
influence  the  decision  of  the  Committee, 
and  that  for  a  consideration  he  was  pre- 
pared to  do  so.  When  he  gave  an  in- 
terpretation of  that  term — namely,  the 
term  ''influence,"  the  interpretation 
sought  to  be  put  upon  it  was,  that  by 
evidence,  or  by  information,  Mr. 
Grissell  could  influence  the  Commit- 
tee's decision.  Such  an  interpretation, 
however,  was  clearly  contrary  to  the 
circumstances  of  the  case,  as  they  were 
detailed  in  the  evidence  taken  before 
the  Committee,  and,  strictly  speaking,  it 
was  hardly  possible  that  this  could  have 
been  the  meaning  of  the  term.  But  whe- 
ther the  word  "  influence"  or  the  word 
"  control "  was  used,  I  conceive  that  such 
a  charge  as  that  was  equally  a  charge 
against  the  Privileges  of  this  House,  and 
that  it  would  equally,  in  either  case,  have 
affected  the  character  and  the  conduct  of 
the  Committee.  I  am  not  prepared  to 
say  that  the  Committee  would  not  have 
arrived  at  precisely  the  same  conclusion 
as  they  have  arrived  at,  supposing  they 
had  believed  that  the  word  "  informa- 
tion" was  used.  [  Cries  of  "Influence! "] 
I  beg  pardon ;  I  am  not  prepared  to  say 
that  their  conclusion  would  have  been 
otherwise  as  regards  the  Privileges  of 
this  House  if  tney  had  believed  that 
information  was  the  term  used  as  the 
means  by  which  either  control  or  in- 
fluence was  to  be  exercised  over  the 
minds  of  the  Committee.  But  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case,  according  to  the 
evidence  of  all  the  other  witnesses, 
necessarily  show  that  the  word ' '  control, ' ' 
and  not  "  influence,"  was  demonstrably 
made  use  of  by  Mr.  Grissell,  at  aU 
events,  and,  as  I  believe,  by  Mr. 
John  Sandilands  Ward  also.  With 
regard  to  the  other  matters  which  tran- 
spired before  the  Committee,  I  do  not 

Mr.  Goschsn 


understand  that  any  question  is  raised 
by  Mr.  Ward  respecting  those  matters. 
I  do  not  wish  to  press  unduly  against 
either  Mr.  Ward  or  Mr.  Orissell ;  but 
this  I  must  say — that  the  character  of 
their  evidence,  their  demeanour  before 
the  Committee,  and  the  inconsistencies 
they  ran  into  with  reference  to  the  sub- 
stantial matter  before  the  Committee 
were,  to  my  mind,  quite  inexcusable. 
In  what  way  the  House  will  think  it 
right  to  dead  with  the  matter  after  the 
apology — it  is  not  an  apology — but  after 
the  submission  Mr.  Ward  has  made  to 
the  House,  that  is  a  question  for  the 
House  to  determine ;  but  as  to  the  single 
question  now  before  the  House  whether 
a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  the  House 
has  been  committed,  I  have  no  doubt 
in  my  own  mind,  and  I  believe  that  the 
other  Members  of  the  Committee  have 
also  no  doubt  in  their's,  that  such  is 
the  fact,  as  proved  before  them. 

Mb.  W.  B.  FORSTEE  :  I  think,  Sir, 
that  in  this  case  also  there  really  can  be 
only  one  feeling  in  the  House.  What 
we  have  before  us  is  this  fact — ^that 
there  was  reason  to  believe  that  a  very 
grave  breach  of  our  Privileges  had  been 
committed — one  as  to  which  it  was  im- 
possible, with  due  regard  to  the  cha- 
racter of  the  House  and  the  dignity  of 
the  House,  we  could  avoid  investigating 
with  the  view  of  finding  out  whether  the 
assertion  made  was  well-founded  or  not. 
A  Select  Committee,  having  the  full  con- 
fidence of  this  House,  has  most  carefully 
looked  into  the  matter.  They  have 
come  to  the  conclusion  that  the  person 
who  has  appeared  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House  has  been  guilty  of  a  breach  of 
Privilege.  You,  Sir,  have  asked  him  to 
make  his  explanation,  and  it  appears 
that  the  explanation  he  has  made  is  pre- 
cisely that  which  he  brought  before  the 
Committee.  We  have  the  testimony  of 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chairman 
of  the  Select  Committee  (Mr.  Spencer 
Walpole)  that  no  fresh  statement  has 
been  made  by  Mr.  Ward,  and  we  have 
also  his  declfijration  that  the  Committee 
unanimously  came  to  the  conclusion  that 
the  defence  which  has  now  been  repeated 
before  us,  and  which  was  made  before 
them,  was  one  to  which  they  could  pay 
no  attention.  It  appears  to  me  im- 
possible that  the  House  can  take  any 
other  course  than  to  assent  to  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. 
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Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY :  I  should 
like,  Sir,  to  address  a  question  to  the 
light  hen.  Oentleman  the  Chairman  of 
the  Select  Committee  in  reference  to  the 
void  "  information/'  which  ho  used  just 
now.  Did  he  mean  **  information  "  or 
"influence?" 

Mb.  spencer  WALPOLE  :  I  ought 
to  have  used  the  word  '*  influenco." 

Mb.  H.  B.  SHEBIDAN  :  I  should  like 
to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  whether  the 
statement  made  by  Mr.  Ward  before  the 
Committee,  that  his  conversation  with 
Mr.  Hooker  lasted  only  30  seconds,  is 
borne  out  by  the  evidence,  or  not  ?  The 
rig^thon.  Gentleman  said,  in  submitting 
hu  Motion  just  now,  that  Mr.  Ward  had 
been  answered  by  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Hooker  and  Mr.  CockeU.    It  strikes  me 
that  he  may  be  wrong  in  that.    I  have 
not  read  the  evidence — ^I  have  not  read 
the  whole  of  the  evidence — but  I  have 
teid  some  of  it,  and  I  elicit  from  what 
I  have  read,   and  what  I  have  heard 
from  the  Members  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee, that  it  was  only  Mr.  Hooker  who 
impeached  Mr.  Ward,  and  that  the  in- 
terriew  was  held  between  Mr.  Hooker 
ind  Mr.  Ward,  and  with  no  other  per- 
Km,  in  regard  to  this  matter.    Am  I  to 
imdentand  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man is  right  when  he  states  that  Mr. 
Ward's  statement  was  answered  both 
ly  Mr.  Ward  and  Mr.  CockeU  ?  It  ap- 
Mared  to  me  that  Mr.  Ward  never  saw 
3fr.  Cockell ;  that  the  only  interview  he 
9fer  bad  with  anybody  in  connection 
■with  the  matter  was  that  which  he  had 
"With  Mr.  Hooker,  and  which  he  says 
lasted  only  30  seconds.    I  wish  to  know 
if  that  be  a  correct  interpretation  of  the 
time— that  the  interview  lasted  only  30 
■Bconds  in  the  corridor  ? 

The  SOMCITOB  GENERAL  (Sir 
Hajkdixoe  Giffabd)  :  Perhaps  the 
Honae  will  allow  me  to  say  a  word  on 
this  aabject.  The  hon.  Member  for 
pudley  (Mr.  Sheridan),  who  has  spoken 
just  now,  was  quite  right  in  his  state- 
Hient  of  a  matter  of  fact.  According  to 
the  evidence  taken  by  the  Committee, 
the  interview  he  speaks  of  lasted  half-a- 
Bunute— I  do  not  think  Mr.  Ward  said 
'*30  seconds."  The  expression  is  one 
^  those  colloquial  phrases  which  one 
does  not  use  with  any  notion  of  exact- 
nets— the  interview  lasted  about  half-a- 
p^innte.  I  think,  however,  it  would  be 
^accurate  to  say  that  that  was  the  only 


evidence  before  the  Committee  to  justify 
the  conclusiou  they  have  drawn ;  because 
Mr.  Ward's  ovidenco,  the  entries  in  Mr. 
Hooker's  book,  and  a  groat  variety  of 
circumBtances  which  it  is  not  necessary 
to  go  into  now,  go  to  confirm,  in  a  very 
groat  measure,  the  clear  statement  of 
Sir.  Hooker,  and  that  made  by  Mr. 
Cockell.  There  can  be  no  doubt  that 
the  whole  question  before  the  Committee, 
as  raised  on  Mr.  Ward's  behalf,  was  the 
same  as  he  has  raised  at  the  Bar  of  the 
House  to-day,  and  what  I  understood, 
and  what  the  hon.  Member  opposite 
(Mr.  Sheridan)  desired  to  know,  was 
that  Mr.  Ward  made  before  the  Com- 
mittee exactly  the  same  statement  he 
has  made  to-day,  that  what  he  did  was 
to  say  he  had  a  client  who  could  secure 
the  decision  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Private  Bill.  Mr.  Hooker's  evidence 
showed  that  there  was  an  express  state- 
ment that,  for  a  consideration,  Mr. 
Ward  had  a  client  who  could  influence 
or  control  the  decision  of  the  Committee. 
I  think  that  that  was  what  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Spencer  Walpole) 
intended  to  say — that  Mr.  Ward  had 
said  that  he  had  a  client  who  could  in- 
fluence or  control  the  decision  of  the 
Committee.  I  quite  concur  with  my 
right  hon.  Friend  that  the  use  of  the 
word  "control"  or  ** influence,"  when 
taken  in  connection  with  the  rest  of  the 
sentence,  would  be  comparatively  imma- 
terial. The  broad  proposition  was  that, 
for  a  corrupt  consideration,  Mr.  Ward's 
client  would  be  able  to  determine  the 
decision  of  the  Committee,  and  that  the 
Committee  would  bo  influenced  by  such 
consideration.  That  was  the  proposi- 
tion, and  that  is  what  we  believe  was 
established  by  the  evidence. 

Mr.  PEMBEETON:  I  only  desire, 
Sir,  to  say  a  few  words.  We  havo  not 
only  the  evidence  of  Mr.  Hooker  as 
contradicting  that  of  Mr.  Ward,  but 
tlioro  is  other  testimony  on  which  the 
Committee  felt  bound  to  act.  It  is  per- 
fectly true  that  Mr.  Hooker  was  the  only 
person  with  whom  Mr.  Ward  had  any 
communication  on  the  subject ;  that  is 
quite  true,  but  that  was  by  no  means 
the  only  circumstance  or  evidence  which 
influenced  the  Committee  in  coming  to 
the  decision  they  did.  In  the  first  place, 
Mr.  Ward  stated  that  he  made  no  note 
of  the  conversation  at  the  time.  Mr. 
Hooker,  on  the  other  hand,  made  aver 
full  note,  and  that,  immediately  aH 
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the  conversation,  he  communicated  the 
purport  of  it  to  Mr.  Cockell.  Mr.  Cockell 
communicated  that  statement  to  Mr. 
Littler,  ono  of  the  counsel  engaged  for 
one  of  the  parties  concerned  in  the  Bill, 
and  it  is  a  very  remarkable  fact  that 
both  the  statements  of  Mr.  Cockell  and 
Mr.  Littler  entirely  confirm  the  use  of 
the  word  Mr.  Hooker  asserts  that  Mr. 
Ward  employed — that  is  to  say,  that  he 
had  a  client  who  could  control  the  deci- 
sion of  the  Committee.  And  not  only 
this,  but  a  reference  to  Mr.  Ward's 
books,  certainly,  in  the  opinion  of  every 
Member  of  the  Committee,  entirely  con- 
firmed the  statement  made  ^y  Mr. 
Hooker,  and  they  are  entirely  inconsis- 
tent with  the  statement  of  Mr.  Ward, 
that  the  communication  was  a  mere 
harmless  communication  in  reference  to 
someone  who  could  get  additionl  evi- 
dence. I  believe  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  to  have  been  that  the  state- 
ment that  the  communication  was  an 
offer  of  additional  information  on  the 
merits  of  the  Bill  was  entirely  an  after- 
thought, and  I  do  not  believe  'that  any 
Member  of  the  Committee,  or  any  Mem- 
ber of  this  House,  who  has  road  the  evir 
dence,  would  have  come  to' any  other 
conclusion  than  that  to  which  the  Com- 
mittee have  come. 

Mr.  GRAY:  As  a  Member  of  the 
Committee,  and  as  one  thoroughly  real- 
izing the  gravity  of  the  decision  which 
the  Committee  came  to,  I  feel  bound 
to  say  that  I  certainly  could  not  have 
concurred  heartily  with  that  decision 
were  the  case  against  Mr.  Ward 
based  solely  on  the  evidence  of  Mr. 
Hooker.  VVe  had  the  conflicting  tes- 
timony of  these  two  gentlemen,  and  we 
had  to  judge  to  which  of  them  was 
due  credibility.  We  weighed  the  en- 
tire evidence  which  came  before  us, 
and  we  found  that  Mr.  Ward  contra- 
dicted himself,  that  he  omitted  to  state 
material  facts,  and  that  his  evidence 
really  was  discreditable  judged  on  its 
own  merits.  On  the  other  hand,  we 
found  that  the  evidence  given  by  Mr. 
Hooker  and  Mr.  Cockell  was  thoroughly 
consistent,  and  borne  out  by  all  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case ;  that  the  entries 
in  the  books  of  Mr.  Ward  rather  tended 
to  show  that  ho  had  a  knowledge  of  the 
affair  than  otherwise,  and  it  was  after 
weighing  the  evidence  upon  its  merits 
that  we  arrived  at  our  conclusion.  Al- 
though we  did  not  arrive  at  it  without 
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great  pain,  I  do  not  think  any  hon. 
Member  who  has  read  the  evidence 
through  will  think  that  we  could  con- 
sistently with  our  duty  have  come  to 
any  other  decision. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Besohedf  Neniint  Qmtradi^entey  That  John 
Sandilands  Ward  having  been  cog^iant  ci, 
and  having  assisted  Charles  Edmund  Grissell  in, 
the  matter  of  his  offer  to  control  the  decision  of 
the  Committee  on  the  Tower  High.  Level  Bridfi 
(Metropolis)  Bill,  was  guilty  of  a  breach  of  thi 
Privileges  of  this  House. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  Mr.  Speaker,  the  House  haT- 
ing  now  arrived  unanimously  at  the  con- 
clusion that  Mr.  Ward  has  been  goiUy 
of  a  breach  of  the  Privileges  of  the  noaw, 
it  becomes  our  duty  to  consider  what 
course  the  House  should  pursue  withn- 
gard  to  this  gentleman.  There  are  two 
courses  which  might  be  taken ;  either  to 
commit  him  to  the  custody  of  the  Se^ 
geant-at-Arms,  or  to  reprimand  him  for 
his  conduct.  I  think,  having  referenee 
to  the  character  of  the  offence,  it  is  ono 
which  could  not  be  treated  by  a  nmpio 
reprimand.  The  proceedings  to  which 
Mr.  Ward  has  been  a  party  were  of  a 
character  different  altogether  from  thtt 
class  of  breaches  of  Privilege  with  which 
we  sometimes  have  to  deal.  laHnde, 
of  course,  to  those  cases  in  which  laa* 
guage  of  an  imprudent,  or  of  an  offeom 
character  has  been  used ;  language  whiA 
is  apologized  for  and  submitted  to  ihi 
mercy  of  the  House.  In  this  case,  a  step 
has  been  taken  which  might,  if  it  wen 
passed  over,  and  if  it  were  treated  u 
of  comparatively  little  importance,  be 
allowea  to  imply  that  the  House  ww 
not  jealous  of  that  which  is  the  nort 
important  of  its  characteristics — ^I  mett 
the  unquestionable  honour  of  the  HooM- 
The  proceedings  of  Mr.  OrisBell  m 
obviously,  on  the  face  of  them,  absordr 
and  that  is  the  only  kind  of  defence  Atf 
could  be  made  for  them,  or  the  on]|j 
extenuation  that  could  be  pleaded.  Bnt 
this  is  a  case  in  which  it  is  not  snfficieBt 
to  say  that  the  offence  is  one  of  an  ab- 
surd character ;  it  is  one  which,  if  we  do 
not  treat  it  in  such  a  way  as  to  mail:  Mff 
sense  of  its  gravity,  might  lead  to  mi^ 
conception  as  to  the  determination  of  Ai 
House.    Therefore,  Sir,  I  shall  moTfr- 

*  *  That  John  Sandihinds  Ward  be,  for  hii  ■«* 
offence,  committed  to  the  custody  of  the  ^'Wj^ 
iit-Arms  attending  this  House ;  »nd  thil  *• 
SjKjakor  do  issue  his  warrant  accordiDglT." 
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Motion  made,  and  Qaestion  proposed, 

**  That  John  Sandilands  Ward  be,  for  his 
said  offence,  oommitted  to  the  custody  of  the 
Sergeant-at-Anns  attending  this  Houae;  and 
that  Mr.  Speaker  do  iBeue  his  warrant  accord- 
ingly."— (Jfr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

M».  0.  BECKETT-DENISON :   Be- 
fore  the  Resolution  is  put.  Sir,  I  wish  to 
say  one  word.    It  is  this — ^that  there 
wOl  be  no  difference  of  opinion  whatever 
as  regards  the  Motion  which  has  just 
been  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer.    That  we  shall  be  unanimous 
on  the  point  is  perfectly  certain.    But 
there  isthis  other  consideration — that  the 
grave  offender  in  this  matter  is  Mr. 
GrisseU,  who  has  retired  from  without 
the  jurisdiction  of  this  House,  and,  for 
anyming  we  know  to  the  contrary,  he 
may  remain  in  contumacy  for  any  length 
of  time.    Then  comes  the  question,  if  he 
should  adopt  that  course,   and  if  he 
should  defy  your  Warrant,  what  will  be 
the  result  ?    The  result,  I  imagine,  will 
be,  that  the  force  of  the  Warrant  will 
be  spent  the  moment  that  Parliament 
prorogues;  it  can  be  renewed  in  the  next 
Session,  and  again  the  man  may  remain 
in  contumacy,  defying  the  House,  and 
receiving  no  punishment  whatsoever.  If 
that  be  the  case — and  I  am  quite  ready 
to  be  told  I  am  wrong  in  the  assumption 
— if  that  be  the  case,  then  comes  this 
question  for  the  House,    is  the  lesser 
offender  to  receive  the  punishment  which 
you    cannot    inflict    upon  the    greater 
offender? 

Mb.  KNATOHBULL-HUGE88EN  : 
I  wish  to  make  one  remark.  Sir,  upon 
the  observations  of  my  hon.  Friend  op- 
posite (Mr.  C.  Beckett-Denison),  which 
is  this-~that  his  observations  appear 
very  inapplicable  to  the  question  im- 
mediately before  us.  If  I  understand 
him  rightly  he  has  doubts  about  punish- 
ing the  lesser,  because  we  cannot  at  pre- 
sent catch  the  greater,  offender.  It  seems 
to  me  that  if  you  are  to  lay  down  the 
law  that  you  cannot  punish  the  receiver 
unless  you  catch  the  thief,  the  object  of 
justice  would  seldom  be  met. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER :  Two  per- 
sons have  offended  gravely  against  the 
Privileges  of  this  House.  One  has  with- 
drawn from  the  jurisdiction  of  this  House 
and  the  other  is  now  in  custody ;  or,  at 
any  rate,  is  in  attendance  upon  the 
pleasure  of  the  House.  The  fact  that 
one  of  these  offenders  has  withdrawn 
from  our  jurisdiction  does  not  in  any 


way  affect  our  decision.  The  House  of 
Lords  can  commit  for  a  certain  term, 
but  the  House  of  Commons  cannot ;  we 
can,  however,  deal  with  the  matter  when 
we  re-assemble  next  Session. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Ordered,  That  John  Sandilands  Ward  be,  for 
his  said  offence,  committed  to  the  custody  of  the 
Sergeant  at  Arms  attending  this  House ;  and 
that  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  warrants  ac- 
cordingly. 


PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  BILL. 

(Mr.   Chaneelkr  of  the  Exchequer,    Sir  Senry 

Selwiti'Ibbeteon.) 

[bell  70.]     sEcomD  aBADnra. 
Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  :  I  rise  to  a  point  of 
Order.    My  objection  to  the  second  read- 
ing of  this  Bill  is,  that  the  Bill  now  in 
the  hands  of  the  House  is  different  from 
the  Bill   originally  introduced  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.    I  believe  that  upon  the 
main  point  there  can  be  no  difference  of 
opinion — namely,  that  when  a  Bill  is 
introduced  into  this  House  it  becomes 
the  possession  of  the  House ;  and  it  is 
cleaz)y  not  in  the  right  of  any  private 
Member  to  make  any  alteration  in  it, 
without  the  direct  instruction  of   the 
House  so  to  do.     I  wish,  Sir,  to  refer  to 
one  or  two  precedents  which  appear  to 
bear  out  the  proposition  which  I  now 
venture  to  submit  to  the  House — that  is, 
that  the  Bill  now  before  the  House  can- 
not be  read  a  second  time.    I  find  that  in 
1850,  Mr.  Stuart  Wortley  brought  in  a 
Bill  to  legalize  the  marriage  with  a 
deceased  wife's  sister.   Mr.  Stuart  Wort- 
ley  had   obtained  leave    to    introduce 
the  Bill ;    but  in  the  course  of  a  few 
days,  and  before  he  was  to  move  the 
second  reading  of  the  BiU,  it  was  dis- 
covered that  the  Bill,  as  introduced,  had 
not  been  fiilly  matured,  and  Mr.  Stuart 
Wortley  told  the  House  that  he  had  in- 
troduced a  clause  in  the  Bill  which  he 
contended  might  not  materially  affect 
the  principle  of  the  Bill.     On  being  ap- 
pealed to,  on  the  18th  February,  1850, 
the  then  Speaker,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre, 
ruled  that  it  was  not  competent  for  any 
Member  to  make  any  other  than  a  clerical 
alteration  in  a  Bill  which  had  once  been 
introduced  and  read  a  first  time.    On  the 
occasion  of  the  second  reading  of  the 
University  Tests  Bill,  on  the  2Bth  March, 
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1873,  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney,  then  the  Member  for 
Brighton  (Mr.  Fawcett),  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  charge  of  the  Bill  admitted  that 
in  the  course  of  the  previous  few  days 
he  had  made  an  arrangement  to  modify 
the  wording  and  provisions  of  the  Bill ; 
upon  which,  Sir,  you  were  appealed  to, 
and  you  gave  decided  answer  in  these 
words — 

"  Thero  is  no  principle  more  clearly  laid  down 
in  this  House  than  this — when  a  I^Iember  has 
introduced  a  Bill  to  the  House  it  ceases  to  he  in 
that  Memhcr's  hands,  and  passes  into  the  pos- 
session of  the  House.  No  essential  alteration 
of  that  Bill,  at  any  stage,  may  then  be  made 
without  tho  distinct  Order  of  the  House.'* — 
[3  Hansard^  ccxv.  303.1 

The  only  other  precedent  to  which  I  wish 
to  refer  is  one  which  occurred  on  the 
23rd  of  January,  1878,  when  my  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  the  Member  for 
Kincardineshire  (Sir  George  Balfour) 
brought  in  his  Hypothec  Bill.  He  made 
alterations  in  that  Bill  before  the  second 
reading,  and  when  the  second  reading 
was  called,  objection  being  taken  to  the 
Bill  being  dissimilar  with  the  one  origin- 
ally introduced,  you.  Sir,  ruled  that — 

**  Hon.  Members  might  make  clerical  or  verbal 
alterations  in  Bills ;  but  it  would  not  be  in  Order 
for  any  hon.  Member  to  move  the  second  read- 
ing of  a  Bill  which,  although  bearing  the  same 
title,  differed  materially  and  substiintially  from 
the  measure  which  he  had  obtained  leave  to  in- 
troduce.**—[3  Hansard,  ccxxx\'ii.  362.] 

I  am  quite  aware  that  in  the  last  ruling 
of  the  Chair  there  were  words  intro- 
duced which  wore  not  in  the  ruling  of 
the  previous  Speaker  on  a  similar  ques- 
tion, or  in  the  ruling  of  you.  Sir,  on  the 
University  Tests  Bill.  For  instance,  in 
1850,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre  ruled  that  it 
was  not  competent  for  any  hon.  Member 
to  make  other  than  clerical  alterations 
in  a  Bill ;  and  in  1 873,  you.  Sir,  ruled 
that  no  essential  alterations  could  be 
made  in  a  Bill  without  tho  direct  Order 
of  the  House.  But,  in  1878,  I  observe 
that  other  words  are  introduced  in  the 
ruling  of  the  Chair  ;  for  you.  Sir,  ruled 
that  it  was  necessary  that  thero  should 
be  some  material  and  substantial  differ- 
ence in  the  measure  in  order  to  prevent 
its  being  read  a  second  time.  I  will 
proceed  to  show  that  the  Bill  which  is 
now  on  the  Table  of  the  House  is  not 
the  same  Bill  which  was  introduced  by 
the  Government.  Perhaps  tho  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the 

Mr,  Eylanda 


Exchequer  will  refer  to  the  2nd  dame. 
In  line  1 8  of  the  2nd  clause  of  the  origmal 
Bill  there  was  a  blank  in  referenoe  to 
the  amount  to  be  repayable  upon  public 
loans.    That  blank  has  been  filled  up 
in  the  substituted  Bill  by  the  additioa 
of  the  words  ^'  four  and  a  quarter  per 
cent."    I  shall  not,  however,  rest  nwm 
that  as  a  very  material  alteration ;  tmt 
I  will  come  to  what  I  consider  a  veiy 
material  alteration.     In  Clause  4  of  the 
first    Bill    there    occur    the   followiag 
words: — 

<<  So  much  of  section  eleven  of  the  PablicWoriEi 
Loans  Act,  1875,  and  so  much  of  any  Act  idat* 
ing  to  tho  Commissioners  of  Public  Worki  in 
Ireland  as  authorises  the  repayment  of  a  lots  Vf 
means  of  an  annuity  is  hereby  repealed  lo  fv 
as  relates  to  any  loan  granted  after  the  fintdiy 
of  April,  1879." 

But,  in  the  new  Bill,  the  words  ''  and  so 
much  of  any  Act  relating  to  the  Com- 
missioners of  Ehiblic  Works  in  Ireland" 
are  omitted.  I  contend  that  that  is  a 
very  material  alteration.  The  effect  of 
that  alteration  is,  that  the  Bill  which 
authorized  the  Public  Works  Loan  Com- 
missioners to  grant  Public  Works  Loaoi 
on  annuity,  and  which  originally  ap- 
plied to  England  and  Irel^d,  ia  nov 
left  to  apply  to  Ireland  alone.  In  iha 
5th  clause  of  the  Bill  there  is  also  aa 
important  alteration.  In  the  original 
Bill  the  clause  ran  as  follows : — 

**  Nothing  in  this  Act  shall  apply  to  anj  Ion 
granted  before  the  1st  of  April,  1879,  nor  tonj 
instalments  subsequently  advanced  in  wsgiA 
of  such  loan." 

Of  course,  this  was  a  general  saTiBg 
clause  to  all  loans  prior  to  1879;  bat 
there  is  a  further  provision  in  the  nev 
Bill  to  this  effect — 

"  Nor  to  any  advance  which  the  Public  WoAi 
Loans  Commissioners  are  authorised  to  nsks^  • 
sections  four  and  five  of  the  Public  Worki  LoM 
Money  Act,  1876,  and  the  Acts  in  those  mdam 
mentioned,  to  tho  Port  Patrick  and  BeUtft  ui 
County  Down  Railway  Companies,  and  for  is- 
proving  the  harbour  of  Colombo.'* 


Now,  this  constitutes  an  entire 

in  the  Bill,  for  new  matter  is  indudad 
in  the  clause.  Well,  Sir,  I  will  onh 
allude  briefly  to  the  last  alteration  whioi 
occurs  in  Clause  6,  line  25.  The  old 
clause  had  reference  to  the  repaymwitrf 
the  advances  to  the  Public  Works Loaa* 
Commissioners ;  but  the  clause  in  tht 
substituted  BiU  also  provides  that— 

**  Every  sum  so  advanced  shall  be  repaid,  sod 
the  interest  from  time  to  time  aocnuQg  thovo 
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■hall  be  paid,  out  of  the  sums  paid  or  appli- 
cable in  or  towards  the  discharge  of  the  principal 
or  interest  of  any  loan  granted  by  the  Public 
Works  Loans  Commissioners  either  before  or 
after  the  passing  of  this  Act,  or  the  advance  of 
sach  sum,  and,  if  such  sums  are  insufficient, 
shall  be  charged  on  and  paid  out  of  the  Con- 
solidated Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom.*' 

Now,  I  submit  that  these  alterations  are 
not  in  the  nature  of  clerical  or  verbal 
alterations,  but  in  the  nature  of  altera- 
tions that  affect  the  scope  of  the  Bill. 
Thej  clearly  affect  the  material  points 
of  the  Bill ;  and,  therefore,  I  must  con- 
tend that  we  ought  not  to  be  called  upon 
to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time.  I  ven- 
ture to  submit,  Sir,  the  4th  dause,  by  the 
omission  of  the  words  '*  and  so  much  of 
any  Act  relating  to  the  Commissioners 
of  Public  Works  in  Ireland,"  has  an 
application  very  different  and  more  re- 
stricted than  that  which  was  intended  in 
the  Bill  originally  placed  on  the  Table 
of  the  House.  I  think  that  is  a  sufficient 
justification  why  the  Bill,  having  been 
altered  while  in  the  possession  of  the 
House,  should  not  be  read  a  second 
time,  and  why  the  Order  should  be  dis- 
charged. 

Mr.  GHAMBEELAIN  said,  that,  be- 
fore Mr.  Speaker  gave  the  House  the 
benefit  of  his  opinion,  he  should  like  to 
make  one  or  two  observations  in  sup- 
port of  the  course  taken  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands),  and 
especially  in  reference  to  the  material 
character  of  the  alterations  which  had 
been  made  in  the  Bill.  The  Bill  was 
.one  of  only  seven  clauses,  and  no  less 
than  four  of  them  had  been  altered  by 
five  distinct  and  separate  alterations. 
One  of  the  alterations  was  the  omission 
of  words  which  were  in  the  original  Bill, 
and  the  others  were  the  addition  of  words 
which  appeared  for  the  first  time  in  the 
substituted  measure.  As  regarded  those 
additions,  there  was  one  which  his  hon. 
Friend  had  not  referred  to,  but  which, 
however,  was  of  very  great  importance. 
The  concluding  words  of  Clause  4  of  the 
new  Bill  did  not  appear  in  the  BiU  as 
originally  presented.  These  were  ^ '  which 
is  not  to  be  repaid  within  twenty  years." 
By  that  additional  paragraph  a  whole 
class  of  loans  was  excluded  altogether 
&om  the  action  of  the  clause ;  and  if  it 
were  within  the  province  of  any  Member 
of  the  Government  to  make  a  change  of 
that  kind,  it  appeared  to  him  that  an 
absolutely  new  Bill  might  be  brought 
iUy  under  the  cover  of  the  first  reading 


of  a  totally  different  Bill.  The  same 
remark  applied  to  the  alteration  of 
Clause  5,  by  which  a  very  important 
Consolidation  Act,  including  many  other 
Acts,  and  especially  referring  to  two 
classes  of  loans,  was  for  the  first  time 
excluded  from  the  operation  of  the  BUI. 
He  could  not  see  how,  under  such  cir- 
cumstances and  alterations  so  consider- 
able in  their  character,  the  House  could 
be  called  upon  to  consider  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  which  was  certainly 
not  read  a  first  time  some  time  ago. 

Mb.  C ALLAN  supported  the  objec- 
tions taken  to  the  Bill.  He  thought  that 
the  Bill  ought  to  be  withdrawn,  and  a 
new  measure  introduced. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QIJEE  said,  he  desired  to  explain  the 
facts  of  the  case  before  Mr.  Speaker  pro- 
nounced upon  the  question  of  Order. 
Such  a  course  would  have  the  effect  of 
shortening  discussion,  for,  as  they  stood, 
they  were  very  simple.  The  Bill  had 
been  introduced  by  him  at  a  rather  late 
hour,  and  no  discussion  occurred  at  that 
time.  Unfortunately,  however,  the  copy 
of  the  Bill  which  he  had  in  his  hand, 
and  which  was  presented  to  the  Clerk  on 
that  occasion  and  afterwards  printed 
and  distributed  among  hon.  Members, 
was  an  imperfect  one.  It  was  usual  in 
these  cases  that  a  draft  should  be  sent 
for  revision  by  the  office  which  presented 
it,  before  it  was  circulated.  If  that  had 
been  done  in  this  case,  they  would  have 
seen  that  a  wrong  copy  had  been  given 
in ;  but  unfortunately  that  did  not  take 
place.  When  the  mistake  was  disco- 
vered it  was  too  late,  inasmuch  as  the  im- 
perfect copy  had  been  already  circulated 
and  placed  in  the  hands  of  Members. 
As  soon  as  the  fact  came  to  the  know- 
ledge of  the  Treasury,  it  was  found  that 
there  were  several  provisions  in  the 
original  Bill  which  required  alteration, 
especially  that  which  affected  the  Irish 
Land  Act.  On  the  22nd  February  the 
incomplete  Bill  was  circulated ;  but  on 
the  26th  February,  only  four  days  after- 
wards, the  amended  Bill  was  produced 
and  circulated  in  a  complete  form.  But 
this  was  a  matter  which  occurred  as  far 
back  as  five  months  ago,  and  no  one 
until  now  heard  a  whisper  breathed 
upon  the  subject.  He  bought  hon. 
Members  might  have  managed  to  make 
known  their  objections  to  the  measure 
before  that  moment.  He,  however,  con- 
gratulated them  upon  their  ingenuity 
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in  disoovermg  the  objection,  and  only 
disclosing  it  on  the  23rd  July.  Of  course, 
if  Mr.  Speaker  should  decide  that  the 
Government  were  out  of  Order  in  pre- 
senting this  measure  for  a  second  read- 
ing, he  had  nothing  to  do  but  to  with- 
draw it  and  ask  leave  to  introduce 
another  Bill. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  showed 
how  the  mistake  had  arisen.  He  (Mr. 
W.  E.  Forster)  had  not  known  of  the 
difference  between  the  two  copies  of  the 
Bill  until  to-day,  and  he  supposed  that 
was  the  position  of  hon.  Members 
generally.  But  the  Government  knew 
of  the  mistake  some  time  ago,  and  what 
could  have  been  easier  than  to  avoid 
the  present  difficulty  by  the  introduc- 
tion of  another  Bill,  and  of  explaining 
the  mistake  ?  That,  however,  had  not 
been  done.  As  it  was  admitted  that  the 
alterations  in  the  Bill  were  not  merely 
verbal  alterations,  he  apprehended  Mr. 
Speaker  would  rule  that  only  one 
course  could  now  be  taken,  and  that 
was,  that  the  Bill  must  be  withdrawn. 

Mb.  speaker  :  It  appears  that  the 
Public  Works  Loans  Bill  was  ordered  by 
this  House  to  be  printed  on  the  14th  of 
February  last,  and  that  it  was  delivered 
on  the  22nd  of  February.  Subsequently, 
it  was  reprinted,  and  was  delivered 
as  a  substituted  Bill  on  the  26th  of 
February.  Now,  if  any  material  altera- 
tions in  the  Bill  as  originally  printed 
were  made  in  'the  substituted  BiU,  such 
a  proceeding  was,  no  doubt,  irregular, 
ana  it  does  appear  to  me  that  the  altera- 
tions in  the  substituted  Bill  were  of 
such  a  material  character  as  to  render 
the  proceeding  irregular.  The  proper 
course  to  take,  under  these  circum- 
stances, would,  therefore,  be  to  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  this  Bill,  in  order  to 
introduce  a  new  Bill. 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  WeU,  Sir,  I  have  then  no  op- 
tion but  to  take  that  course,  after  your 
ruling.  I  beg  leave,  accordingly,  to  move 
that  the  Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second 
Reading  of  the  Bill  he  discharged,  in 
order  that  a  new  Bill  should  be  intro- 
duced. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  discharged;  'EiXLmthdraum:  and 
leave  given  to  present  another  Bill  in- 
stead thereof. 

The  ChaneeUor  of  the  Mxehequer 


Mb.  CHAMBERLAIN  desired  to 
make  a  suggestion  to  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer. The  Public  Works  Loans  Bill 
had  been  upon  the  Paper  upon  the 
average  twice  a-week  since  it  was  read 
a  first  time.  It  had  caused  a  great  deal 
of  interest  in  the  House  and  in  the 
country,  and  a  number  of  Gentlemen 
had  been  brought  down  again  and 
again  in  order  to  oppose  the  measure. 
This  was  especially  the  case  at  the 
earlier  part  of  the  Session,  when  it  was 
possible  that  the  Bill  might  be  taken  as 
the  second  Order.  Lately,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  promised  that  it  should 
be  taken  only  as  a  first  Order,  and  that 
had,  to  a  conmderable  extent,  released 
hon.  Gentlemen.  Considering  the  late- 
ness of  the  Session,  he  ventnred  to 
suggest  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  he  could  not  hope  to  carry  a  Bill 
containing  so  much  contentious  matter ; 
and  it  would  be  a  g^at  saving  of  time, 
and  relieve  many  of  the  opponents  of  the 
measure,  if  he  would  now  say  that  in 
the  new  Bill  he  would  drop  all  conten- 
tious matter,  at  all  events,  for  the  pre- 
sent Session,  and  that  he  would  be 
satisfied  to  introduce  a  Bill  giving  the 
Government  all  they  required  to  meet 
the  local  requirements  for  the  next  12 
months. 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  doubted 
whether  it  would  be  possible  to  pass  the 
Bill  this  Session. 

POOE  LAW  AMENDMENT  (No.  2)  BILL. 

[Bill  212.] 
{Mr,  Salt,  Mr,  Selatir-Booth.) 

SEOOIO)  BSABDra.      ADJOUBHBD  DBBATE. 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Question  [Ist  July],  "That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 
—{Mr.  Sclater- Booth.) 

Question  again  proposed. 

Debate  resumed. 

Mb.  SCLATER-BOOTH  explained 
tiiat  the  measure  would  extend  me  Act 
of  1876  to  those  cases  which  it  did  not 
now  reach.  It  would  meet  the  very  pe- 
culiar case  of  the  Metropolis,  and  would 
relieve  the  local  authorities  from  certain 
responsibilities  which  were  now  very 
heavy  to  bear.  He  had  been  pressed 
by  the  local  authorities  of  London  and 
the  Metropolitan  Asylunu  Board  to  pxo« 
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poBO  leffialatioii  in  the  direction  in  which 
the  Bill  went,  and  he  hoped  the  Honse 
wonld  now  read  it  a  second  time. 

Sib  OHABLES  W.  DILEE  donbted 
rery  much  if  there  was  mnch  chance  of 
the  Gbyemment  being  able  to  pass  a 
measure  of  such  importance  at  that  late 
period  of  the  Session.  He  had  a  very 
neat  objection  to  the  2nd  clause  of  the 
Bill,  which  he  considered  dealt  in  an 
unsatisfactory  way  with  the  matter  in 
question. 

Mb.  BYLAND8 :  I  must  join  with 
my  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke) 
in  regretting  that  we  should  be  called 
upon  at  this  late  period  of  the  Session  to 
deal  with  a  measure  of  this  kind ;  and 
in  doing  so  I  wish  to  point  out  to  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board 
that  the  present  mode  of  the  election  of 
Poor  Law  Guardians  should  receive  very 
great  and  careftil  consideration.  It  is  a 
question  which  attracts  a  considerable 
amount  of  interest,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  is  perfectly  aware  that  a  great 
many  complaints  have  been  made  con- 
cerning the  present  manner  of  election. 
We  have  a  number  of  instances  in  which 
there  have  been  either  frauds  or  sus- 
pected frauds,  and,  in  fact,  the  present 
system  does  afford  opportunity  for  the 
exercise  of  personal  influence  in  certain 
districts.  1  am  pleased  to  find  that  the 
President  of  the  Local  Gk)vemment 
Board  is  rather  disposed  to  favour  the 
election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians  by'  a 
poll  of  votes  instead  of  by  voting  papers. 
Under  the  Bill  the  permissive  principle 
is  established,  and  this  may  lead  to  a 
variety  of  modes  of  elections  all  over  the 
country.  Li  dealing  with  the  elections 
of  Guardians,  I  think  it  is  important 
that  they  should  be  assimilated,  as  far 
as  possible,  with  other  Eepresentative 
Bodies.  Certainly,  I  could  imagine  no 
course  more  inconvenient  than  that  Poor 
Law  Guardians  in  the  country  should  be 
elected  upon  a  variety  of  modes.  I  will 
venture  to  suggest  that  Guardians  should 
be  elected  upon  a  certain  fixed  principle, 
and  not  according  to  a  mere  permissive 
clause 

Mh.  SCLATER-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  that  the  clauses  in  the  Bill  dealing 
with  the  re-arrangement  of  the  bounda- 
ries of  parishes  and  other  matters  were 
essentifiLi  to  the  proper  carrying  on  of 
the  work  of  the  Poor  Law,  and  he  hoped 
the  House  would  regard  that  as  the  im- 
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portant  part  of  the  Bill,  and  agree  to  it. 
In  answer  to  the  remarks  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen opposite,  a  provision  had  been 
inserted  dealing  with  the  election  of 
Guardians  in  large  and  populous  places, 
and  in  regard  to  that  he  should  be  glad 
to  consider  any  proposal  when  they  got 
into  Committee. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Driday. 


PEIVILEGB  (TOWEB  HIGH  LEVEL 
BRIDGE  (METROPOLIS)  COMMITTEE} 
—BREACH  OP  PRIVILEGE. 

ABBE8T  OF  JOKS  SAimiLAimS  WABD. 

Hie  Serseant  at  Arme  reported  to  the 
House,  That  he  had  taken  into  custody 
John  Sandilands  Ward,  pursuant  to  the 
Order  of  the  House  this  day. 

COMMISSIONERS  OF  WOODS  (THAMES 
PIERS)  BILL-[BiLL  249.] 

(Sir  Senry  Selwin-Jhbetson,  Mr.  Gerard  No$l.) 
SS0Oin>  BaADING. 

Order  for  Second  Beadiug  read. 

Sib  HENET  SELWIN-IBBETSON, 
in  moving  that  the  Bill  be  now  read  a 
second  time,  said,  that  it  was  an  at- 
tempt to  settle,  with  the  co-operation  of 
the  Thames  Conservancy,  a  contention 
of  long  standing  between  the  Commis- 
sioners of  Woods  and  the  pier  proprie- 
tors on  the  river.  At  present,  the  pier 
proprietors  were  under  an  obligation  to 
pay  annually  to  the  Woods  and  Forests 
an  amount  considerably  in  excess  of  the 
tolls.  It  was  not  desirable  that  such  a 
state  of  things  should  be  allowed  to  con- 
tinue ;  and,  therefore,  the  Woods  and 
Forests  proposed  to  commute  their  claim 
into  an  annual  payment  of  £10  per  an- 
num for  each  pier,  thus  keeping  up  their 
right.  Legislative  sanction  for  the  ar- 
rangement was  required  in  order  to  give 
it  effect,  and  that  was  the  object  of 
the  Bill,  of  which  he  now  had  the  honour 
to  move  the  second  reading,  to  provide. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time," 
— (Sir  Henry  Selwin^Ibhetson,)  —  put, 
and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommitted 
for  Monday  next. 
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ruptcj  jurisdiction  for  Cknrk  and  Bdfaity 
two  chief  cities  of  commercial  interest 
next  to  Dublin,  there  was  a  power  giren 
to  grant  similar  jurisdiction  to  the  Be- 
corder  of  Derry  and  the  Becorder  of 
Galway,  if  it  were  thought  necessary  to 
do  60.     Machinery  was  also  provided  in 
the  Bill  for  bringing  the  Act  into  ope- 
ration with  the  least  possible  expense, 
by  means  of  the  usual  jurisdiction,  and 
power  was  given  to  attach  jurisdiction 
to  existing  officers,  or  to  appoint  addi- 
tional   officers  where   it  was  thought 
necessary.     These,  however,  were  mat- 
ters of  detail,   and  if  any  suffgestioni 
could  be  made  for  improving  the  terms 
of  the  measure,  and  for  carrying  oat 
more  effectually  the  working  of  thenev 
jurisdiction  by  other  officers,  they  would 
be  carefully   and   fairly  considered  ii 
Committee.     The  Bill  also  dealt  with 
current  proceedings  under  certain  re- 
strictions ;  but  that  was  a  matter  for  ate 
consideration  which  it  was  not  neceecaiy 
to  discuss  at  present.     In  the  districts 
to  be   affected  by  the  measure  there 
existed,  as  he  was  aware,  a  perfect  and 
strongly- expressed  unanimity  of  opinion 
in  its  favour;  and,  in  fact,  he  understood, 
so  far  as  his  information  went,  that  the 
only  opposition  to  the  measure  came 
from  the  rich  City  of  Dublin.    He  de- 
sired it,  however,  to  be  understood  that 
no  opposition  was  offered  by  the  Bill  te 
the  Dublin    Bankruptcy  Court.    !!• 
Judges  of  that  Court,  he  believed,  were 
most  able  and  efficient,  and  admimstered 
their    jurisdiction    with    the    greatest 
ability.     That,   however,   was  not  the 
question.      The    question    really  we^ 
whether  those  great  communities  of  Co* 
and  Belfast  were  entitled  to  have  the 
jurisdiction  intrusted  to  them  in  Bank- 
ruptcy which  they  asked  for?    Whfle 
every  freedom  would  be  given  to  hoa. 
Members  to  discuss  the  provisions  of  the 
Bill,  he  hoped  the  House  would  readit» 
second  time,  and  that  all  questions  wliA 
might  suggest  themselves  as  to  the  de- 
tails would  be  brought  forward  in  Com- 
mittee.   The   right  hon.   and  learned 
Gentleman  concluded   by  moving  the 
second  reading. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  propoee4 
**That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  eeeorf  |- 
time."— (i/r.  Attorney  General  fir  h^ 

land.) 


LOCAL  COUETS   OF   BANKRUPTCY 
(IBELAND)  BILL  [Zorrf#]— [Bill  U6.] 
{Mr.  James  Lotcther.) 
SECOND  BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

The  ATTOENEY  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  TMr.  Gibson),  in  moving 
that  the  Bill  oe  now  read  a  second  time, 
said,  he  would  only  occupy  the  time  of 
the  House  for  a  very  brief  space  in  ex- 
plaining its  provisions.  Its  object  was  to 
give  to  Ireland  what  had  been  long  asked 
for — additional  Local  Bankruptcy  Courts. 
The  House  was  aware  that  English 
County  Court  Judges  possessed  juris- 
diction in  Bankruptcy  cases,  and  that 
the  Irish  County  Court  Judges  had  no 
such  jurisdiction.  There  was,  in  fact, 
in  England  a  perfect  system  of  local 
jurisdiction ;  while  in  Ireland  the  great 
centre  of  the  Bankruptcy  jurisdiction 
was  Dublin.  Under  certain  conditions 
of  a  somewhat  difficult  character,  there 
existed  powers  to  send  Bankruptcy  cases 
requiring  adjudication  to  the  different 
County  Courts  in  Ireland;  but,  owing 
to  certain  difficulties,  it  had  not  been 
found  to  work  very  well,  and  it  was  a 
jurisdiction  which  had  not  been  largely 
availed  of,  and  there  had  been  an  urgent 
and  pressing  demand  from  the  great 
mercantile  cities  of  Cork  and  Belfast, 
urging  that  their  County  Court  Judges 
should  have  Bankruptcy  jurisdiction, 
which  would  enable  them  to  do  perfect 
justice,  and  give  perfect  satisfaction  to 
the  mercantile  communities  in  which 
they  were  placed.  Now,  the  Bill,  which 
he  did  not  think  would  take  long  to  ex- 
plain to  the  House,  proposed  to  give  to 
the  Recorders  of  Cork  and  Belfast  com- 
plete Bankruptcy  jurisdiction  ;  and,  so 
far  as  expenses  went,  it  would  not  cost 
much  to  carry  the  Bill  into  execution. 
With  regard  to  the  Recorder  of  Cork, 
he  at  present  received  £2,000,  and  he 
was  under  conditions  of  office  by  which 
he  would  discharge  this  Bankruptcy 
jurisdiction  without  receiving  any  addi- 
tional pay;  and,  as  regarded  the  Re- 
corder of  Belfast,  during  the  continuance 
of  his  particular  period  of  office,  he 
would  not  require  his  salary  to  be  in- 
creased; and  the  new  Recorder  would 
not  be  entitled  to  receive  any  extra  re- 
muneration whatever  for  the  new  duties 
under  the  Bill.  But  in  the  measure, 
besides  providing  for  that  new  Bank- 


Mr.   MEI.DON,  in   moving,  ae  tt 
Amendment,  that  the  Bill  be  retd  • 
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aeoond  time  that  day  three  months,  said, 
he  muftt  resent  the  insmuation  that  any 
opposition  coming  from  him  to  the  mea- 
sure was  in  any  way  an  opposition  com- 
ing from  the  Dublin  practitioners. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he  had 
made  no  insinuation  of  the  kind,  and 
was  sorry  to  have  been  so  understood. 

Mb.  MELDON  did  not  know  what  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  meant 
by  the  allusion  to  the  Dublin  Court  of 
Bankruptcy.     The  Court  of  Bankruptcy 
vkich  existed  in  Dublin  was  the  Irish 
Court  of  Bankruptcy,  and  not  the  Dublin 
Court.      Disclaiming  the  slightest  wish 
to  oppose  the  BiU,  either  in  the  interest 
of  centralization,  or  of  the  Dublin  Court, 
or  of  the  Dublin  practitioners,  he  would 
nythat  what  the  Bill  proposed  to  do 
vas  to  abolish  one  of  the  finest  and  most 
nccessful  legal  institutions  in  the  world. 
The  Irish  Bankruptcy  system  was,  he 
Tentnred  to  say,  one  of  the  best  systems 
of  Bankruptcy  in  the  United  Kingdom. 
It  was  a  system  which  was  fully  investi- 
gtted  in  1872,  when  the  whole  subject 
ii  Irish  Bankruptcy  was  inquired  into 
moit  thoroughly  before  the  Select  Com- 
mittee of  the  House  of  Lords.    It  was 
idmitted  by  the  Members  of  the  House 
wko  had  for  years  past  taken  the  greatest 
interest  in  Bankruptcy  Law  that  the 
ijBtem  in  Ireland  most  favourably  con- 
tneted  with  that  of  England.     The  ex- 
pense in  Ireland  of  the  administration 
of  Bankruptcy  estates  was,  he  ventured 
to  say,  as  small  as  in  any  Bankruptcy 
mtem  in  the  world.    That  being  so,  he 
thought  the  House  ought  very  seriously 
to  consider  whether  it  was  pi^dent  to  in- 
tefere  with  a  system  which  had  been 
working  so  successfully,  and  as  to  which  no 
complaints  whatever  had  been  made,  and 
Bonecessity  shown  for  any  alteration  in  the 
law.     He  purposed  tracing  the  course  of 
legiBlation  with  respect  to  Irish  Bank- 
xnptcy  Law  from  1857  down  to  the  pro- 
asnt  time,  and  thought  he  could  demon- 
strate, most  conclusively,  that  the  prin- 
cipal  reason  why  the  Irish  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  had  been  so  successful  was 
that  it  was  managed  in  Dublin  with  a 
iinall  trained  staff,  and  because  in  the 
Irish  system  there  was  wholly  absent  the 
Huschiefs  which  had  arisen  in  the  ad- 
ininistration  of  Bankruptcy  in  England 
Ui   consequence    of    local    Bankruptcy 
Courts.     In    1857  the  principal  Bank- 
>^ptcy  Act  was  passed.     The  system  of 


Bankruptcy  which  was  then  introduced 
was  this.     There  were  three  systems. 
There  was  first  the  system  of  Bank- 
ruptcy where  the  adjudication  in  Bank- 
ruptcy took  place,  and  where  the  Bank- 
ruptcy proceedings  were  conducted  in  the 
usual  form  down  to  the  end.  Then  there 
was  the  other  system,  by  which  the  in- 
solvent might  propose  to  his  creditors  a 
scheme  of  composition.    Then  there  was 
the  third  system,  which  had  been  really 
productive  of  so  much  good  in  Ireland, 
and  it  was  an  arrangement  under  the  Court 
of  Bankruptcy,  but  without  Bankruptcy, 
which  arrangement  might  very  laiAj 
be  followed  in  this  country.      That  law 
worked  very  easily,  until  some  changes 
were  thought  necessary;  and,  in  1872, 
an  investigation  took  place  with  refer- 
ence to  Bankruptcy  in  Ireland,  and  that 
resulted  in  an  Act  of  Parliament  which 
was  passed  in  1872.    Agitation  followed 
from  Belfast  down  to  Cork.   It  was  sug- 
gested that  a  great  want  was  felt  for 
some  local  tribunal  to  administer  Bank- 
ruptcy matters  in  the  North  of  Ireland. 
The  case  was  also  put  forward  that  the 
farmers  in  the  North  of  Ireland  were 
most  anxious  that  some  system  should 
bo  introduced  whereby,  under  the  con- 
trol of  the  Court,  a  system  of  trusteeship 
should  be  introduced.     Extensive  evi- 
dence was  taken,  and  every  disposition 
was  shown  to  meet  the  views  of  traders, 
and  especially  those  coming  from  the 
North  of  Ireland ;    and,  accordingly,  a 
series  of  clauses  called  Trustee  Clauses 
were  introduced  into  the    Bankruptcy 
Act  of  1872,  in  consequence  of  the  claims 
put  forward  by  the  commercial  men  of  the 
North.   In  deference  to  their  views  also, 
an  unh'mited  power  of  transfer  was  given 
to  the  local  tribunals,  if  necessary.    The 
only  thing  that  was  asked  of  the  Com- 
mittee which  was  not  granted  was,  that 
the  right  to  have  initiatory  proceedings 
in  the  local  tribunals  was  not  granted  to 
them.  In  the  English  system,  power  was 
granted  to  initiate  proceedings  in  the  in- 
ferior Courts,  and  the  jurisdiction  might 
not  arise  before  a  highly- skilled  and  com- 
petent Judge.  A  case  that  had  occurred  in 
the  Court  of  Appeal  had  shown  that  there 
was  a  defect  in  the  English  system,  in 
that    the    initiatory    proceedings    took 
place  in  the  inferior  Courts ;  but  it  was 
thought,  in  passing  the  Act  of  1872, 
that  an  adjudication  in  Bankruptcy,  by 
a  proceeding  affecting  a  man's  entire 
prospects  in  life,  should  not  take  place 
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in  an  inferior  Court,  but  in  a  superior, 
and  that  afterwards  most  unlimited 
powers  should  exist  to  transfer  to  in- 
ferior Courts.  '7he  result  of  the  i»- 
Teetigation  was  to  place  the  Law  of 
Bankroptey  in  Ireland  in  the  condition 
in  which  it  at  present  was.  What  had 
occurred  to  alter  the  circumstances  from 
1872  downward?  They  had  not  heard 
from  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  any  instance  of  han^ 
ship.  No  case  whatever  had  been  made 
out,  except  a  general  statement  that  this 
change  in  the  law  was  desired  by  per>- 
sons  in  Cork  and  Belfast.  Before  he 
sat  down,  howeyer,  he  would  show  that 
the  change  which  was  proposed  would 
be  most  mischierous  and  erroneous.  The 
law  was  most  materially  altered  by  the 
powers  of  transfer  to  the  Judges;  but 
what  had  been  the  result  of  the  change 
in  the  law?  There  was  no  difficulty 
whatever  in  getting  a  transfer  to. the 
local  tribunals ;  but  the  system  worked 
so  well  in  Dublin  that,  while  there  might 
have  been  one  case  of  transfer,  certainly 
from  1872  down  to  the  present  time 
there  had  not  been  half-a-dozen  such 
cases.  The  system  of  the  Irish  Court 
had  given  unqualified  satisfaction  to  all 
classes.  In  £ngland  one  of  the  greatest 
defects  had  been  the  number  of  officers 
spread  all  over  the  country,  and  which 
had  led  to  a  most  fraudulent  state  of 
dealing  with  Bankruptcy  property  all 
over  England.  That  was  the  statement 
made  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Attorney 
General    for  England  as    one  of   the 

freatest  defects  of  the  English  system ; 
ut  now  tihe  Government  wanted  to  ex- 
tend the  system  to  Ireland.  They 
wanted  to  have  an  expensive  staff  ei 
Begistrars,  offimal  assignees,  and  other 
persons,  because  powers  were  taken  in 
the  Bill  that  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should 
at  any  time  extend  the  jurisdiction  of 
the  local  Courts.  But  what  was  the 
reason  why  the  Irish  system  had  been 
BO  successful?  The  Irish  Court  of 
Bankruptcy  was  presided  over  by  two 
Judges,  before  whom  all  initiatory  pro- 
oeecQngB  must  be  taken,  and  who,  in 
every  case,  acquired  complete  control. 
Those  Judges  were  assisted  by  two 
official  assignees;  and  he  ventured  to 
challenge  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  to  say  if 
the  work  had  not  been  well  performed 
by  these  official  assignees,  who  were 
appointed  for   the  whole  of   Ireland. 

Mr,  Meldonn 


Without  the  slightest  hesitation,  he 
would  say  that  the  way  these  gentlemen 
had  perfonned  their  duties  was  above 
suspicion,  and  that  the  system  had  given 
the  greatest  satisfaction,  and  obtained 
the  highest  praise  from  those  most  in- 
terested. It  was  now,  however,  pro- 
posed that  the  number  of  the  assignees 
should  be  increased,  and  one  given  to 
every  local  Court.  The  appointment  of 
fresh  officers  was  a  most  undesirable 
thing  in  the  first  place ;  but  those  two 
genUemen,  who  had  done  the  work  up 
to  the  present  time,  and  in  a  most  satis- 
factory manner,  ought  to  be  allowed  to 
continue.  The  staff  at  present  employed 
was  small  and  well-dnlled ;  but  it  wss 
now  proposed  to  have  different  staffs 
all  over  the  country ;  and  that  was  the 
evil  of  the  English  system.  Unfortu- 
nately, in  England,  the  amount  of  busi- 
ness was  great,  and  it  was  impossible  to 
remedy  this  evil;  but  in  Ireland  the 
state  of  things  was  very  different.  From 
want  of  manufacturing  interests  in  the 
country,  the  great  number  of  creditors 
were  English,  and  Dublin  was  the  most 
accessible  place  for  them  in  Bankruptcy 
proceedings.  If  they  had  to  go  to 
Dublin,  to  Belfast,  to  Derry,  and  to 
Cork,  and  all  the  other  places,  they 
would  require  different  solicitors,  and 
would  require  to  be  constantly  travelling 
about,  and  it  would  seriously  interfere 
with  business.  He  opposed  the  Bill 
upon  the  ground  that  it  would  entirely 
change  what  had  heretofore  been  a  per- 
fectly successful  system  ;  also,  because 
it  would  lead  to  increased  expense  in  the 
appointment  of  officials,  and  it  would 
give  feusilities  for  fraudulent  dealings. 
There  was  no  demand  for  the  measure 
in  the  country  by  way  of  Petitions, 
neither  could  it  be  pointed  out  that 
there  had  been  any  demand  for  it  by 
Chambers  of  Commeree.  In  conclusion, 
he  begged,  for  the  reasons  he  had  stated, 
to  move  its  rejection. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  word  ''  now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  "  upon  this 
day  three  months." — {Mr.  Meidin.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  J.  P.  COEEY,  in  supporting  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill,  said,  his 
constituents  were  very  much  interested 
in  its  passing.  Small  traders  in  Belfast 
and  the  neighbourhood  were  put  to  rerj 
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greafc   inoonvenience  and   expense    by 
haring  to  go  to  Dublin  with  Bankruptcy 
cases,  and  a  friend  of  his  was  so  dis- 
rated with  the  worry  of  frequent  ad- 
jonrnments  that  he  gave  the  matter  up, 
and  the  bankrupt  got  his  discharge,  al- 
though it  was  beliered  to  be  a  gross 
case  of  imposition.  The  Belfast  Chamber 
of  Commerce  had  had  the  matter  under 
consideration  for  the  last  10  years,  and 
from  time  to  time  had  impressed  upon 
sacceesiTe  Ch>Yemment8  the  necessity  of 
establishing  these  local  Courts  of  Bank- 
ruptcy.    It  was  only  last  Session  they 
▼ere  able  to  get  the  matter  put  in  the 
shape  of  a  Bill ;  but  it  was  too  late  to 
eeC  it  through  then.     He  hoped  that  the 
Bill,  having  passed  through  the  House 
of  Lords,  would  pass  it^  various  stages 
in  this  House  without  difficulty.    The 
lum.  and  learned  Member  for  Kildare 
(Mr.  Meldon)  had  said  English  creditors 
voald  rather  go  to  Dublin  ;  but  the  fact 
Yasthat  the  large  proportion  of  creditors 
vwe  in  the  locality.  He  did  not  wish  to  go 
into  the  details  of  the  measure,  but  was 
much  surprised  that  the  hon.  and  learned 
Uamber  for  Kildare   should  oppose  a 
Bill  Uke  this,  because  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  was  so  much  in  favour  of  Home 
Sole.    The  Bill  proposed  to  give  local 
Ooorts,  and  in  doing  that  much  of  the 
inconvenience  at  present  existing,  arising 
from  the  central  Court,  would  be  douo 
sway  with.      BUs   (Mr.   Corry's)  hon. 
IViends  the  Members  for  Cork  City  and 
Catk  County  were  quite  as  anxious  that 
the  Bill  should  be  pushed  forward  as 
▼ere  those  in  the  North  of  Ireland.     He 
nggested  that  if  English  creditors  had 
to  eome  over  to  look  after  Irifih  debtors 
it  would  be  very  pleasant  for  them  to 
go  to  Cork  or  Belfast  and  see  the  country. 
He  earnestly  supported  the  second  read- 
ing, and  hoped  the  Government  would 
ns  their  way  to  press  the  Bill  to  a  suc- 
sessfol  issue  that  Session. 

Mb.  (ySHAUGHNESSY  said,  it  was 
quite  a  mistake  to  say  the  Bill  was  not 
npported  by  Petitions.  There  had  been 
ntitions  from  the  Limerick  Corpora- 
tion, Chamber  of  Commerce,  and  Board 
of  (Guardians.  He  cordially  supported 
the  principle  of  the  Bill,  for  the  simple 
Maon  that  if  they  had  local  Bankruptcy 
Oonrta  local  creditors  would  have  a  much 
ttore  powerful  supervision  over  the  pro- 
csedings  than  they  could  have  in  Dublin. 
He  ventured  to  think  that  under  Huch  a 
local  system  as  was  proposed  in  the  Bill 


the  amount  in  the  pound  paid  by  debtors 
would  be  considerably  raised.  Without 
imputing  fraud,  thore  was  no  doubt  that 
country  creditors  wore  deterred  bv  the 
uncertainty  of  the  present  proceedinsrs 
and  the  frequent  postponements.  He 
could  quote  many  cases  in  which  7«.  and 
8«.  in  the  pound  had  been  accepted,  and 
in  which  something  much  nearer  20«.  in 
the  pound  would  have  been  realized  if 
the  examination  of  the  bankrupt  had 
taken  place  before  the  eyes  of  his  neigh- 
bours and  fellow-townsmen,  who  knew 
what  he  had  been  doing,  and  what  he 
ought  to  be  able  to  pay.  Having  said 
so  much  in  favour  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill,  ho  regretted  to  find  there  was  no 
mention  of  Limerick  in  the  Bill.  Cork 
and  Belfast  were,  no  doubt,  larger  towns; 
but  tho  ])eople  of  Limerick,  and  other 
parts  of  Ireland  also,  were  subjected  to 
very  much  inconvenience  in  consequence 
of  the  present  law,  as  they  had  to  take 
long  journeys.  Limerick  was  a  place 
with  a  large  population,  and  there  were 
many  small  towns  in  the  county  that 
could  be  brought  within  the  jurisdiction 
of  a  Court  established  in  the  city,  while 
such  a  Court  would  serve  the  wants  of 
a  large  agricultural  population.  The 
commercial  prosperity  of  Limerick  had 
for  a  long  time  been  increasing,  and 
where  that  was  the  case  with  regard  to 
any  district  there  was  a  great  necessity 
for  a  complete  Bankruptcy  system.  He 
thought  the  impoi'tance  of  Limerick  as 
a  commercial  and  agricultural  centre 
fully  entitled  it  to  be  placed  in  the  same 
position  as  Cork  and  Belfast;  and  he  ap- 
pealed to  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  to  give  it  the  same  position, 
without  any  recourse  to  tlio  Lord  Lieu- 
tenant. The  system  of  giving  the  I^rd 
Lieutenant  and  his  Privy  Council  powers 
to  confer  jurisdiction  had  not  been  a 
satisfactory  one,  as  was  proved  by  the 
experience  of  Belfast  in  the  matter  of  a 
local  Admiralty  j  urisdiction.  He  trusted 
the  facts  contained  in  a  recent  Return 
would  now  operate  successfully  in  that 
matter.  However,  if  the  name  of 
Limerick  were  not  introduced  into  the 
Bill  in  some  way  on  the  footing  of  Galway 
and  Londonderry,  if  not  on  the  footing 
of  Cork  and  Galway,  he  would  reluctantly 
feel  it  his  duty  to  oppose  the  further 
progress  of  the  measure. 

Mr.  MUKPHY  »ai«l,  he  should  give 
the  Bill  his  most  cordial  support.     The 
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Irish  Court  of  Bfluikruptcj.     He  (Mr. 
Shaw)  was  sure  nothing  was  farther 
from  the  minds  of  its  promoters.     They 
believed  the  Bankruptcy  Court  of  Dublm 
was  administered  with  great  ability  and 
impartiality ;   but  they  held  that  great 
inconvenience  arose  from  carrying  out 
the  law  as  it  stood.     It  was  said  that  a 
large  proportion  of  the  creditors  were 
English  and  Scotch  merchants.     Welli 
he  knew  that  was  not  the  case  in  the 
South  of  Ireland.     It  might  be  so  m 
Dublin ;   but  he  knew  that  such  a  state- 
ment would  not  apply  in  the  SootL 
E«f erring  to  the  inconvenience  of  carry- 
ing out  the  law  as  it  stood  at  present^ 
he  would  instance  a  case  in  which  i 
trifling  objection  to  the  books  caused 
their  removal  to  and  back  from  Dablin 
on  three  different  occasions. 

Mr.  SYNAN  believed  the  hon.  tod 
learned  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Meldon)  had  merely  made  an  objecd<m 
as  a  pro  formd  Motion  from  his  love  of 
abstract  justice,  and  his  knowledge  of 
the  superiority  of  the  administration 
of  justice  in  Dublin.  He,  therefore, 
seconded  the  appeal  to  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  not  to  put  the  Hoaeeto 
the  trouble  of  dividing  on  a  question  on 
which  Irish  Members  were  unanimooii 
He  would  also  second  the  appeal  to  the 
right  hon.  and  leeumed  Gentleman  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  on  behilf 
of  the  City  of  Limerick.  He  did  not 
exactly  know  why  Limerick  had  beet 
left  out  of  the  Bill.  It  ought  to  be  in 
the  4th  clause,  and  unless  it  were  intMH 
duced  into  either  the  4th  or  the  5th  he 
would  join  the  hon.  and  learned  MemUr 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughneeej)  a 
opposing  the  Bill  at  a  subsequent  itaga 
He  had  no  doubt,  however,  that  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  G^nlLemaa  Ae 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland  would  give 
them  an  assurance  on  the  point 

Mr.  BEUEN  supported  theBilL  He^ 
too,  would  add  his  voice  on  behalf  of 
Limerick,  and  thought  it  would  be  right 
to  extend  the  scope  of  the  Bill  so  as  te 
include  that  town  and  county.  Acknof- 
ledging  the  authority  of  tiie  hon.  aid 
learned  Member  for  Kildare  (K^* 
Meldon)  on  the  question,  he  conld  nd 
help  thinking  that  hon.  and  learnid 
Gentleman's  love  for  Dublin  institntiotf 
had  induced  him  to  attach  too  great  aa 
importance  to  the  maintenance  in  DnUia 
of  the  sole  administration  of  the  Bank- 
ruptcy Law. 


matter  had  for  a  very  long  time  engaged 
the  attention  of  the  commercial  com- 
munity of  Cork.  The  inconvenience 
which  had  occurred  in  relation  to  these 
Bankruptcy  matters,  particularly  in  re- 
ference to  small  traders,  was  almost  in- 
conceivable. One  might  almost  say  that 
the  present  arrangements  held  out  a 
premium  and  incentive  to  the  dishonest 
trader  to  put  his  creditors  absolutely  at 
defiance.  It  was  notorious  that  a  very 
great  number  of  creditors  abandoned 
the  possibility  of  getting  anything  from 
their  bankrupt  debtors,  because  the  ex- 
pense of  the  process  would  probably  be 
more  than  the  dividend  they  would 
receive.  The  very  railway  fare  from 
Cork  to  Dublin,  and  the  cost  of  staying 
in  Dublin  a  day  or  two,  were  often  suffi- 
cient to  swamp  the  dividend.  He  recol- 
lected when  there  was  a  Bankruptcy 
Court  in  Cork  Commissioners  in  Bank- 
ruptcy sat  there,  and  often  administered 
large  estates  with  great  advantage. 
These  Commissioners'  Courts  were  abo- 
lished by  over-centralization,  and  the 
late  Lord  Flunket  said  the  reason  was 
to  insure  greater  uniformity  of  practice. 
The  course  which  was  afterwards  taken 
in  England  with  regard  to  Bankruptcy 
Procedure  ought  to  have  been  followed 
in  Ireland ;  but  it  took  a  long  time  to 
get  English  improvements  in  law  to  Ire- 
land, in  proof  of  which  he  would  instance 
the  Common  Law  Procedure  and  Ad- 
miralty Jurisdiction.  Be  verting  to  the 
Bill  before  the  House,  he  said  it  was 
one  that  was  required  by  the  localities. 
It  would  do  an  enormous  amount  of 
good ;  and  he  was  rather  surprised  that 
a  patriotic  Irish  Member,  who  was  an 
advocate  for  the  largest  possible  exten- 
sion of  local  jurisdiction,  should  raise 
any  objection  to  this  measure,  which  was 
wanted  by  the  people  of  Cork,  and  which 
nobody  could,  after  consideration,  rea- 
sonably oppose. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENEY  also 
warmly  supported  the  Bill,  but  thought 
it  was  not  necessary  to  take  up  the  time 
of  the  House  with  further  reasons  than 
those  which  had  been  already  given. 
He  could  not  help,  however,  expressing 
the  hope  that  the  principle  of  the  BiU 
would  be  extended  to  other  matters  than 
Bankruptcy  in  Ireland. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Kildare  (Mr. 
Meldon)  had  seemed  to  consider  that 
the  measure  implied  an  attack  on  the 

Mr.  Murphy 
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Mb.  M.  brooks  opposed  the  mea- 
Bore.  It  appeared  to  him  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy)  and  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  desired  to  promote 
the  interests  of  those  towns  at  the  ex- 
pense of  the  general  interests  of  the 
community.  He  believed  that  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  Bankruptcy  Law  in 
Dublin,  which  was  not  only  the  geogra- 

?hical,  but    the  commercial,   centre  of 
reland,  was  of  the  greatest  possible  ad- 
vantage.    There  was  in  Dublin  a  small 
and  efficient  staff,  fully  competent  to  ad- 
minister the  Bankruptcy  Laws  for  the 
whole  of  the  country.    He  believed  that 
to  have  to  go  to  Cork  or  Belfast  would 
often  be  detrimental  to  the  interests  of 
the  traders  for  whom  Iiis  hon.  Friends 
were  so  solicitous.     The  real  question 
was,  where  was  the  line  to  be  drawn  ? 
If  they  were  to  have  a  Bankruptcy  Court 
m  Limerick,  and  another  in  Cork,  and 
another  in  Belfast,  why  should  Galway, 
Kilkenny,  VVicklow,    and  Wexford  be 
deprived  of  the  advantages  of  a  local 
Gourt  ?    He  disbelieved  in  the  necessity 
for  these  local  Courts  altogether.     Cer- 
tain facilities  existed  in  Dublin,  to  which 
people  could  come  in  three  or  four  hours 
from  any  part  of  the  country,  and  except 
it  might  be  to  a  few  professional  men  in 
the  districts  named,  he  could  not  see  that 
aoy  good  would   be  derived  from  the 
BiU,  which  would  at  all  counterbalance 
the  great  disadvantages  that  would  arise 
from  it.     There  had  been  no  complaint 
from  traders,  and  from  no  one,  except  a 
few  professional  men  ;  and  a  representa- 
tion lately  emanated  from  the  Dublin 
Chamber  of  Commerce  as  to  the  disad- 
vantages which  would  result  from  the 
passing  of  the  Bill.    He  thought  that  on 
ererj  ground,  except  the  convenience  of 
the  professional  men  he  had  alluded  to, 
the  argument  was  entirely  in  favour  of 
eontinulng  the  present  very  efficient  and 
latisfactory  system. 

Mh.  call  an,  who  also  opposed  the 
Bill,  said,  that  he  had  inquired  in  Dub- 
lin as  to  the  opinion  upon  it,  and  he  had 
fonnd  there  was  a  universal  concurrence 
of  opinion  amongst  the  barristers  there, 
and  amongst  those,  too,  of  the  greatest 
experience,  against  it.  An  eminent 
Judge,  to  whom  he  had  spoken,  had 
told  him  that  the  Bill,  if  passed,  would 
caose  much  dissatisfaction.  He  would 
also  refer  to  the  evidence  given  at  some 
length  by  Judge  Harrison  against  the 


principle  of  the  Bill.     The  constitution 
of  the  Irish  County  Courts,  said   that 
eminent  Judge,  differed  very  materially 
from  that  of  the  English  Courts  in  many 
salient   points,    a   fact   which  he   (Mr. 
Callan)    mentioned    for  the   benefit  of 
English  Members,  who  fancied  that  a 
system  which  worked  well  in  England 
would   work  just   as  well  in  Ireland. 
Unless  the  constitution    of    the    Irish 
Courts    was    radically    altered.    Judge 
Harrison  was  of  opinion  that  it  would 
not  be  well  to  localize  tiio  administration 
of  the  Bankruptcy  Laws.     That   being 
the  opinion  of  Judge  Harrison,  and  there 
being  no  demand  for  the  Bill  in  any 
quarter  of  Ireland,  except  from  one  or 
two  parties  in  Belfast  and  Cork,  he  would 
proceed  to  state  other  reasons   why  it 
should  not  be  passed.     It  would  not  be 
possible  to  create  the  necessary  staff  of 
officers  in  Belfast  and  Cork   under  an 
expenditure  of  £1,500  a-yoar  in   each 
town,  in  addition  to  which   they   must 
increase   the  Kecorders'    salaries,    pro- 
bably making  a  total  increase  of  expen- 
diture of  £5,000.     He  wished  it  to  be 
understood  that  he  had  no  interest   in 
Dublin  whatever — in  fact,  ho  had  a  very 
great  dislike  to  Dublin.     His  only  ob- 
jection to  Home  Rule  was,  that  if  thoy 
got  it  they  would  have  to  have  a  Parlia- 
ment in   Dublin,    and  not  in  Cork,  or 
Bf^lfast,  or  Galway.     The  history  of  the 
Bill  was   peculiar,  because   the   matter 
remained  in  abeyance  until  one  of  the 
Law  Officers  of  the  Crown  was  looking 
for  a  seat  in  Parliament.    He  turned  his 
e3'os  upon  the  town  of  Belfast,  and  to 
recommend   himself    ho     recommended 
the  Irish  Executive  to  confer  upon  the 
town  local  powers  in  Bankruptcy.     He 
hoped  that  was  the  explanation  of  the 
Bill,  because  he  did  not  like  to  see  Cork 
and  Belfast  proclaiming  that  their  con- 
dition was  such  as  to  require  local  Bank- 
ruptcy Courts.     There  had  been  an  un- 
precedented number  of  bankruptcies  in 
Cork  during  the  last  18  months,  and  he 
found  three-fourths  of  the  creditors  be- 
longed to  England,  Scotland,  and  Dublin. 
English  creditors,  who  did  business  in  a 
large  way,    generally    had    agents    in 
Dublin  to  prove  for  them,  and  he  be- 
lieved the  present    arrangements  had 
given  the  greatest  satisfaction.     If  the 
Bill  passed,  his  beliof  was  that  it  would 
work  very  injuriously  in  the  interests  of 
the  persons  alTcctrJ,  and  ho  intended  to 
offer  it  ill  th«.'  u|'[W)^iiiijii  in  Lis  powc 
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He  should  like  to  repeat  the  opinion  of 
Lord  Weetbury  on  the  subject.  Lord 
Westbury  was  the  most  eminent  autho- 
rity on  the  subject  in  England  or  Ire- 
land. Lord  Westbury  had  said  to  Judge 
Harrison — 

**  I  must  tell  you  most  distinctly  that,  so  tar 
as  I  am  concomed,  I  think  it  would  most  effec- 
tually checkmate  your  cause,  because  I  feel  that 
we  are  not  in  a  position  to  teach  you  in  Ireland. 
We  have  been  ourselves  for  the  last  10  years 
muddling  this  affair  of  Bankruptcy  and  making 
it  worse  with  every  Bill.  We  have  brought  it 
to  this — that  an  expense  of  30  or  40  per  cent  is 
not  to  be  wondered  at ;  and  if  you  have  done 
your  corresponding  part  of  the  business  at  an 
expense  of  14  or  16  per  cent,  I  think  you  have 
nothing  to  learn  from  England.*' 

He  (Mr.  Gallan)  contended  that  no  au- 
thenticated case  of  complaint  ever  rose 
under  the  system;  but  that  simply  to 
comply  with  the  pressure  of  certain 
Members  who  sat  behind  the  Govern- 
ment the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
was  introducing  a  Bill  to  interfere  with 
a  Court  which  was  carrying  on  its  busi- 
ness at  an  expense  of  14  or  15  per  cent. 
He  was  about  to  follow  the  example  of 
England,  and  to  meddle  and  muddle  in 
the  matter  of  Bankruptcy,  making  it 
worse  every  year  until  he  increased  the 
14  or  15  per  cent  to  30,  or  40,  or  50  per 
cent.  He  (Mr.  Callan)  contended,  more- 
over, that  the  Bill  had  come  upon  him 
and  the  House  by  surprise,  neither  he 
nor  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Kildare  (Mr.  Meldon)  having  been  aware 
that  the  Government  intended  to  proceed 
with  it  on  that  day. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson):  Sir,  there 
are  only,  so  far  as  I  know,  three,  or, 
perhaps,  four,  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land who  are  opposed  to  this  Bill. 
Two  others  appear  to  have  been  sent 
to  us  providentially ;  but  they  all  at- 
tempt to  suggest  an  entirely  false  in- 
ference. The  introduction  of  this  Bill 
is,  by  no  means,  an  attack  upon  the  Irish 
Courts  of  Bankruptcy.  Much  has  been 
said  with  regard  to  the  Courts  of 
Bankruptcy  now  existing  in  Ireland, 
and  I  may  say  that  no  one  can  think 
more  highly  of  them  than  I  do.  The 
Judges  and  the  officials  of  those  Courts 
are  most  capable  men,  and  I  know  of  no 
body  of  public  servants  who  are  entitled 
to  be  spoken  of  with  more  praise  than 
the  officials  of  the  Irish  Bankruptcy 
Courts.    But  that  is  not  the  question. 

Mr,  Callan 


The  question  is,  whether  the  large  mer- 
cantile communities  of  Belfast  and  Cork 
are  entitled  to  have  a  local  Bankruptcy 
jurisdiction?  The  principal  mercbants 
and  traders  of  those  cities  have  unani- 
mously asked  for  it,  and  have  pointed 
out  that  it  would  be  an  immense  benefit 
to  them  and  their  local  affairs.  If  thej 
are  entitled  to  have  it,  having  also 
pointed  out  that  in  England  there  is  a 
similar  jurisdiction  to  that  which  we 
propose  in  this  Bill  shall  be  i^ven  to 
Ireland,  I  do  not  see  that  they  should  be 
denied.  We  have  not  proposed  to  give 
this  local  jurisdiction  recklessly  eveiy- 
where ;  but  we  have  picked  out  two  of 
the  largest  and  most  important  places 
for  the  purpose  of  establishing  the  new 
system  there ;  and  with  respect  to  other 
districts,  if  the  Lord  Lieutenant  should 
signify  that  a  fair  and  a  reasonable  case 
has  been  made  out,  I  have  no  doubt 
that  justice  shall  be  done.  Now,  I  have 
been  pressed,  and  reasonably  pressed,  by 
hon.  Members  from  Ireland  as  to  the 
necessity  of  including  Limerick  in  the 
Bill ;  and  I  have  been  asked  whether,  in 
Committee,  I  will  make  provision  for 
that  city  ?  It  is  most  natural  that  hon. 
Gentlemen  should  consider  the  interests 
of  Limerick ;  but  I  will  say  at  once  that 
I  do  not  see  my  way  clear  to  granting 
that  which  has  been  asked  upon  the  4di 
clause.  At  the  same  time,  1  will  take 
care,  in  considering  the  5th  clause,  thai 
the  Lord  Lieutenant  shall  have,  if  neces- 
sary, an  opportunity  of  considering 
whether  the  local  Bankruptcr  jurisdic- 
tion shall  be  given  to  Limerick,  which  a 
certainly  a  city  of  the  greatest  impoit- 
ance.  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  reasoa- 
able  for  me  to  go  into  the  details  of  the 
Bill  and  the  many  criticisms  that  have 
been  made,  as  they  will,  no  doubt,  be 
brought  forward  again  in  Committee, 
where,  I  am  sure,  they  will  receive 
consideration  ;  and  I  will  now  ask 
the  House  to  give  the  BiU  a  second 
reading. 

Mr.  MELDON  said,  that,  after  the 
expression  of  opinion  that  the  Bill  wonU 
work  in  the  interests  of  the  country,  he 
would  withdraw  his  Amendment. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committti 
for  Monday  next. 
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SUPPLY— COMMITTE  E. 

Order  for  Committee  road. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  Hr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Ohair." 

SOUTH   AFRICA  — THE    ZULU   WAR- 
VICTORY  AT  ULUNDL 

TELEORA3CS  FBOM  GENERAL  CLIFFOBD 

AND  SIB  GARNET  WOLSELEY. 

Colonel  ST^VNLEY:  I  think,  Sir, 
upon  this  Motion,  it  would  be  convenient 
that  I  should  take  the  earliest  oppor- 
tanitj  of  making  known  to  the  House 
a  telegram  which  I  have  received  this 
moniing,  the  first  part  of  which  is,  ap- 
parently, from  General  Clifford,  and  the 
lecond  from  Sir  Oamet  Wolseley. 

[The  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man  then  read  the  telegprams,  which 
appear  in  pp.  1096-7-8.] 

At  tiie  condusion  of  the  telegrams,  the 
right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said : 
I  think  it  will  not  be  out  of  place  to  add 
aa  expression  of  satisfaction  that  Lord 
Ghelmsford  has  been  able  to  vindicate 
hii  character  as  a  military  commander, 
and  to  show  that  his  Force  have  practi- 
caUy  been  able  to  combine  at  the  point 
indicated,  and  that  his  success  has  so  far 
baen  complete. 

Mb.  KNATOHBULL-HUGESSEN  : 

I  liae,  because  I  am  very  imwilling  that 

there  should  not  be  someone  on  this  side 

to  express  the  satisfaction  we  must  all 

feel  at  the  news  which  has  been  conveyed 

to  us.    It  seems  to  me  that  there  is  one 

ezpreaaion  in  the  telegpram  which  has 

been  read  which  necessitates  someone 

from  this  side  of  the  House  saying  how 

cordially  we  hope  the  wishes  expressed 

hy  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  may  turn  out  in 

the  result  to  be  true — namely,  that  the 

var  will  soon  be  over.    I  understand 

that  to  be  the  expression  made  use  of, 

tad  I  do  most  certainly  trust  that  this 

ttpeotation  may  be  fulled.    Whatever 

opuiions  may  have  prevailed  as  to  the 

TO  policy  of  this  war,  or  any  portion  of 

iti  oonduct,   I  am  quite  certain    that 

ftzonghout  the  whole  country  there  has 

oiated  but  one  feeling,  and  that  was 

la  anxious  desire  that  the  British  honour 

i^t  be  vindicated,  and  that  the  pres- 

^  of  the  British  arms,  which  seemed 

tt  one  time  to  be  imperilled,  might  be 

'^■tored.  13i6  hope  that  the  day  may  not 


be  far  off  when  the  war  will  be  ended  is, 
I  say,  a  wish  that  is  alike  dictated  by 
feelings  of  the  purest  patriotism  and 
the  truest  humanity. 

Sib  AETHUR  HAYTER  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  whether 
Lieutenant  Carey,  of  the  98th  Regiment, 
who  was  mentioned  in  the  despatch  as 
coming  home  in  the  EuphratM,  was  the 
same  officer  that  had  been  tried  by  court 
martial;  and,  also,  whether  the  news 
had  been  confirmed  that  Captain  Wyatt- 
Edgell,  commanding  a  troop  of  the  17th 
Lancers,  had  been  killed,  as  some  near 
relatives  of  the  latter  had  come  down  to 
the  House  to  inquire  whether  it  was 
true  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY  said,  with  regard 
to  the  first  part  of  the  question,  he 
believed  that  one  and  the  same  officer 
was  meant.  As  regarded  the  second 
part,  he  feared  that  it  was  only  too 
much  to  be  regretted  that  Her  Majesty's 
Service  had  lost  a  very  gallant  officer  in 
Captain  Wyatt-Edgell. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Committee  deferred  till  Friday, 


TURNPIKE  ACTS  CONTmUANCE  BILL. 
{Mr,  Salt,  Mr,  Selater-Booth.) 
[bill   239.]       COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Preamble  postponed. 

Clauses  1  to  6,  inclusive,  agreed  to, 

Sm  ROBERT  PEEL  asked  who  had 
charge  of  the  Bill  ? 

Mr.  SALT  said,  he  had. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  wished  to  know 
if  the  hon.  Gentleman  could  g^ve  any 
information  with  regard  to  the  con- 
tinuance of  the  Tamworth  trusts  ? 

Mr.  SALT  said,  he  was  afraid  that  he 
could  not  give  any  information  at  that 
moment  with  regard  to  that  particular 
trust.  It  was  a  matter  of  great  detail. 
He  would  be  happy  to  furnish  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  with  any  information  in 
his  power  to  obtain. 

Sir  ROBERT  PEEL  said,  some  years 
ago,  he  brought  this  subject  under  the 
notice  of  the  House.  The  town  of  Tam- 
worth, which  he  had  the  honour  to  repre^ 
sent,  was  encircled    by  a  net-wodk 
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turnpikes.  One  could  not  move  two  or 
three  miles  out  of  that  town  without 
haying  to  pay  toll.  He  did  not  know 
why  the  Tamworth  trusts  should  be  con- 
tinued, while  so  many  other  turnpikes 
had  been  abolished  ;  and  he  should  like 
to  know  why  they  were  continued  as  an 
exception  to  the  general  rule  ? 

Mk.  salt  said,  there  were  two  classes 
of  trusts,  some  of  which  came  before 
the  Turnpike  Trusts  Committee  every 
year,  which  dealt  with  each  one  upon 
its  merits.  Sometimes  the  trusts  were 
continued  up  to  a  certain  date  by  the 
Committee,  with  a  view  to  their  con- 
sideration again,  at  a  particular  date. 
For  instance,  certain  trusts  had  been 
continued  up  to  the  1st  of  November, 
1880:  they  would  be  considered  next 
year.  There  was  another  class  of  trusts 
whose  Local  Acts  would  expire  in  a  par- 
ticular year.  Next  year  a  certain  num- 
ber of  these  Local  Acts  would  expire, 
and  they  would  come  in  the  usual  course 
before  the  Committee.  When  the  trust 
to  which  the  right  hon.  Baronet  referred 
came  up  it  would  be  considered  and  dis- 
posed of  by  the  Committee.  There  was 
also  another. class  of  trusts  disposed  of 
by  this  Bill,  in  which  the  trusts  having 
come  to  an  end,  and  the  debts  having 
been  paid  off,  the  trustees  themselves 
applied  for  the  trust  to  be  discontinued. 
So  soon  as  the  interest  to  which  the 
right  hon.  Baronet  referred  came  under 
any  one  of  these  categories  it  would  be 
dealt  with.  Any  further  information  in 
his  power  to  give  he  would  be  glad  to 
supply. 

Clauses  7  and  8  agreed  to. 

Schedules  1  to  4,  inclusive,  agreed  to. 

Schedule  5. 

On  the  Motion  of  Mb.  Salt,  the  fol- 
lowing Ameudments  were  made  : — ^In 
page  7,  line  6,  in  column  (County),  in- 
sert "Chester;"  page  7,  line  6,  in 
column  (Name  of  Trust),  insert  "  Stock- 
port and  Warrington  and  Washway, 
United ;  "  page  7,  line  6,  in  column  (No. 
of  Act),  insert  **  3a.  7a;"  page  7,  line 
36,  in  column  (Date  of  Act),  insert  "  7 
and  8  G.  4,  c.  xcv;"  page  7,  in  column 
(Title  of  Act),  insert — 

''3a.  An  Act  for  more  effectuallv  repairing 
and  otherwise  improving  the  road  from  Cross- 
ford  Bridge,  in  the  county  palatine  of  Lancaster, 
to  Altrincham,  in  the  county  palatine  of 
Checter;" 

Sir  Eohert  Feel 


**  7a.  An  Act  for  more  effectually  repairmg 
certain  roads  in  the  county  of  Chester,  of  which 
the  ^ort  title  is  '  Stockport  and  Warrington 
Road  Act,  1856.' " 

Postponed  Preamble  read,  and  agreed 
to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported;  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
sidered To-morrow. 


PUBLIC  HEALTH  (IRELAND)  ACT  (1878) 

AMENDMENT  BILL— [Bill  128.] 
{Mr.  Jame9  Lowther,  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER,  in  moving  that 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Ohair, 
briefly  explained  its  provisions,  and 
hoped  the  House  would  decide  that  it 
was  for  the  benefit  of  Ireland  that  the 
Amendments  which  the  Bill  proposed 
should  be  made  in  the  existing  law. 
The  provision  which  enabled  loans  to 
be  raised  by  sanitary  bodies  in  Ireland, 
he  thought,  would  commend  itself  to 
the  House.  With  regard  to  loans  for 
paving,  he  proposed  to  introduce  a  clause 
providing  that  where  any  Act  empowered 
any  urban  sanitary  authority  to  cause 
the  streets  or  footways  under  their  con- 
trol to  be  paved  or  flagged,  such  Act,  so 
far  as  it  related  to  that  work  being  car- 
ried into  effect,  should,  for  all  the  pur- 
poses of  the  Public  Health  (Ireland) 
Act,  1878,  which  had  reference  to  the 
borrowing  money  for  the  purpose  of 
the  Sanitary  Acts,  be  deemed  to  be  a 
Sanitary  Act  within  the  meaning  of  that 
term.  No  new  matter  was  comprised 
in  the  Bill,  which  was  merely  an  amend- 
ing measure;  and  he  hoped  that,  as 
Amendments  might  be  offered  in  Com- 
mittee, the  House  would  now  agree  to 
the  Motion  he  would  make.  He  wished, 
however,  to  say,  with  reference  to  an 
Amendment  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Eoldare  had  upon  the  Paper,  that 
it  raised  matter  which  was  new  to  the  Bill 
in  a  rather  inconvenient  way.  The  object 
of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member's  Amend- 
ment might  be  good  or  might  not ;  but 
it  was  hardly  one  which  ought  to  be 
pressed  upon  the  consideration  of  the 
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House  upon  the  BiU.  The  Select  Com- 
mittee, which  then  sat  npon  the  subject, 
had  decided  against  introducing  the 
proyisions  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man sought  to  draft  into  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  J,  Lowther.) 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  to  the  Motion  upon  the 
Paper,  which  was  to  the  effect — 

<<  That  no  Bill  to  amend  the  law  relating  to 
Public  Health  in  Ireland  can  be  satisfactory 
which  fails  to  provide  for  the  superyision  by 
jKToperly  qualified  medical  officers  of  health  of 
the  aanitarr  airangements  throughout  the 
country  \  and  this  House  is  of  opinion  that  this 
superyision  can  best  be  carried  out  by  Local 
Gk)vemment  Boards  having  power  conferred 
on  tiiem  to  divide  the  whole  of  Ireland  into 
districts,  and  to  appoint  inspecting  medical 
officers  of  health  for  the  purposes  of  such  sani- 
tary inspection." 

He  also  had  another  Amendment  down 
to  the  Bill;  but  he  proposed  now  to 
postpone  them  until  they  got  into  Oom- 
mittee  on  the  Bill. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  doubted  whether 
that  would  in  Order. 

Mb.  MELDON  then  proposed  to 
address  the  House  upon  the  subjecti 
but 

Mb.  speaker  ruled  that  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  was  out  of  Order, 
as  he  had  already  spoken. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Mb.  salt  thereupon  took  the  Chair. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Flreamble  postponed. 

Clauses  1  to  4,  inclusiTe,  agreed  to. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  moved,  after 
Clause  4,  to  insert  the  following 
danse : — 

(Loans  for  paying.) 

"  Where  any  Act  empowers  any  urban  autho- 
rity to  cause  tne  streets  or  footways  under  their 
control  to  be  paved  or  flagged,  such  Act,  so  far 
as  it  relates  to  the  paving  or  flagging  of  streets 
or  footways,  shall,  for  all  the  purposes  of  the 
sectiona  of  The  Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act, 
1878,  which  have  reference  to  the  borrowing  of 
money  for  the  purposes  of  the  Sanitary  Acts, 
be  deemed  to  be  a  Sanitary  Act  within  the 
meaning  of  the  torm  Sanitary  Acts,  as  defined 
hj  The  PubUc  Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878." 

'   Mb.  MELDON  said,  he  had  intended 
to  oppose  the  introduction  of  this  clause, 


and,  therefore,  it  was  necessary  that  he 
should  state  shortly  why  he  did  not 
oppose  it.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  in 
moving  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave 
the  Chair,  said  that  this  was  merely  an 
amending  Bill,  and  there  was  no  intro- 
duction of  new  matter  whatever.  Those 
remarks  were  directed  against  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  (Mr.  Meldon) 
had  given  Notice.  And  yet  the  right 
hon.  Gentieman  himself  introduced  a 
clause  of  the  greatest  importance,  which 
was  quite  foreign  to  the  object  of  the 
Bill.  It  was  now  proposed,  in  a  BiU  to 
amend  the  Public  Health  Act,  to  give 
the  Corporation  of  Dublin  most  un- 
limited powers  of  borrowing  money.  It 
was  estimated  that  the  Corporation  re- 
quired some  £400,000  or  £500,000  for 
the  purpose  of  paving  the  streets.  The 
powers  of  the  Corporation  were  confined 
to  certain  matters,  which  did  not  include 
the  power  to  borrow  so  enormous  a  sum 
of  money  to  pave  the  streets.  As  they 
could  not  borrow  that  money  for  any 
ordinary  purpose,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man now  wanted  to  say  that  the  paving 
of  the  streets  was  a  sanitary  purpose ; 
and,  therefore,  in  this  merely  amending 
Bill,  he  put  down  a  clause  giving  this 
enormous  power  to  the  Corporation.  In 
his  (Mr.  Meldon's)  opinion,  it  was  not  a 
power  that  ought  to  be  conferred  in  this 
way.  When  the  town  of  Belfast  wanted 
similar  powers  in  a  modified  form,  the 
course  pursued  was  not  to  attempt  to  in- 
troduce a  provision  of  this  kind  in  a 
secret  and  covert  manner  into  a  Bill; 
but  they  got  a  Provisional  Order  of  the 
Local  Government  Board,  which  was 
afterwards  passed  into  an  Act,  after  full 
discussion,  and  the  attention  of  the 
House  had  been  specifically  called  to  it. 
But  in  this  case  this  enormous  power 
was  slipped  into  a  merely  amending 
Bill,  as  the  right  hon.  Gentieman  the 
Chief  Secretary  called  it.  He  (Mr. 
Meldon),  therefore,  could  not,  consis- 
tentiy  with  his  duty,  assent  to  the  intro- 
duction of  this  clause.  But  he  now 
understood  that  hon.  Members  of  the 
House  who  represented  the  citizens  of 
Dublin  were  in  favour  of  the  clause. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary  (Mr. 
Gray),  as  leading  Member  of  the  Corpo- 
ration, in  whom  all  the  citizens  of  Dublin 
had  confidence,  had  given  his  assent  to 
the  clause;  and  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dublin  (Mr.  M.  Brooks)  also  conouzred 
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brought  the  matter  before  the  Select 
Committee,  and  had  not  been  met  with 
any  arguments  to  show  that  it  was  im- 
proper to  confer  such  power  on  the  Board. 
In  England,  full  and  ample  powers  were 
enjoyed  by  the  Medical  Department  of 
the  Local  Gbvemment  Board,  and  this 
was  found  to  work  successfully.     The 
point  was  raised  before  the  Committee 
on  the  1878  Bill,  and  it  was  said  the 
Local  Government  Board  could  exeroisa 
the  same  powers  as  in  England;  bat 
that  had  turned  out  to  be  not  so,  and 
over  and  over  again  applications  made 
to  the  Board  had  been  met  with  the 
reply  that  they  had  no  power  to  inte^ 
fere  with  the  officers  of  health.    He  did 
not  wish  to  make  the  appointment  of 
medical  Lispectors  compulsory;  bathe 
wished  to  give  the  Local  GoTemment 
Board  the  power  of  making  the  appoint- 
ments for  two  principal  reasons.    Fint^ 
because  in  the  rural  districts  officers  of 
health  found  themselves,  owing  to  locil 
influences,    unable  to    dischi^re  their 
duties  as  they  would  desire.    B  it  be- 
came their  duty  to    report   upon  the 
existence  of  a  nuisance  under  the  Ooa^ 
dians,  their  employers,  they  had  eon- 
sidorable  difficulty  in  making  their  re- 
ports, or  in  having  those  reports  acted 
upon  when  made.     Then,  again,  offictn 
might  be  found  who  pocketed  the  money, 
but  did  not   do  their  work.     On  the 
other  hand,  in  Dublin  there  was  a  diffi- 
culty in  getting  the  duties  properly  dii- 
charged ;  and  to  secure  that  the  neoee- 
sity  of   having  a    superintendent  wii 
severely  felt.     He  merely  wanted  to  gire 
the  Board  power  to  depute  an  officer  to 
see  that  the  duties  were  properly  dis- 
charged, and  in  the  Amendment  he  had 
substituted  the  word  **may"  for  "ehalL" 
There  would  be  no  necessity  of  appoint- 
ing new  officers ;  there  were  other  offi- 
cers in  the  service ;  but  under  the  Act 
there  was  no  power  to  make  it  one  of 
their  duties  to   see   that  the  duty  of 
the  officers   of   health  throughout  the 
country  was  properly  discharged.  Theee 
superintendents    would    be    sometimei 
required    to    stand  between    the  offi' 
cer  of  health  and  the  persons  agaiut 
whom  complaints  were  made ;  bat  oAtt 
they  would  be  required  to  so  about  sod 
see  that  the  officers  of  hedth  were  die- 
chai^ng  their  duties,  and  this  laet  w« 
most  essential  in  Dublin.    It  wte  noi 
easy  to  get  the  dismissal  of  an  officer  of 
health  for  mere  neglect;  hemnstbeooB- 


with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  in  the  desirableness  of  this 
being  done.  That  being  so,  he  (Mr. 
Meldon)  left  the  entire  responsibility 
with  them,  and  would  not  seek  to  oppose 
the  clause 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  there  had 
not  been  the  slightest  desire  to  increase 
the  taxation  on  the  citizens  of  Dublin. 
He  could  not  agree  with  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  (Mr.  Meldon)  as  to  what 
he  had  said  in  respect  to  sanitary  pur- 
poses in  England.  The  paving  of  the 
streets  was  regarded  as  a  sanitary  pur- 
pose, and  so  it  was  regarded  in  a  good 
many  towns  in  Ireland.  The  citizens  of 
Dublin  did  not  think  it  unreasonable 
that  they  should  be  in  an  exceptional 
position,  and  this  being  represented  to 
himself  and  to  his  right  hon.  Friend  he 
had  thought  it  proper  to  give  effect  to 
the  suggestions  made  to  them. 

Me.  M.  brooks  said,  really  the  in- 
tention of  the  clause  was  to  assimilate 
the  law  in  the  case  of  Dublin  to  that 
which  obtained  in  every  town  in  the 
United  Kingdom,  and  to  which  Dublin 
was  now  the  only  exception.  He  did 
not  like  to  hear  it  said  that  the  clause 
had  been  slipped  into  the  Bill  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary, as  it  had  been  the  subject  of  well- 
considered  Memorials  from  the  Lord 
Mayor  and  Corporation  of  the  City  of 
Dublin  for  a  long  time. 

Clause  agreed  tOf  and  added  to  the  Bill. 

Mb.  meldon  moved  the  insertion  of 
the  following  clause  : — 

"  The  Local  Government  Board  may,  from 
time  to  time,  appoint  bo  many  fit  persons  as  the 
Lords'  Commissioners  of  Her  Majesty's  I'rea- 
snry  shall  sanction,  being  practising  physicians 
or  surgeons,  to  be  inspecting  medical  officers  of 
health,  to  assist  in  carrying  out  the  provisions 
of  *  The  PubUc  Health  (Ireland)  Act,  1878,*  as 
amended  by  this  Act,  and  may  remove  all  or 
any  of  such  officers  and  appoint  others  in  their 
stead." 

He  said,  the  right  hon.  G-entleman  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  was  quite 
right  in  saying  this  was  not  the  first 
time  he  (Mr.  Meldon)  had  sought  to  in- 
troduce such  a  clause  into  the  Public 
Health  Code  of  Ireland.  In  1877,  when 
the  Bill  was  introduced,  he  had  endea- 
voured to  show  the  necessity  of  giving 
the  Local  Gbvemment  Board  the  power 
of  appointing  and  exercising  authority 
over  medical  officers  of  health.     He  had 

Mr.  Meldon 


* 
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Ticted  of  misconduct,  and  what  was 
wanted  was  the  means  of  keeping  a 
man  up  to  his  work ;  and  this  was  what 
he  desired  in  giving  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  the  power  of  making  these 
appointments. 

MB.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  he  was  sony 

he  conld  not  consent  to  the  insertion  of 

the  clause.     It  would  necessitate  many 

fresh  appointments,  for  when  the  hou. 

and  learned  Gentleman  said  the  Local 

Govexnment  Board  had  in  its   service 

oompetent  Inspectors,  to  whose  duties 

this  might  be  added,  without  going  into 

the  question  of  how  far  their  time  would 

illow  of  this,  he  wished  to  point  out  that 

the  words  used  in  the  clause,  ''being 

practising    physicians    or    surgeons," 

voold  exclude  all  lay  Inspectors ;  and 

there  were  no  practising  medical  officers 

connected  with  the  Local  Government 

Board,  for  those  accepting  appointments 

hid  to  devote  their  entire  time  to  the 

nrvioe.     The  clause  would,  therefore, 

not  only  add  many  new  appointments, 

hot  a  new  class  of  appointments,  and 

voold  involve  considerable  disarrange- 

Bunt  in  the  service  as  it   stood.      He 

hoped  the  clause  would  not  be  pressed. 

kx.  MELDON  said,  he  would  not 
pMs  the  Amendment,  for  this  reason,  if 
nr  no  other,  that  he  saw  he  had  no  pos- 
nhQity  of  success  in  pressing  it. 

Clause,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  the  other  two 
daoaes,  being  consequent  upon  the  first- 
mentioned,  he  would  not  move  them. 

Bemaining  clauses  agreed  to. 
Postponed  Preamble  read,  and  agreed 

House  retunud. 

Bill  reported:  as  amended,  to  be  con- 
■dered  To-morroic. 


PARLUMENTABY     FRANCHISE    BILL. 
[Xr,EUi«t,Mr.  ItodweU,  Mr.  Serjtani  Spinks.) 
[bUX  84.]       SECOND   READING. 
OKDEB  DISCHAKOED.        BILL  WITHDRAWN. 

Mb.  ELLIOT,  in  moving  that  the 
CMer  for  Seoond  Beading  be  read  and 
diicharged,  said,  he  did  so  on  account  of 
the  comprehensive  character  of  the  mea- 
•ue  as  affecting  the  whole  of  the  unen- 
fianchised  householders  in  all  the  cities 
ftad  borongha  in  England  and  Wales, 


and  the  utter  impossibility  of  a  Bill 
comprehending  such  grave  details  being 
adequately  discussed  at  that  late  period 
of  the  Session. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Order  for  Second  Reading  read,  and 
diecharged;  Bill  withdrawn. 

SCHOOL  BOARDS  (DURATION  OF 

LOANS)  BILL.— [BaL  219.] 

{Mr.  Ifanburi/f  Mr.  Fell,  Mr.  Reginald  Torh$.) 

SECOND    READING. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Pell) 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  expressed 
surprise,  saying  that  he  had  understood 
from  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Staf- 
fordshire (Mr.  Hanbury)  that  the  Bill 
would  not  come  on.  That  was  at  10 
minutes  past  2  o'clock. 

Mr.  PELL  said,  the  hon.  Member 
for  North  Staflordfehire  (Mr.  Hanbury) 
asked  him,  subsequently  to  that  time, 
to  move  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  bo  read  a  second  time  that  day 
three  months,  said,  its  promoters  should 
have  given  some  reasons  why  it  should 
be  read  a  second  time,  for  it  was  of  a 
most  important  character,  involving,  as 
it  did,  the  efficiency  of  the  provision  made 
for  educational  purposes  in  every  borough 
throughout  the  country.  It  was  scarcely 
courteous  to  the  House  to  have  the  Bill 
flung  amongst  them  without  a  single  word 
in  its  favour.  The  House  was  taken  a  little 
by  surprise,  and  it  was  difficult  to  know 
how  to  deal  with  it ;  but  ho  wished  to 
point  out  to  the  House  that  the  provi- 
sion of  school  accommodation  was  not  at 
all  a  voluntary  matter.  The  various 
authorities  were  compelled  by  Statute  to 
provide  suflicient  accommodation  for  all 
children  of  school  age  within  their  dis- 
tricts. It  could  not,  therefore,  be  pre- 
tended that  the  Bill  was  directed  to 
economy,  for  the  school  accommodation 
must  be  provided.  The  Bill  proposed 
that  loans  raised  for  those  purposes 
should  extend  over  periods  of  30  years 
instead  of  50  years,  as  heretofore ;  and 
the  effect  of  tliat  must  be  that  a  v<?ry 
much  larger  sinking  fund  would  have  to 
be  created.  He  had  not  calculi  ~  "  ' 
difference  exactly;   but  he  be 
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would  not  be  less  than  an  increase  of 
from  1^  to  If  per  cent  per  annum  on  the 
whole  capital  expenditure  upon  building. 
Hon.  Members  opposite  had  posed  as 
advocates  of  economy  in  School  Board 
management,  and  they  had  complained 
of  the  school  rate  of  London  reaching 
bd  in  the  pound ;  but  if  the  proposals  in 
the  Bill  had  governed  the  action  of  the 
London  School  Board,  the  rate  would  be 
at  least  \d.  or  l^J.  more  than  it  was  at 
present.  The  Board  would  have  had  no 
alternative.  They  must  have  made  the 
same  provision,  and  incurred  the  same 
expenditure ;  but  the  charge  on  the  pre- 
sent generation  of  ratepayers  would 
have  been  increased  to  the  extent  he  had 
stated.  Of  course,  it  was  difiB.cult  to 
answer  arguments  in  the  dark,  and  he 
did  not  know  what  might  be  advanced  in 
support  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  could  not  see 
that  the  future  generation  of  ratepayers 
were  in  any  way  damnified  by  the  exten- 
sion of  the  loan  over  50  years.  The 
buildings  erected  for  the  purpose  of 
schools,  both  in  the  Metropolis  and 
throughout  the  country,  were  substan- 
tial buildings — much  better  than  the 
average  of  similar  buildings.  Certainly, 
they  would  have  a  much  longer  life  than 
premises  usually  erected  on  99  years' 
lease.  The  life  of  an  ordinary  house  in 
the  Metropolis  was  supposed  to  be  about 
the  term  of  the  lease;  but  aU  these 
school  buildings  would  last  at  least  con- 
siderably more  than  a  century.  At  the 
same  time,  he  did  not  wish  to  suggest 
that  loans  should  extend  over  such  a 
long  term  as  that ;  but,  certainly,  no 
reason  had  been  shown  why  the  term 
should  be  shortened  in  the  manner  pro- 
posed by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  The  pro- 
position was  certainly  a  most  short- 
sighted one,  and  it  was  a  policy  insti- 
gated by  a  feeling  of  opposition  which 
had  always  existed  in  the  minds  of  some 
to  school  boards  and  their  worjc.  They 
thought  that  the  more  expensive  they 
made  the  work  to  the  ratepayers  the 
more  unpopular  the  school  boards  would 
become  with  the  ratepayers;  and  in 
that  way  they  hoped  to  aid  the  denomi- 
national system,  which  had  always  had 
their  consistent  support.  He  £d  not 
apply  this  remark  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Fell),  who 
was  nothing,  if  not  an  economist.  But 
in  this  case  the  economy  was  a  very 
short-sighted  one,  for  the  certain  result 
would  be  to  increase  the  charge  which 

Jfr.  Chamberlain 


he  (Mr.  Pell)  and  others  thought  was 
already  too  heavy.  Under  the  circum- 
stances, he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  hoped  the 
Bill  would  not  be  allowed  haerfily  to  pass 
the  second  reading,  for  it  was  a  measure 
that  must  seriously  hamper  educational 
work,  and  add  seriously  to  the  already 
heavy  burdens  of  the  ratepayers.  He 
moved  the  rejection  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  seconded  the  Amend- 
ment. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out  the 
word  ''now,"  and  at  the  end  of  the 
Question  to  add  the  words  ''upon  this 
day  three  months." — {3fr.  Chamberlain.) 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  word 
'  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Mb.  J.  E.  YOEKB  supported  the  Bill, 
and  said,  he  thought  the  facts  which 
had  come  to  the  knowledge  of  the  House 
would,  to  some  extent,  justify  some 
jealousy  of  school  board  expenditure. 
The  Metropolis  was  a  fair  specimen ;  and, 
so  far  from  the  large  expenditure  be- 
coming reduced,  it  seemed  to  tend  to  in- 
definite increase.  He  was  not  specially 
actuated  by  regard  for  denominational 
schools;  but  he  wanted  the  cheapest 
system,  and  he  did  not  see  why  he  should 
pay  a  much  larger  sum  for  the  luxury 
of  compulsion  than  it  was  necessary  to 
pay  for  a  voluntary  school.  The  Bill 
would  probably  not  increase  the  rates, 
and  the  scheme  proposed  in  it  had  no- 
thing of  novelty  to  recommend  it;  it 
existed  in  Scotland,  and  the  Scotch 
people,  who  had  many  admirable  quali- 
ties, had  one  quality  in  particular — 
namely,  that  of  looking  narrowly  after 
the  way  in  which  their  money  was 
spent.  They  preferred  repayment  in 
30  years,  and  he  was  boimd  to  believe 
that  they  had  good  reason  for  that  pre- 
ference. Further,  he  believed  the  Bill 
would  prevent  the  repetition  of  cases  like 
that  of  the  Shaftesbury^  for  luxurious 
furniture  would  have  to  be  renewed  in 
less  than  30  years.  He  did  not,  how- 
ever, pretend  that  the  Bill  by  itself  would 
go  very  far ;  but  it  would  do  something 
to  bring  home  to  the  present  veneration 
of  ratepayers  that  if  they  would  indulge 
in  these  educational  luxuries  they  must 
pay  the  piper.  It  was  not  an  isolated 
attack  on  the  school  board  system,  for 
the  Bill  was  on  all  fours  with  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  for  limiting  to  30  years 
the  loans  of  the  local  authorities  from 
the  Fublic  Works  Loan  CommisaionerB, 
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Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  the  Scotch  Edu- 
cation Act  had  enabled  school  boards  to 
borrow  for  30  or  50  years,  and,  perhaps, 
the  majority  of  loans  were  for  a  period 
not  exceeding  30  years.     He,  himself, 
was  in  favour    of  that  term    as    the 
maximum;  because,  apart  from  other 
reasons,  he  thought  that  the  generation 
for  which  a  school  was  provided  was 
the   generation  on  which  the  burden 
of  erecting  the  school  should  fall.     On 
looking  at  the  Bill,  he  did  not  see  that 
it  was  one  which  should  meet  with  op- 
position from  the  House.     No  doubt,  m 
lome  instances,  money  had  been  borrowed 
in  Scotland   for   longer  periods ;   but, 
in  the  general  run  of  cases,  it  had  been 
thought  expedient  that  the  term  should 
sot  exceed  30  years.      In  a  great  many 
instances,  school  boards  themselves  pro- 
posed this.     In  favouring  the  proposal 
of  the  Bill,  he  must  not  be  understood 
to  be  in  any  way  opposing  the  operations 
of  school  boards.      If  hon.  Gentlemen 
eomplained  of  school  board  expenditure, 
they  should  remember  that  it  was  the 
ntepayers  who   bore  the  burden,  and 
•ppointed  the  school  boards,  and  it  rested, 
therefore,  with  them  to  correct  any  ex- 
tnTagance  in  the  expenditure. 

Mb.  ROWLEY  HILL,  in  opposing 
the  Bill,  said,  its  effect  on  the  school 
district  with  which  he  was  connected 
woold  be  to  make  the  school  board  rate 
U.  in  the  pound  instead  of  5d. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  the  change 
proposed  was  an  important  one,  and  the 
House  was  entitled  to  hear  the  views  of 
the  Grovemment  from  a  Member  con- 
nected with  either  the  Education  De- 
partment or  the  Treasury,  before  it 
signified  its  assent  to  the  principle  of  the 
Bill.  In  fact,  the  proposal  hardly  ouglit 
to  have  been  made  without  the  Education 
Department  being  represented  in  that 
House.  He  could  not  conceive  for  a 
moment  that  the  Yice  President,  if  he 
had  been  aware  that  a  Bill  was  coming 
on  affecting  the  position  of  school 
boards  throughout  the  country,  would 
1mt6  been  absent  from  the  discussion. 
The  sdiools  were  not  built  so  badly  that 
thej  would  last  only  for  a  generation ; 
they  would  last  for  two  or  three  genera- 
tions at  least,  and  it  was,  therefore,  equit- 
lUe  that  succeeding  generations  should 
contribute  to  the  cost  of  the  buildings 
whOe  they  lasted.  It  was  really  only 
the  buildings  that  were  in  question,  for 
tha  amount  spent  on  the  furniture  was 


a  ridiculously  small  part  of  the  expendi- 
ture of  school  boards,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Eeist  Gloucestershire  (Mr.  J.  R. 
Yorke)  would  see,  if  he  were  to  move 
for  a  Return.  The  House  would  re- 
member that,  10  years  ago,  when  the  Act 
was  passed,  it  was  at  first  proposed  that 
the  loans  should  be  for  30  years ;  but 
the  matter  was  fully  considered  by  Par- 
liament in  connection  with  the  year  of 
grace,  during  which  building  grants 
were  allowed  to  be  made  to  the  mana- 
gers of  voluntary  schools ;  and  that  year 
of  grace  was  agreed  to  in  consideration 
of  the  extension  of  the  term  of  the  loans 
from  30  to  50  years,  so  that  if  the  shorter 
term  wore  now  imposed  there  would  bo 
a  distinct  breach  of  Parliamentary  agree- 
ment. The  inevitable  effect  of  the  Bill 
would  be  to  increase  the  school  board 
rates  by  throwing  the  cost  of  the  build- 
ings on  the  rates  of  30  years  instead  of 
60  years,  and,  by  putting  an  unjust 
burden  on  one  generation  in  respect  of 
the  buildings,  to  restrict  either  in  that 
respect,  or  some  other,  the  educational 
supply.  The  hon.  Member  for  East 
Gloucestershire  was  candid.  He  avowed 
that  he  wished  to  stop  school  board  ex- 
penditure, which  he  thought  was  too 
great.  But  if  the  House  was  asked  to 
legislate  on  the  supposition  that  school 
board  expenditure  was  extravagant,  it 
ought  to  have  far  more  evidence  before 
it  than  had  been  yot  adduced.  More 
facts  ought  to  be  brought  forward.  Even 
assuming  that  the  London  School  Board 
had  made  one  mistake  in  respect  of  a 
ship,  that  did  not  prove  anything  as  to 
the  school  buildings  on  land ;  and  it  was 
not  disputed  that  both  in  London  and 
the  country  more  schools  were  wanted 
and  must  be  supplied,  and  it  would  not 
do  to  make  it  more  difficult  than  beforo 
to  provide  those  schools.  That  being  so, 
was  it  prudent  to  make  the  rates  heavier 
for  30  years,  in  order  that  for  20  years 
afterwards  the  ratepayers  might  escape 
contributing  to  the  cost  of  the  schools 
already  built  ?  The  ratepaying  popula- 
tion was  not  now  in  such  a  state  of  pros- 
perity that  it  should  be  asked  to  repay 
faster  than  it  had  been  accustomed  to 
do,  neither  was  the  country  in  such  a 
condition  that  it  would  cheerfully  accept 
a  present  increase  of  rates  for  the  benefit 
of  posterity.  He  should  have  imagined 
that  the  Government,  if  it  had  been  re- 
presented by  any  other  Members  than 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  and  ■ 
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irritation  on  the  part  of  those  who 
had  been  parties  to  that  compromise. 
He  appealed  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
Vice  President  of  the  Council  to  say 
whether  the  Government  were  pre- 
pared to  support  the  Bill,  and  on  what 
grounds. 

Mb.  a.  M'AETHUE,  as  a  member  of 
the  first  School  Board  of  London,  tes- 
tified that  that  body  had  taken  the 
greatest  care  and  pains  to  select  sites 
and  build  schools  in  the  cheapest  and 
best  manner ;  and  he  believed  that  it  had 
succeeded,  on  the  whole,  in  executing 
that  work,  especially  considering  the  un- 
avoidably expensive  character  of  many 
of  the  sites,  as  economically  as  it  had 
been  done  in  the  country  districts.  He 
thought  the  passage  of  the  Bill  would 
be  most  unfair  to  the  school  boards 
throughout  the  country,  and  would  be 
most  damaging  to  the  cause  of  education. 

Me.  DILLWYN  said,  he  did  not 
think  the  House  should  come  to  a  de- 
cision without  the  Government  stating 
their  opinion  upon  the  Bill.  He  would, 
therefore,  move  the  adjournment  of  the 
debate. 

Mb.  BABEAN  seconded  the  Motion, 
remarking  that  the  Bill  had  been  un- 
expectedly sprung  upon  the  House  that 
afternoon.  It  would,  undoubtedly,  what- 
ever the  motives  of  its  authors,  retard 
the  cause  of  education. 

Motion'made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." — 
(ifr.  Dillwyn.) 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said,  he 
was  sorry  he  had  not  been  present  during 
the  debate  ;  but  he  had  never  expected 
the  Bill  would  be  reached.  He  had, 
however,  come  down  to  the  House 
directly  he  heard  it  was  under  notice. 
From  what  he  had  heard,  the  debate 
seemed  much  ado  about  nothing.  ["  Oh, 
oh ! "]  The  Bill  simply  proposed  to 
substitute  "  30  "  in  place  of  ''  50."  In 
many  cases,  school  board  loans  had  been 
already  contracted  for  30  years  only; 
and  the  Bill  would  make  no  difference 
whatever,  as  regarded  the  terms  upon 
which  loans  had  been  already  raised. 
The  school  accommodation  throughout 
England  was  almost  sufficient,  with  the 
exception  of  that  of  a  few  large  towns. 
It  was  only  in  London,  and  some 
other  large  towns,  with  a  constantly- 
increasing  population,  that  the  school 
boards  would  have  to  borrow  money.  If 
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that  was  all  that  was  propoeed  in  the 
Bill  now,  how  could  hon.  Members  con- 
nect the  proposal  with  any  injury  to  the 
quantity   or  quality  of  the    education 
given?     The    Bill   proposed    that  in 
&ture  any  sums  which  were  borrowed 
with    the    consent    of    the    Education 
Department,  in  order  to  provide  neces- 
sary school  accommodation,  should  be 
repaid  within  30  years,  instead  of  50. 
His  hon.  Friend,  in  fact,  merely  pro- 
posed to  assimilate  the  borrowing  power 
of  school  boards  to  that  of  other  local 
authorities,  for  those  bodies  were  the 
only  public  institutions  which  were  not 
compelled  to  pay  back  loans  in  30  yean. 
No  doubt,  it  would  hit  the  present  gene- 
ration rather  harder  than  the  existing 
Act,  but  it  was  not  a  material  differ- 
ence ;  and  as,  in  his  judgment,  the  Bill 
would  do  no  harm,  he  should  be  pre- 
pared to  vote  in  favour  of  the  second 
reading. 

Mr.  CHAMBERLAIN  said,  the  noUe 
Lord  the  Vice  President  of  the  OoimeS 
was  under  considerable  misapprehensian, 
when  he  said  that  other  local  authoiitiei 
were  compelled  to  pay  back  loans  in  30 
years.  By  far  the  larger  amount  of  the 
loans  made  by  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commission,  under  various  Acts  of  Fa^ 
liament,  had  been  made  for  much  longer 
periods  than  30  years,  the  periods  beuBg 
50,  60,  and  even  75  years  in  some  cases. 
The  noble  Lord  also  was  under  a  mis- 
apprehension when  he  said  the  Bill 
would  not  seriously  affect  the  edacatiM 
in  many  parts  of  the  Elingdom — 

And  it  being  a  quarter  of  an  hour  be- 
fore Six  of  the  clock,  the  Debate  stood 
adjourned  till  To-morrow. 


PARLIAMENTARY   REPORTING. 
MESSAGE  FROM   THE  LORBS. 

That  they  do  reqtte$t,  that  this  Hooai 
will  be  pleased  to  communicate  to  tlieir 
Lordships,  Copies  of  the  Beports  froa 
the  Select  Committee  appointed  by  ihii 
House  in  the  present  Session  and  in  tht 
last  Session  on  Parliamentary  Bepoit* 
ing,  together  with  the  Minutes  of  JBfi- 
dence,  &c. 

JUDICIAL  FACTORS   (SCOTLAin))  BUL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Ramsat,  Bill  to  fnmiB 
for  the  appointment  of  Judicial  Fbcton  ty 
Sheriff  Courts  in  Scotland,  orderfd  to  be  brongfct 
in  by  Mr.  Ramsay,  Mr.  Baxtibi  Sir  Giaii« 
MoNTOOMEKT,  and  Mr.  Dalhthfli. 

Bill/^^Affi/Mf,  and  re«d  the  fizBt  time.  [BiU  tf  7.] 
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mnnciPAL  bleotionb  (ebelaitd)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  James  Lowtheb,  BUI  to 
amend  the  Law  regulating  Municipal  Elections 
in  Ireland,  ordered  to  be  brought  m  by  Jamsb 
LowTBBB  and  Mr.  Attornbt    Gbkesal   for 

BVlpretentedjBJid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill 266.] 

House  adjourned  at  fiye  nunutes 
before  Six  o'dook. 


HOUSE     OP     LOBDS, 
2%ur8day,  24th  Jufy,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bujj^— Second Headiny^ 
New  Forest  Act  (1877)  Amendment*  (149); 
Bills  of  Sale  (Ireland)  •  (165) ;  Slave  Trade 
(East  African  Clourts)  •  (147). 

Commitiee — Summary  Jurisdiction  *  (97-162). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Commons  Act  (1876) 
Amendment*  (162). 

Third  Beading — Customs  Buildings*  (146),  and 
paeeed. 

Boyal  Assent — Army  Discipline  and  Regula- 
tion [42  &  43  Viet,  c.  33] ;  Army  Discipline 
and  Regulation  (Commencement)  [42  So  43 
Viet,  c  32] ;  Children's  Dangerous  JPerform- 
anoes  [42  i  43  Viet.  c.  34] ;  PubUc  Loans 
Remission  [42  &  43  Viet.  c.  35]. 

SUMMARY   JURISDICTION    BELL. 
{The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

(no.  97.)     OOMMITTBE. 

House  in  Oommittee  (according  to 
Order). 

Amendmentsmade:  TheBeportthereof 
to  be  received  on  Thursdatf  next;  and 
Bill  to  he  printed,  as  amended.  (No.  126.) 

ARTIZANS'  AND  LABOURERS'  DWELL- 
INGS ACT,  1876.~RESOLUTION. 

The  Eabl  of  CAMPEEDOWN  rose 
to  call  attention  to  the  enormous  pe- 
cuniary loss  already  incurred  by  the 
Metropolitan  ratepayers  in  carrying 
out  the  Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwell- 
ings Act,  1875,  and  also  to  the  declara- 
tion of  the  Ohairman  of  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  that  it  was 
impossible  to  estimate  the  entire  cost 
wmch  might  fall  to  the  ratepayers  under 
that  Act;  and  to  move  a  Besolution. 
The  noble  Earl  said,  he  believed  he 
would  be  able  to  show  that  the  result 
of  the  proceedings  taken  under  the  Act  up 


to  the  present  time  had  resulted  in  a  loss 
to  the  ratepayers  of  seven-eighths  of  the 
money  expended,  or  £500,000  sterling  ; 
that  thus  tiiere  had  been  thrown  upon  the 
ratepayers  a  very  heavy  burden,  which, 
to  a  large  extent,  ought  to  have  fallen 
upon  other  shoulders ;  and  even  that 
the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  who 
were  the  authority  charged  with  carry- 
ing out  the  provisions  of  the  Act,  were 
unable  to  say  what  would  be  the  ulti- 
mate cost  of  the  measure  to  the  rate- 
payers. Indeed,  in  reply  to  a  Question 
addressed  to  him  elsewhere.  Sir  James 
M'Garel-Hogg,  the  Chairman  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works,  made  the 
foUowmg  statement : — 

'^  It  is  impossible  to  say  what  will  be  the 
entire  cost  to  the  Metropolitan  ratepayers  of 
carrying  out  the  Artizans'  and  labourers* 
Dwellings  Act,  as  there  are  many  cases  before 
the  Bofmi  in  respect  of  which  schemes  have 
not  yet  been  prepared  nor  estimates  made.  Up 
to  the  present  time,  of  14  schemes  approved  by 
Parliament,  the  loss  on  the  six  sites  i^erred  to 
will  be  £662,061,  while  that  on  the  remaining 
eight  is  estimated  at  £514,409 — ^assuming  that 
the  prices  received  for  land  equal,  and  do  not 
exceed,  those  already  offered.  The  whole  matter 
is  under  consideration  by  a  Committee  of  the 
Board,  who  propose  to  make  a  representation  to 
the  Secretary  of  State,  with  a  view  to  the 
amendment  of  the  Act." 

Thus,  there  was  already  a  loss  of 
£1,000,000 ;  and  it  might,  therefore,  be 
fairly  contended  that  if  all  the  schemes 
in  contemplation  were  carried  out  there 
would  probably  be  a  loss  to  the  rate- 
payers of  upwards  of  £2,000,000.  More- 
over, it  was  quite  possible  that  the 
Medical  Officers  of  the  various  parishes 
might  submit  further  schemes  to  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works;  and, 
therefore,  it  must  not  be  supposed  that 
the  sum  of  £2,000,000  which  he  had 
mentioned  necessazoly  included  all  the 
expenditure  which  might  be  incurred 
under  the  Act.  Now,  to  whom  was  this 
very  large  simi  of  money  to  be  paid  ?  It 
would  be  paid  chiefly  to  the  owners  of 
dwellings  which  were  unfit  for  human 
habitation  —  those  dwellings  against 
which  the  Medical  Officers  reported  that 
they  were  fever-nests  of  the  worst  de- 
scription. For  instance,  a  Eeport  sent 
in  by  the  Medical  Officer  of  the  Ber- 
mondsey  Yestry  stated  that  the  whole 
site  proposed  to  be  acquired  was  a 
plague-spot  and  a  fever-nest.  That  that 
was  the  worst  Beport  of  the  whole  he 
was  bound  to  admit ;  but  it  should  be 
remembered  that  all  the  Keports  had 
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reference  to  houses  wluch.  were  declared 
to  be  totally  unfit  for  human  habitation. 
Their    Lordships    would  naturally  in- 
quire how  it  happened  that  so  large  a 
compensation  was  given  to  persons  who 
had  no  claim  to  liberal  treatment  ?    In 
the  first  place,  the  sums  paid  to  them 
were  out  of  all  proportion  to  the  sums 
eventually  obtained  by  the  sale  of  the 
sites.     Again,   these  bad  houses  were 
very  densely  populated  ;  but  when  pro- 
per houses  were  erected  fewer  tenants 
could  be  accommodated,  and  the  money 
received  for  rent  was  consequently  very 
much  less.     If,  in  the  first  instance,  the 
Nuisances  Hemoval  Act  had  been  put  in 
force,  these  fever  dens  could  not  have 
boon  used  for  habitations ;  and  in  that 
case  the  ratepayers,  when  they  came  to 
acquire  the  property,  would  have  obtained 
it  for  something  more  nearly  approach- 
ing its  real  value— -this  applied  to  the  six 
sites  referred  to  in  the  answer  of  the 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  to 
the  Feabody  Trustees,  and  the  private 
persons  who  undertook  to  build  houses 
for  the  working  classes.     But  these  per- 
sons were  unwilling  to  pay  large  sums 
for  these   sites.     It  was  said  that  the 
Board  had    taken   these  properties  at 
the  fair  market  value.     If  that  was  so, 
there  was  some  defect  in  the  working  of 
the  Act.  He  did  not  object  to  a  purchase 
**  at  the  fair  market  value ;"  but  what 
was  that  fair  market  value  ?    It  seemed 
as  though  tho  Board  had  purchased  the 
property,  not   according  to  the    actual 
value  of  the  individual  house,  but  had 
taken  the  rents  paid  by  the  the  tenantry, 
and  givon  so  many  years'  purchase  upon 
them.     It  seemed  to  him  tliat  the  proper 
mode  of  proceeding  would  have  been 
to  consider  thcso  houses  as  condemned 
nuisances,  which  must  be  removed  under 
the  Nuisances  Bemoval  Act,  and  paid 
for  them  accordingly.     Let  them  con- 
sider what  had  been  tho  effect  of  the 
Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act 
up  to  the  present  time.     He  had  no 
hesitation  in  saying  that  the  efi'eot  had 
been  to  establish  and  encourage  a  trade 
in  those  houses  which  were  unfit  for 
human    habitation.     It  was    notorious 
that  persons  had   been  paid  for  such 
houses  very  much  larger  sums  than  they 
could  have  obtained  in  the  open  market ; 
therefore,  it  might  bo  taken  for  granted 
that  in  tho  case  of  the  other  schemes 
which  had  not  yet  been   sanctioned  a 
considerable  trade  in  this  class  of  houses 

The  Earl  of  Camjperdown 


t  would    be    established.    Who   was  to 
blame  for  this  state  of  things?    The 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  had  been 
very  earnest  in  endeaTOurinff  to  prove 
that  they  were  not  responsible  for  it, 
and  that  they  were  merely  the  instm- 
ments  for  giving  effect  to  the  provisions 
of  the  Act.    He  admitted  that  he  did 
not  think  the  Home  OfiBice,  in  intro- 
ducing   the  measure,    sufficiently  con- 
sidered what  would  be  the  result  of  the 
arbitration  clause.     For  his  own  part, 
he  agreed  thoroughly  in  the  purposes 
of  the  Act ;  but  it  would  have  been  better 
if  provision  had  been  made  for  pur- 
chasing the  property  at   a  price  more 
nearly  approaching  its  real  market  value. 
The  Metropolitan  %oard  of  Works  wu 
stated    to    be    composed    of  the  most 
eminent  members  of  the  vestries  and 
yet  they  had  never  thought  of  enforciBg 
the  provisions  of  the  Nuisances  Bemorai 
Act.     Had  that  been  done  it  would  not 
have  been  necessary  to  pass  the  Artizani' 
and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act  of  1875. 
The  information  of   the    Metropolitaa 
Board  of  Works  on  that  whole  subject 
appeared  to  have  been  veir  inadequate. 
According  to  a  Return  oi  the  6th  of 
March  last  the  net  cost  of  six  of  the 
schemes  to  which  he  had  referred  was 
£562,000 ;  while  he  found  that  on  the 
31st  of  December  of  last  year  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  estimated  the 
cost  of  those  improvements  at  £285,101. 
He  could  not  understand  how  so  great  a 
miscalculation  should  have  arisen.  Up  to 
the  present  time  they  had  cost  £500,000 ; 
and  if  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Worb 
insisted  on  purchasing  the  sites  they 
might  acquire  under  the    eight  other 
schemes  which  had  been  sanctioned  hj 
Parliament,  they  would  probably  low 
another  £500,000.      He  thought  that 
such  a  state  of  things  ought  not  to  he 
allowed    to    continue,    and  he  trusted 
their  Lordships  would  at  least  retae 
to  sanction  any  more  of  these  scheoea 
until  some  amendment  was  made  in  re* 
gard  to  the  principle  of  oompenaatki. 
He  imderstood  that  the  superintendiif 
Architect  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  ■ 
Works  had  now  advised  the  Board  thai 
the  only  alternative  course  it  could  adoft 
in  order  to  relieve  it  from  its  difficnltiii 
and  put  it  in  the  best  commercial  ooi- 
dition  was  to  obtain  an  Act  that  woiU 
enablo  it  to  erect  buildings  on  the  sitai 
which  it  might  purchase.  Now,  he  hoped 
that  whatever  else  their  LordshipB  might 
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do  they  would  not  sanction  sach  a  pro- 
posal as  that.     He  might  he  asked  what 
remedy  he  would  propose  ?  At  any  rate, 
there  was  one  very  simple  remedy  which 
might   be    resorted    to — namely,    they 
might  TOSS  an  Act  requiring  the  Nui- 
sances Kemoval  Act  to  be  put  in  force 
with  an  adequate  penalty.    Why  should 
the  owners  of   houses  which  were    a 
source  of  plague  and  disease  and  a  dis- 
grace to  a  civilized  community  be  al- 
lowed to  let    such    places  for  human 
habitation  ?    For  these  reasons  he  had 
brought  forward  his  Eesolution.     He 
had  been  informed,  within  the  last  few 
boors,  that  the   Homo  Secretary  had 
given  Notice  in  the  other  Houso  that  it 
vtB  his  intention  to  introduce  an  Act  to 
imand    the    Artizans'    Dwellings    Act. 
Now.  he  submitted  that  in  passing  his 
Eesolution  their  Lordships  would  not  be 
inteifering  with  any  improvement  which 
that  Minister  might  be  making;  but  that 
fliey  would  be  expressing  their  opinion 
fliat  it  was  very  undesirable  that  Parlia- 
ment should  sanction  any  other  scheme 
biaed  on  the  principle  which  had  been 
fonowed  up  to  the  present  time. 

Mwtdto  resolve — 

"  That  in  the  opinion  of  thia  House  no  fur- 
tlierimpioveinents  ouf^ht  to  be  sanctioned  under 
tile  Act  until  the  principle  on  which  compen- 
ntioa  is  awarded  for  property  taken  shall  have 
Vsa  amended." — (7%*  Earl  of  Cumptrdown.) 

EiBL  BEAUCHAMP  said,  he  was 
jdad  that  the  noble  Earl  (the  Earl  of 
Gnnperdown)  had  brought  forward  this 
nbject,  which  had  caused  a  good  deal 
of  misapprehension,  and,  in  some  cases, 
even  an  amount  of  panic.  It  often 
liappened  that  when  some  large  and 
beneficent  scheme  of  improvement  was 
in  progress  all  went  very  well  imtil  the 
Ul  was  presented,  when  the  cold  fit 
eame  on,  and  many  people  stood  aghast. 
In  this  instance,  however,  he  thought 
he  could  show  their  Lordships  that 
there  was  really  not  so  much  ground 
&r  alarm  as  the  noble  Earl's  remarks 
Bight  lead  them  to  suppose.  The  noble 
End  had  said  that  the  burden  of  the 
Aitinns'  Dwellings  Act  ought  to  be 
fluown  on  other  shoulders ;  but  he  had 
Ukd  to  indicate  whose  those  other 
■hoolders  should  be.  The  only  hint  he 
had  given  them  on  that  point  was  that 
fte  owners  of  the  property  proposed  to 
he  taken  should  be  compelled  to  undergo 
•  ooniiderable    aacrifice   in  order  that 


the  Act  might  be  carried  out.  When 
the  Artizans'  Dwellings  Act  was  passed 
in  1875,  nobody  questioned  its  wisdom 
or  denied  its  justification;  and  it  was 
then  pointed  out  that,  in  the  nature  of 
things,  a  considerable  time  must  elapse 
before  its  full  benefit  could  be  realized. 
The  scope  or  object  of  the  measure  was 
not  to  provide  dwellings  for  artizans,  but 
to  provide  sites  for  such  dwellings  ;  and, 
in  connection  with  that  it  was  sought 
to  clear  certain  overcrowded  areas,  which 
were  fever-dons  and  plague-spots  in  tho 
midst  of  a  dense  po2)ulation.  That  ob- 
ject was,  in  some  measure,  in  process  of 
being  attained.  The  noble  Earl  based 
his  Eesolution  on  the  cost  of  carrying 
tho  Act  into  effect.  It  was  a  famous 
saying  of  Napoleon  that  they  could  not 
make  omelettes  without  breaking  eggs. 
It  was  equally  impossible,  in  a  city  con- 
taining some  4,000,000  of  inhabitants, 
to  get  rid  of  those  centres  of  disease  and 
infection  without  incurring  considerable 
expense.  He  did  not  think  that  the 
noble  Earl  had  made  out  a  case  of  mis- 
management against  the  Metropolitan 
authorities.  A  great  many  Metropolitan 
improvements  had  been  earned  out 
during  the  last  half  century;  but,  un- 
fortunately, those  very  improvements 
had  in  a  groat  dogroo  occasioned  the 
evils  of  overcrowding  whicli  tho  Act  of 
1875  was  intended  to  remedy,  because 
they  had  caused  a  groat  displacement  of 
the  working  classes  without  providing 
them  with  other  and  more  suitable 
dwellings.  It  would  be  most  undesir- 
able to  sweep  away  from  the  Statute 
Book  that  provision  of  the  Act  of  1875 
which  said  that  the  improvement  schemes 
of  local  authorities  should  be  accompa- 
nied by  conditions  in  favour  of  the 
working  classes  who  might  be  displaced. 
The  Act  of  1875,  no  doubt,  followed 
very  much  the  lines  of  the  Improvements 
Acts  of  Glasgow,  Edinburgh,  and  Liver- 
pool ;  but  those  cities,  being  neither  so 
large  nor  so  populous  as  London,  found 
it  comparatively  easy  to  accommodate 
the  working  classes  in  the  suburbs  and 
elsewhere  when  their  old  houses  were 
demolished.  In  London,  on  the  con- 
trary, this  was  in  many  cases  quite  im- 
possible, and  it  was  necessary  to  pro- 
vide dwellings  for  the  working  men  in 
the  neighbourhood  of  their  work.  The 
noble  Earl  had  pointed  to  the  compen- 
sation clauses  as  another  cause  o** 
pen.so.     Now,    ouo   reason   why 
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areas  had  not  been  cleared  long  before 
arose  from  the  great  complexity  of  the 
interests  involved.     The  noble  Earl  ap- 
peared to  imagine  that  in    every  case 
there  was  some  individual  owner  who 
could  be  promptly  and  easily  dealt  with. 
This,  however,  was  a  misapprehension. 
There  were  often  three  classes  of  per- 
sons  to  be    considered — namely,  nree- 
holders,    leaseholders,    and     occupiers. 
Then,  again,  because  a  house  was  situ- 
ated in  an  unhealthy  district,  it  did  not 
necessarily  follow  that  it   was   itself  a 
ntiisance,  or  in  an  unsanitary  condition 
— many  unsanitary    buildings    existed 
side  by  side  with  others  which  were 
unobjectionable — but  they  had  to  deal 
with  the  area  as  a  whole,  including  this 
latter  class  of  buildings.     In  these  cir- 
cumstances, it  would  be  manifestly  un- 
just to  deprive  the  owner  of  a  habitable 
house  of  proper  compensation  when  his 
property   was   taken   from   him.     The 
noble  Earl  would,  therefore,   see   that 
the  interests  might  be  very  complicated, 
and  that  it  might  be  impossible  to  settle 
the  question   of  compensation  by  any 
simple  process.  The  Nuisances  Eemoval 
Act  was  a  very  useful  measure ;  but  the 
expense  it  would  entail  was  such  as  to 
prevent  them  from  proceeding  under  its 
provisions.     It  was  very  desirable,  in 
dealing  with  these  sites,  to  have  a  uni- 
form system  of  valuation ;  and  the  Act 
of  1876,  so  far  from  neglecting  the  ques- 
tion of  compensation,  took  a  very  strin- 
gent step  regarding  it.     It  contained  a 
very  special  provision,  borrowed  from 
the  Irish  Lands  Clauses  Act,  which  pro- 
vided that  owners  of  property  should 
not  receive  compensation  for  the   en- 
hanced value,  but  only  the  fair  market 
value  of  the  land  as  it  stood.    What 
panacea  did  the    noble  Earl   propose, 
and  on  whose  shoulders  did  he  wish  to 
throw  the  burden  ?    In  drawing  a  pic- 
ture of   the  expense  incurred,  he  had 
omitted  to  speak  of  the  number  of  per- 
sons who  would  be  benefited.    He  found, 
for  example,   that  on   the  six  sites  to 
which  the  noble  Earl  had  referred  the 
population  displaced  amounted  to  over 
11,000,  and  provision  had  been  made 
upon  them  for  as  many  as  11,500.     It 
was,  he  thought,  some  satisfaction  that 
the  outlay  would  be  attended  with  sub- 
stantial benefit  to  so  large  a  number  of 
persons.     He  denied  that  the  loss  would 
be  BO  great  as  the  noble  Earl  had  repre- 
sented.   Experience    had    shown   that 
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even  in  Glasgow  and  Edinbnreh,  where 
a  building  had  been  remoyed  and  re- 
place d  by  another,  a  substantial  pecu- 
niary benefit  had  been  derived.    For 
one  thing,  the  rateable  value  would  be 
increased,  and  the  indirect  benefits  would 
also  be  considerable,  because  it  was  an 
ascertained  fact  that  the  impicYGmenti 
were  always  attended  by  a  diminution 
of   disease  and  pauperism.     The  case 
was,  therefore,  not  so  bad  as  the  noble 
Earl  would  make  it  out  to  be.    Great 
attention  had  been  paid  to  the  accumu- 
lation and   study  of  statistics;  but  of 
what  use  were  they  if  not  as  a  basis  fA 
legislation  ?    They  were  too  apt,  in  deal- 
ing with  statistics,  to  forget  tnat  erezy 
unit  represented  human  life  and  human 
suffering.     K  it   could  be  shown  that 
disease  could  be  controlled  and  dimi- 
nished, and  human  life  prolonged,  bj 
such    improvements    as    the   Artizani' 
Dwellings  Act  introduced,  the  Hooae 
would  be  slow  to  accept  the  indictment 
that  had  been  made  i^ainst  it  by  tha 
noble  Earl.      It  would  be  a  great  injoa- 
tice  to  go  beyond  the  provisions  of  that 
Act ;  the  owners  were  not  a  elaas  to  ba 
treated  in  a  rough-and-ready  maniMr, 
and  there  was  a  great  complication  of 
interests  to  be  regarded.      When  tha 
history  of  the  present  Beig^  came  to  ba 
written,  there  was  no  page  which  wooU 
shine   more  brightly  than  that  vUflh 
recorded  the  efforts  made  for  tiia  in- 
provement  of  the  health  and  morali  of 
their  fellow-subjects. 

Eakl  GRANVILLE  said,  their  lori- 
ships  were  all  ready  to  acknowkdia 
that  the  object  of  the  Artizana'  DwaUr 
ings  Act  was  a  most  desirable  ooa  — 
the  question  was,  how  had  it  baeft 
carried  out  by  the  present  Act  ?  ^Rk 
regard  to  the  statement  made  bf 
his  noble  Friend  (the  Earl  of  CanMV- 
down),  he  thought  it  was  one  which  nad 
not  been  answered  by  the  remarka  d 
the  noble  Earl  who  had  just  sat  dova. 
The  noble  Earl  said  that  his  noUa 
Friend  did  not  indicate  on  whoee  ahool' 
ders  the  expense  was  to  fall,  Nov,i 
was  quite  clear,  from  his  noble  Friamf i 
observations,  that  he  did  not  wish  fe 
any  act  of  spoliation  against  the  ownM 
and  that  what  he  sought  was  that  AV 
should  be  dealt  with  justly  and  resM** 
ably.  Great  dissati^action  had  bain 
jusUy  felt  at  the  excessive  sums  that  hai 
been  given  as  compensation  fbr  dwellhtP 
which  were  absolutenuisanoes.  IheooUi 
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Eail  Beemed  to  think  that  the  noble  Earl 
(the  Earl  of  Camperdown)  brought  a 
charge  against  the  ar\)itrator,  Sir  Henry 
Hunt.  Bat  he  did  not  do  so.   Sir  Ilonry 
Hont  was,  and  is,  well  known  by  many 
of  their  Lordships  as  a  gentleman  whom 
all  would  he  glad  to  choose  as  an  arbi- 
trator, not  only  from  his  knowledge  and 
ahilities,  hut  also  from  his  high  character. 
But  he  had  to  deal  with  the  facts  as  they 
▼erecreatedfor  him  by  the  statute ;  and  it 
was,  besides,  only  right  when  they  were 
Fi'chasing  eggs  to  make  omelettes  they 
ihoold  take  care  they  were  good  ones. 
The  only  explanation  offered    by  the 
noble  Earl  opposite,  with  reference  to 
the  Nuisances'  Bemoval  Act,  was  that  it 
wold  not  be  put  into  force  on  account  of 
its  great  expense  and  complexity.     But 
BO  one  would,  surely,  bolieye  that  that 
expense  would  amount  to  the  enormous 
cost  entailed  by  the  application  of  the 
Artiians'   Dwellings  Act,  as  they  had 
DOW  discovered.  Nothing  could  bo  more 
iital  than  to  allow  so  large  an  expcn- 
ditnre  as  that  which  was  being  incurred 
in  carrying  out  the  Artizans'  Dwellings 
Act  to  be  home  by  the  ratepayers  of 
tte  Metropolis.      Notwithstanding  the 
jressnre  put  upon  the  Governmont  at 
the  time,   they  persisted  in  departing 
ftom  the  principle  adopted  in  the  Qlas- 
gov  and  Liverpool  Acts.   That,  he  held, 
Tis  a  great  mistake.     The  Government 
voald,  he  feared,  be  straitened  in  their 
komane  efforts  in  promoting  the  objects 
of  the  Artizans'  Dwellings  Act  if  they 
nmained   perfectly  satisfied  with    the 
Mmt  quo,  and  consented  to  an  enormous 
fas  to  be  inflicted  upon  the  ratepayers 
of  the  Metropolis. 

The  Earl  of  BEACONSFIELD  :  My 
Lords,  I  am  sorry  to  hear  the  noble 
Eul  (Earl  Ghranville)  charge  the  Go- 
wnment  with  being  contented  with  the 
Mui  quo,  after  the  announcement  made 
flus  evening  by  my  noble  Friend  that 
Kotice  had  been  given  in  the  other 
House  of  the  intention  of  the  Govern - 
Bent  to  amend  the  Act  which  we  are 
low  discussing.  That,  I  think,  shows 
that,  on  our  part,  there  is  a  wish  to  im- 
fnve  that  Act.  No  doubt,  when  an 
udertaking  of  this  kind  is  attempted, 
it  is  very  difficult,  from  the  largeness 
nd  novelty  of  the  subject,  to  bring 
forth  at  once  an  altogether  perfect  mea- 
nre.  The  noble  Earl  who  has  just  ad- 
draoaed  us  has  not  touched  nny  of  the 
jomts  in  my  noble  Friend's  (Earl  Beau- 


champ's)  speech,  and,  indeed,  I  think 
they  were  not  very  easy  to  answer.  In  the 
first  plcwjo,  with  regard  to  the  Nuisances 
Bemoval  Act,  the  reason  why  the 
Artisans'  Dwellings  Act  was  brought  in 
was  because  the  machinery  provided  by 
the  Nuisances  Bemoval  Act  was  found 
insufEcient  to  effect  those  changes  which 
were  absolutely  necessary.  Before  it 
became  law,  it  was  possible  to  deal  with 
isolated  houses  here  and  there ;  but  they 
could  not  deal  with  areas;  and  unless 
they  dealt  with  areas  they  could  not 
secure  a  change  in  the  sanitary  condi- 
tion of  a  great  city  like  London,  al- 
though public  opinion,  expressed  in  a 
most  undisguised  and  undoubted  man- 
ner, demanded  such  a  change.  With 
regard  to  compensation,  the  charge 
made  by  the  noble  Earl  who  intro- 
duced this  debate  was  met  by  my  noble 
Friend  (Earl  Beauchamp)  in  a  com- 
plete manner ;  but  the  noble  Earl 
who  has  just  sat  down  avoided  that 
answer.  My  noble  Friend  showed — as 
was  impressed  upon  the  House  by  the 
noble  Earl  who  introduced  this  discus- 
sion— that  compensation  was  not  merely 
given  to  the  owners  of  the  miserable 
haunts  of  fever  and  disease,  which  were 
swept  away  under  the  provisions  of  this 
Act,  but  that  it  was  also  demanded,  and 
it  was  necessary  to  aQbrd  it,  in  respect 
of  those  tenements  which  were  really 
not  themselves  liable  to  tliat  imputation. 
I  hope,  although  Parliament  will  al- 
ways be  ready  to  improve  the  working 
of  the  Act,  as  experience  guides  and  en- 
lightens it,  there  will  bo  no  attempt  to 
tamper  with  the  jirinciples  on  which 
that  Act  is  founded,  and  with  the  ad- 
mirable provisions  which  it  contains.  I 
do  not  believe  there  was  any  measure 
ever  brought  forward  more  desired  by 
the  country,  and  more  approved  by  it, 
or  which  more  completely  effected  the 
object  it  had  in  view — namely,  the  im- 
provement of  the  sanitary  condition  and 
health  of  the  people  of  this  country. 

The  Eakl  of  CAMPEKDOWN  ob- 
served, in  reply,  that  it  seemed  only  too 
evident  that  compensation  was  some- 
times given  for  liouses  unfit  for  habita- 
tion. The  owners  of  such  houses  ought 
either  not  to  let  them,  or  else  to  put 
them  in  a  proper  state  of  repair.  The 
noble  Earl,  who  had  stated  that  the 
Nuisances  Removal  Act  could  not  be 
worked  on  aroouiit  of  the  expense,  was 
apparently,  not  awaro  of  the  proccdur 
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under  that  Act.    It  was  simple  enough,  in  fact,  quite  distinct.     The  arrangement 

The  local    authority  complained  to  a  between  the  landlord  and  his  tenant  was 

stipendary  magistrate,  and  the  magis-  one  between  themselyefl  and  not  between 

trate  could  prohibit  the  use  and  occupa-  them  and  the  Government ;  while,  in  the 

tion  of  the  house  till  the  necessary  re-  second  case,  all  that  the  tenant  had  to  do 

pairs  were  done.     He  would  point  out,  was  to  show  the  Commissioners  that  he 

in  conclusion,  that  the  ratepayers   of  had  made  no  profit  out  of  his  farm. 
Glasgow    and  Edinburgh,    fortunately 

for  themselves,  lived  under  a  very  dif-    THE  INCOME  TAX— EDUCATION  RATES. 

ferent  government  from  the  government 

of  London.  question. 

On  Question?  Resohed  in  the  Negative.  Loed    STANLEY    op   ALDERLBT 

asked.  Whether  farmers  or  others  paying 

THE   INCOME  TAX  -  AGRICULTURAL  ^  education  rate  exceedin|  3^.  in  the 

DEPRESSION—QUESTIONS.  P™  ^'®  ^^J  entitled  to  deduct  from 

their  income  the  amount  paid  for  educa- 

The  Earl  of  8TRADBR0KE  asked  tion  rates  in  paying  Licome  Tax  ? 
the  Lord  President  of  the  Council,  What  The    Dtjke    of    RICHMOND    aid 
amount  of  Licome  Tax  is  to  be  paid  by  GORDON,   in    reply,    said,    that  the 
landlords  whose  rents  have  been  reduced  amount  paid  to  the  School  Boards  for 
since  last  year  owing  to  the   existing  the  purposes  of  education  did  not  con- 
severe  depression  of  agriculture.     Also,  stitute  an  allowable  deduction  from  the 
what  tenants  are  to  pay,  who  can  prove  Income  Tax. 
that  they  have  made  no  profit  on  their 
occupation  during  the  lasWew  ?  PARLIAMENTARY  REPORTING.         j 

The    Duke    of    RICHMOND    Aim  -d.^-         .x.     o  ^  ^  r^       -u      J 
GORDON  said,  in    reply  to  the  first  ^^J^  J^^  ^®  8el«st  Committee 
Question,  that  the  Income  Tax  assessed  f  PPomted  by  tiie  House  of  Oommoiwm 
under  Schedule  A  was  paid  by  the  land-  J^^  P^^*®^*  *°i  *^®  ^  Sessions  ofPaij 
lord  through  his  tenant,  who  afterwards  ^*^«^*'  together  with  the  Mmutes  of 
deducted  it  from  the  rent.    The  amount  Evidence,  &c  j^Commumcated  (pii^ 
on  which  the  tax  was  levied  was  either  ^  H^^^f?  of  Tuesday  last),  andoidend 
based  on  the  actual  rent  or  the  annual  ^  ^^  ^^  *^®  ^^^^^^ 
value,   as    the   District   Commissioners  „          ,.         j    .,  «      ,^  — 
might  think  fit  to  assess  it     If  the  land-  ^Tdamt-m^JSS 
lord  remitted  a  portion  of  the  rent,  that  Elevea  o^docL 
was  a  private  arrangement  between  him- 
self and  his  tenant  which  took  the  form  

of  a  mere  casual  reduction  for  the  year. 

It    might,   therefore,   be  quite  in  the        TrnTTRP     OT?    nniirifnwfl 
power  of  the  landlord  to  say  to  the        HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 

tenant  that  he  would  remit  a  certain  -_       ,       rt^^i^,     ,^-/» 

proportion  of  the  rent  minus  the  Income  Thursday,  24<A  Jvly,  1879. 

Tax,  and  then  the  tenant  would  pay  the  

tax  as  before.    K,  however,  as  the  noble 

Earl  seemed  to  put  the  point,  the  re-  ISHNUTES.]  —  Select  Coiocittei— laspwr*- 

duction  of  rent  was  to  be  permanent.  East  India  (Public  Works)  [No.  312]. 

then,  of  course,  it  would  be  open  to  the  Puhlic  Bills— J^o/i*fiVm  in  CommitUt—VvaXic 

tenant  to  apply  to  the  Commissioners  Works  Loans  [Adrances,  &o.].                       | 

and  to  state  that  the  rent  upon  which  the  Ordered  —  First  Reading  —  Registry  Ownti    ■ 

assessment  had  been  made  was  no  longer  (Ireland)  (Practice)  •  [259]. 

the  rent  of  his  farm.     As  to  the  second  ^^^ontfi^^aifm^— University  Education  (ItcIidQ 

Question— which  came  under  the  head  (No.  2)  [260] ;  Poor  Law  (Scotland)  (NoV 

of  Schedule  B-all  that  would  be  neces-  g^^  f ^Xw  M2W1  ^^^^^ ' 

sary  was,  that  the  tenant  should  go  to  Sfiff^ommitt^^et>ort--'^msth!tjAa^  «rf 

the  Commissioners  and  prove  to  them  'other  ^toiI^^?231^].^™^ 

that  he  had  made  no  profit  out  of  his    ,,.,     ,  ,,      T-jPni.  i>^*«ii» 

,      .  J  xi_   J.    j."L       i»  i_  1.A    Considered  ae  amended  —  Lord  derk  Begwo 

busmess,  and  that,  therefore,  he  ought       (Scotland)  *  1 196]. 

not  to  be  taxed  an  an  income  which  he    considered  as  amended—Third  RMdinf—TvxA' 
had  never  received.    The  two  cases  were,       pike  Acts  Continuance  *  [239],  and  jnmm'* 


2%e  Earl  of  Camperdown 
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INDIA— THE  AUHARAJAH  DHULEEP 
SmaH.— QUESTIONS. 
Mr.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Under 
Becretaz;  of  State  for  India,  Whether  it 
u  the  &ct  that  an  application  has  been 
made  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
in  CouDcdl,  bj  Maharajah  Dhuleep 
Singh,  for  an  inorease  in  the  allowance 
■nniully  made  to  him  out  of  the  re- 
TOraes  of  India ;  and,  if  auch  applica- 
tion has  been  nude,  what  action  has 
been  taken  in  reference  to  it  by  the  Se- 
fMtaiT  of  State  in  Council  ? 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  :  Yes,  Sir ;  it  is 
troe  that  an  application  to  this  effect 
hu  been  made.  It  la  atUl  under  the 
Kmnderaticm  of  the  Secretary  of  State 
io  Council,  and  the  opinion  of  the  Oo- 
rnnment  of  India  has  been  invited  on 

the  mbieDt.     

Hr.  FAWOETT  Baked,  Whether,  be- 
fara  the  QoTemment  oame  to  any  de- 
iman  on  the  point.  Papers  on  the  eub- 
JNt  wonld  be  produced,  in  order  to 
(Bable  the  House  to  express  an  opinion 
in  reCBrence  to  the  application  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  Will  the  hon. 
Hmnber  give  Notice  of  the  Question  ? 

Me,  FAWCETT  said,  he  would  re- 
fMt  the  Question  on  Monday. 

HALL  U&BKINO   (GOLD  AND  SILVER]. 
QUESTIOIT. 

Mb.  HANBTTRT  (for  Sir  Chakles 
SuMRLi.)  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Ei^eqner,  What  action  the  Oovem- 
BsntTill  take  upon  the  reoommonda- 
litin  of  the  Select  Committee  on  "  Hall- 
lltfU^ig  (Qold  and  Silver) ; "  and,  in 
the  event  of  the  duties  being  lowered  or 
ibolisbed,  when  the  change  in  the  law 
vfll  come  into  operation  ;  and,  whether 
ntnte  will  be  aUowed  on  the  stocks  of 
uv  plate  held  by  the  trade? 

Thr  CHANCEIiOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  Sir,  in  answer  to  my  hon. 
Ihmd,  I  can  only  say  that,  at  preaent, 
ftt  Qovemmeot  have  no  intention  of 
popoaing  any  reduction  in,  or  the  ahoH- 
tin  0^  tue  ontieB  on  gold  and  silver. 

fXSEESWVm  AND  MEBCHANT  SEA- 
HEN    HOSPITAL.— QUESTION. 
Hb.  fry  asked  the  President  of  the 
loud  of  nsde,  Whether  it  is  the  fact 


that  a  large  number  of  merchant  seamen 
who  formerly  contributed  to  the  main- 
tenance of  Greenwich  Hospital,  and  who 
are  now  incapacitated  by  age  and  in- 
firmity from  following  their  calling, 
derive  no  benefit  from  thoir  contribu- 
tions to  the  funds  of  the  hospital ;  and, 
if  so,  whether  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment will  take  any  step  to  remedy  the 
grievance  in  question  ? 

Visoonwr  SANDON :  Sir,  no  commu- 
nication has  been  addressed  to  me  on 
the  subject  of  the  hon.  Member'a  Ques- 
tion since  I  have  held  my  present  Office, 
and  I  have  no  facts  before  me  to  enable 
me  to  say  whether  the  supposition  upon 
which  it  is  based  is  a  correct  one ;  but, 
as  far  as  I  have  been  able  to  ascertain 
in  the  Office,  I  am  inclined  to  doubt  it. 
If  the  hon.  Member  would  be  so  good  as 
to  send  me  a  statement  on  the  subject,  I 
should  be  happy  to  inquire  into  it  care- 
fully, and  to  give  him  the  fullest  infor- 
mation I  can  in  the  matter ;  and  if  he 
should  think  it  desirable  I  will  lay  upon 
the  Table  of  Parliament  the  Oorrespon- 
dence  between  us. 

BRITISH  COLUMBIA— ESQUIMALT 
DOCK.— OUESTION. 

Colonel  AEBUTHNOT  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  tho  Admiralty,  Whether 
the  Provincial  Government  of  British 
Columbia  applied  to  tho  Imperial  Go- 
vernment through  Admiral  de  Horsey,  in 
1877,  for  a  grant  of  £100,000  in  aid  of 
the  dock  at  Bsquimalt  in  lieu  of  £50,000 
already  promised;  whether  that  Admiral 
and  tus  predecessors  have  repeatedly 
urged  on  the  attention  of  the  Admiralty 
the  necessity  of  providing  dock  accom- 
modation for  Her  Majesty's  ships  on 
the  station  ;  what  is  the  condition  of  the 
Eeqnimalt  dock  at  present ;  and,  whether 
there  is  any  correspondence  on  the  sub- 
ject, either  at  the  Admiralty  or  Colonial 
Office,  which  can,  without  prejudice  to 
the  public  service,  be  laid  upon  the 
Table  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Sir,  there  has 
been  some  Correspondence  between  the 
Provincial  Government  of  British  Colum- 
bia, the  Dominion  Government,  and 
the  Home  Government  with  respect  to 
assistance  suggested  to  be  given  to  a 
proposed  dock  atEsquimalt;  but  it  would 
not  be  to  the  public  interest  that  the 
Correspondence  ahould  be  produced.^ 
The  necessity  for  dock  accommodatiad^ 
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on  the  Pacific  Station  has  been  urged  Bill  of  importance  at  this  period  of  the 

by  the  Admirals  commanding ;  but  it  is  Session  could  lead  to  no  good  or  useful 

doubtful  whether  Esquimalt  would  be  result, 
the  best    position    for    the    work    the 

Squadron  has  to  perform.     I   am  not  ARMY— SUPPLY  OF  WATER  TO  LAND. 

aware  how  much  progress    has    been  GUARD  FORT.— QUESTION, 

made  with  the  dock  at  Esquimalt.  j^  BENTINCK  asked  the  Secretaiy 

of  State  for  War,  Whether  Landguard 

COLONIAL  NAVAL  DEFENCE  ACT,  1866—  Fort  has  not  been  rebuilt  without  prorid- 

ROYAL  COLONIAL  NAVAL  RESERVE  i^&  *  supply  of  fresh  water ;  whether  the 

TirT?xr     nTn?arrTr\xT  Water  in  the  new  artesian  well  is  not 

salt ;  and,  whether  it  is  intended  to  con- 

CoLONEL  ABBUTHNOT  asked  the  tinue  expenditure  at  Landguard  Fort 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  If  when,  from  want  of  fresh  water,  it  can- 
he  will  either  state  or  grant  a  Hetum  not  be  garrisoned  ? 
of  the  number  of  Royal  Colonial  Naval  Colonel  STANLEY,  in  reply,  said, 
Reserve  men  and  Royal  Colonial  Naval  that  when  the  re-building  of  Landgoaid 
Volunteers  enrolled  under  the  provisions  Fort  was  commenced  there  was  a  good 
of  ''The  Colonial  Naval  Defence  Act,  supply  of  fresh  water;  but  it  had  sinoe 
1 865,"  in  the  Dominion  of  Canada,  and  in  been  impaired  by  the  operations  of  the 
the  Colonies  of  New  South  Wales,  South  owner  of  a  neighbouring  properly. 
Australia,  Tasmania,  Queensland,  and  Samples  from  well-boring  haa  proved 
New  Zealand  ?  brackish ;  but  he  hoped  a  better  supply 

SiK    MICHAEL    HICKS-BEACH :  would  soon  be  obtained.  The  war  autho- 

Sir,  I  believe  that  none  of  the  Colonies  rities  were  considering  what  should  be 

mentioned  in  the  Question  have  availed  done  in  the  matter.    The  fort  was  nor 

themselves  of   the    provisions    of   the  completed,  and  would  be  garrisoned. 
Colonial  Naval  Defence  Act ;  but  in  the 

Colony  of  New  South  Wales  there  is  POOR  LAW— PAUPER  NURSES, 

a  force  of  282  Naval  Volunteers,  and  in  question. 

New  Zealand  of  431,  raised  under  local  ^,     -o  a  mTTTirkxrci     i_  j  xi.  t*     'j^* 

Acts.    These  numbers  must,  of  course,  Me.  RATHBONE  asked  tiieft^^ 

be  considered  as  the  numbers  of  a  force  "tl  ^^l.^^^  Government  Board^  Wlie- 

capable  of  expansion  if  required ;  and  I  *^^'  his  attention  haa  been  caUed  to  la 

do  not  doubt  that  they  will  be  increased  IJi^)^^'*.^?^^  ^^  Dr.  Hardwicke,  on  tiie 

in  accordance  with  the  efforts  being  made  l^f  ""K  ^"^I'^f  P^''^}''Y'f' ^'"''^ 

by  these  Colonies  to  provide  fo?  their  ^9^1,  ^^  %  ""^  V^'lv*  ^"""^  ^  ^ 

defence.  nngdon    Road    Workhouse,  who  had 

been  placed  under  the  care  of  a  deif 

pauper  nurse ;  and,  if  he  can  take  stepi 

MERCHANT  SEA]^I£N—LEGISLATION.  to  prevent  paupers  being  placed  in  sita* 

QUESTION  ations  of  trust  and  responsibility  where 

want  of  skill  or  care  must  frequentlf 

Mr.  BURT  asked  the  President  of  the  result  in  permanent  injury  or  death  ? 

Board  of  Trade,  If  he  can  state  when  Mr.  SClATER-BOOTH  :  Sir,  my  at- 

he  will  introduce  the  promised  Bill  re-  tention  has  been  drawn  to  this  case,  and 

lating  to  Seamen  ?  application  was  made  by  my  directuxie 

Viscount    SANDON  :    Sir,    I    have  to  the  Coroner  several  days  ago  for  the 

been  most  anxious  to  introduce  the  Bill  depositions,  which  I  only  received  tbn 

respecting  Merchant  Seamen,  which  I  morning.    I  have  also  caused  one  of  the 

mentioned  at  the  beginning  of  the  Ses-  Lispectors  of  the  Metropolis  to  makeia* 

sion  I  had  prepared.    Up  to  the  pre-  quiry  into  the  matter.     Itistmethatthii 

sent  date  the  prolonged  discussions  which  child  was  placed,  with  some  others,  in  a 

have  occurred  in  tbiiB  House  have  made  ward  which  was  left  at  night  in  charge 

it  impossible  for  me  to  ask  the  House  of  a  pauper  nurse  who  is  rather  deiC 

to  deal  with  this  and  other  mattters  of  although  during  the  day  the  ward  is  in 

importance,  such  as  railway  questions,  charge  of  a  paid  and  responsible  nnree. 

in  connection  with  the  Board  of  Trade ;  It  is  obvious  that  this  was  an  improper 

and  now  I  am  sure  the  hon.  Gentleman  proceeding,  and  steps  will  be  taken  to 

will  agree  with  me  that  to  bring  in  a  prevent  its  recurrence.     Constant  eibrti 

Mr.  jr.  IT.  Smith 
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are  being  made  by  me  to  inBure  that  all 
offices  of  trust  and  responsibility  in 
workhouses  shall  be  filled  up  by  paid 
officers  and  assistants,  and  in  the  new 
infirmaries  I  have  succeeded  in  abolish- 
ing pauper  help  almost  entirely. 

ARMY  (ORDNANCE  DEPARTMENT)— 
HEAVY  RIFLED  ORDNANCE  — 
THOMAS   V.  THE   QUEEN. 

QUESTIONS. 

CoLOWEL  COLTHURST  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether 
any  person  other  than  Mr.  Lynall 
Thomas  claims  to  be  the  originator  of 
the  system  of  heavy  rifled  ordnance  of 
which  the  7-inch  7-ton  g^n  was  stated 
in  the  evidence  given  by  the  Crown,  in 
the  case  of  Thomas  against  the  Queen,  to 
be  the  standard  gun  in  Her  Majesty's 
Service ;  and,* if  so,  whether  he  will  be 
good  enough  to  g^ve  the  name  of  that 
person? 

Sir  henry  HAVELOCK  asked  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whether  any 
person  other  than  Mr.  Lynall  Thomas 
claims  to  be  the  originator  of  the  system 
of  heavy  rifled  ordnance,  of  which  the 
7-inch  7-ton  gun  was  stated,  in  the  evi- 
dence g^ven  by  the  Crown  in  the  case  of 
Thomas  against  the  Queen,  to  be  the 
standard  gun  in  Her  Majesty's  service  ; 
and,  if  so,  whether  he  wUl  be  good 
enough  to  g^ve  the  name  of  such 
claimant? 

LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL:  Sir,  the 
system  of  heavy  rifled  ordnance  in  use  in 
the  Service,  and  alluded  to  in  the  Ques- 
tions, was  orig^ated  in  the  Government 
factories  quite  independently  of  any  g^ 
designed  by  Mr.  Lynall  Thomas,  and 
this  view  is  borne  out  by  the  evidence 
for  the  Crown  in  the  case  referred  to. 

Sib  henry  HAVELOCK  asked. 
Whether  it  was  not  the  fact  that  the 
jury  in  the  recent  case  of  ''Thomas  v, 
the  Queen,"  gave  a  unanimous  verdict 
in  favour  of  Mr,  Lynall  Thomas's  claims  ? 

LoED  EUSTACE  CECIL:  Perhaps 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  will  repeat 
that  Question  on  another  day  ? 

IRELANI)— ORANGE  CELEBRATION 
DINNER  IN  GORET.—QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'CLERY  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  If  Mr.  John  C.  Pounden, 
of  fiallywalter,  co.  Wexford,  is  a  Justice 
of  the  Peace  for  that  county,  and  if  he 


presided  recently  at  a  Twelfth  of  July 
Celebration  dinner  in  the  Orange  HaU, 
Gorey ;  whether  the  parties  over  whom 
he  presided  on  that  occasion  subse- 
quently displayed  firearms  through  the 
town,  and  whether  breaches  of  the  peace 
occurred  in  consequence ;  and,  whether 
his  conduct  in  so  acting  is  approved  by 
the  Government  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  I  have  not 
yet  been  able  to  receive  information  on 
this  subject.  As  soon  as  I  saw  the 
Notice  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's  Question 
I  sent  over  to  inquire ;  but  there  has 
not  been  as  yet  any  time  to  receive  a 
reply.  However,  I  cannot  say  that  this 
gentileman,  assuming  that  the  facts  are 
as  stated,  was  guilty  of  any  act  calling 
for  censure,  because  there  is  no  state- 
ment that  he  accompanied  any  of  the 
parties. 

ARMY     OFFICERS    AS    WAR     CORRE- 
SPONDENTS.—QUESTIONS. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether,  since  it  appears  from  General 
Roberts'  letter  of  April  18th,  and  other- 
wise, that  officers  of  the  Army  in 
Afghanistan  have  been  acting  as  special 
correspondents  of  the  '*  Times,"  "Daily 
Telegraph,"  "Standard,"  and  other 
papers,  and  that  this  is  contrary  to  the 
Regulations  for  the  government  of  the 
Army  (as  stated  by  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War),  he  can  say  if  the  Go- 
vernment of  India  have  relaxed  those 
Regulations  in  respect  of  officers  serving 
under  them;  if  so,  whether  all  officers 
in  the  Field  are  allowed  to  act  as  special 
correspondents,  and  to  receive  pay  for 
doing  so,  or  only  particular  officers 
specially  permitted  so  to  act ;  whether 
officers  so  acting  are  free  to  write  as 
they  choose  on  their  own  responsibili- 
ties, or  their  communications  are  sub- 
ject to  the  control  and  approval  of  the 
commanding  officer;  and,  in  case  he 
cannot  completely  answer  these  Ques- 
tions, whether  he  will  inquire  from 
India? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir,  the 
"  Bengal  Army  Reg^ations "  follow 
the  ''Queen's  Regulations"  in  for- 
bidding the  publication  of  military  in- 
formation, but  only  where  the  publica- 
tion of  such  information  would  oe  pre- 
judicial to  the  interests  of  the  Public 
Service.    Paragraph  517  runs — 
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"  Commandmg  officen  are  to  nseUi^atmort 
vif^lnnco  to  prevent  the  officoni,  non-oommis- 

■ioQcd  ofGcers.  and  men  publiehing  infarmation 
relative  to  the  num^n,  movumenta,  or  opera- 
tiooa  ot  troops,  or  any  military  details  that 
may  bo  prejudicial  to  thu  intorcnta  of  the  public 
tervice :  and  any  officer  or  aolilinr  will  bo  held 
poiBonnlly  responsible  for  reports  of  this  kind 
which  he  may  make  without  special  pormiiviioTt, 
or  for  placine  the  information  beyond  hia  con- 
trol no  that  it  Sndfl  its  way  into  unauthorized 

Within  the  scope  of  the  Bo^latioa  thus 
limited,  and  under  the  responaibilitj 
thus  imposed  oa  him,  doubtless  an 
of&cer  may  communicate  information. 
Whether  for  such  literary  work  they 
receive  pay  or  not  ig  a  matter  with  which 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  has  do 
concern,  and  whether  the  officer  com- 
nianding  the  troops  considers  it  needful 
to  exercise  control  over  the  communica- 
tiona  which  leave  hia  camp,  must  depend 
on  the  nature  of  the  duty  on  which  the 
troops  are  employed,  and  the  peculiar 
oircumstances  in  each  case,  and  must  be 
left  to  his  discretion.  To  lay  down  any 
general  rule  in  such  cases,  without  regard 
to  the  circumstances,  would  bo  to  fetter 
the  discretion  of  commandins'  officers  in 
away  which  would  be  prejudiQial  to  the 
Public  Service. 

Sir  GEOEQE  CAMPBELL  asked, 
Whether  the  "Bengal  Regulations" 
were  applicable  to  the  Itegular  regi- 
ments serving  in  India  ? 

Mb.  E,  STANHOPE:  I  beUeve  bo, 
Sir. 


THE  LATE  PRINCE  IMPEIUAL-MONU- 
KENT  IN  WESTJnSSTER  ABBEY. 

QUESTIOKS. 

Mr.  PEICE  asked  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  true  that 
a  Circular,  bearing  the  address  "  Horse 
Ouarda,  Pall  Mall,"  has  been  forwarded 
to  every  regiment  of  the  regular  Army 
and  Militia,  inviting  subscriptions  from 
the  officers,  non-commissioned  officers, 
and  men  of  each  regiment  for  the  pur- 
pose of  erecting  a  memorial  to  the  late 
Prince  Louis  Napoleon ;  and,  whether 
there  is  any  precedent  for  issuing  such 
a  Circular,  purporting  to  have  emanated 
from  a  meeting  of  officers  of  the  British 
Army,  "  held  under  the  auspices  of  the 
Field  Marshal  Commanding  in  Chief," 
bearing  the  address  "Horse  Quards, 
Pall  Mall,"  and  which  Circular  invites 
Bubscriptions  for  a  pnrpoeo  about  which 
JUr.  E.  Stanhop* 


I  not  impossible  there  may  be  dif- 
ferences of  opinion  ? 

CoLoiTBL  STANLEY :  Sir,  it  is  the 
case  that  a  circular  was  issued  inviting 
bscriptions ;  but  it  wob  distinctly 
iderstood  that  such  subscriptionB  were 
to  be  of  a  private  character.  I  regret 
to  say  that  the  circular  woe  drawn  up 
inadvertently  by  on  officer,  who  over- 
looked the  fact  that  it  was  dated  from 
the  Horse  Guards.  I  believe,  however, 
it  is  well  understood  throughout  the 
Service  that  the  subscriptions  are  en- 
tirely private  and  entirely  voluntary.  If 
I  find  that  any  ntisapprehension  exists 
on  this  point,  I  shall  cause  another  cir- 
cular to  be  issued  which  will  remove  it 
In  regard  to  precedent,  I  have  already 
stated  that  the  matter  arose  through  u 
oversight ;  and  I  do  not  think,  there- 
fore,   that  any  former  precedent  will 

*^&r!  E.  JENKINS  asked  Mr.  Chsn- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  thi 
Crown  or  the  Oovemment  has,  by 
custom  or  law,  any  power  or  control  orar 
the  granting  of  sites  for  monuments  ii 
Westminster  Abbey ;  and,  whether,  is 
view  of  the  relations  of  the  late  FrioM 
Imperial  to  the  Oovemment  of  France 
with  which  Her  Majesty  is  in  friendjf 
alliance,  they  will  take  steps  to  pienat 
the  granting  of  a  site  for  toe  erectioB  of 
a  monument  to  the  Prince  Imperiil  is 
Westminster  Abbey? 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  Mr.  Ghancdloi 
of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  there  ii  uf 
precedent  for  Government  interfering  in, 
or  any  authority  vested  in  them,  to 
exercise  any  power  or  control  over  thi 
granting  of  sites  for  monuments  i> 
Westminster  Abbey  ;  and,  whether,  ii 
view  of  the  circumstances  sunoDodiig 
the  melancholy  fat«  of  the  late  Fiisce 
Imperial,  Her  Majesty's  GovenmMt 
will  not  deem  it  undesirable  to  aid  in  iBf 
way  in  interposing  obstacles  in  the  nj 
of  the  erection  of  a  monument  in  W«(t- 
minater  Abbey  to  one  who  met  hi*  dsstli 
while  gallantly  serving  as  a  volunteer 
with  the  BritiBb  Forces  operating  is 
South  Africa? 

The  CHANOELLORoFTHB  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  the  right  and  le^oa- 
bility  of  granting  sites  tar  monnmeuli 
in  Westminster  Abbey  rest  entirely  viA 
the  Dean  of  WeetminBter.  The  Go- 
verament  have  seen  the  announcennt 
of  what  is  intended  in  the  case  lefentJ 
to ;  but  they  have  not  thought  St  to  gin 
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Any  advice  on  the  matter,  thinking  that 
no  political  significance  attaches  to  the 
matter. 

THE  LATE  PRINCE  IMPERIAL  — THE 
COURT  MARTIAL  ON  LIEUTENANT 
CAREY.— QUESTION. 

Sm  EOBEBT  PEEL  asked  the  Se- 
cretaiy  of  State  for  War,  Whether  there 
is  any  foundation  for  the  statements 
which  have  appeared  in  French  and 
other  newspapers,  to  the  effect  that 
Colonel  Harrison,  Assistant  Quarter- 
master General,  was  a  member  of  the 
court  martial  on  Lieutenant  Carey,  and 
is  the  same  Colonel  Harrison  who  di- 
rectly sanctioned  and  personally  super- 
intended the  roconnoitnng  party  placed, 
as  stated  by  Lord  Chelmsford  in  his 
telegram,  read  in  the  House  of  Commons 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  on 
Friday  morning  the  20th  June,  under 
the  command  of  the  late  lamontcd  I'riiice 
Lonis  Napoleon,  and  on  which  occaKion 
Ite  lost  his  life  ? 

CoLOKKL  STANI^Y:  Sir,  it  is  not 
the  case  that  Colonel  Harrison  was  a 
aember  of  the  court  martial  on  Lieu- 
tenant Carey.  The  foundation  for  the 
rtitement  probably  arose  from  the  fact 
Aat,  as  I  am  informed.  Colonel  Harness, 
BJL,  was  a  member  of  it,  and  the  error 
made  in  confusing  the  two  names  was 
probably  a  misprint. 

RAILWAY  BRAKES.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Presi- 
dent of  the  Board  of  Trade,  If,  in  cou- 
Mnting  to  lay  upon  the  Table  of  the 
House  on  tho  2 let  inst.  a  copy  of  a 
nport  dated  the  24th  April  1879,  made 
It  F.  £.  Harrison,  Engineer  to  the 
North  Eastern  Hailway  Company,  on  the 
ue  of  the  Westinghouse  Brake,  it  is  to 
he  inferred  that  the  Board  of  Trade 
pres  a  preference  to  that  brake ;  and, 
whether  he  will  cause  to  bo  stated,  as  a 
preface  to  the  papers,  that  the  repoi*t 
VIS  not  drawn  up  at  the  instance  of  the 
Board  of  Trade,  nor  are  its  conclusions 
idopted  by  the  Board  of  Trade  ? 

ViscouHT  SANDON:  Sir,  I  should 
ht?B  thought  it  would  have  been  under- 
stood, firom  what  I  have  said  in  the 
House  formerly  on  the  subject,  that  I 
fire  DO  opinion  whatever  on  behalf  of 
ue  Board  of  Trade  respecting  the  merits 
of  a  particular  brake  ;  nor,  in  the  pre- 


sent state  of  the  case,  could  I  consent 
that  any  preference  should  be  shown  by 
the  Board  to  any  particular  invention. 
But  as  the  brake  controversy  excites 
great  interest  in  Parliament,  I  think  it 
right  to  lay  upon  tho  Table  of  this 
House  any  Papers  of  interest  which  are 
sent  to  the  Board  of  Trade  concerning 
tlio  various  brakes  which  hon.  Members 
may  wish  to  havo  made  public  in  this 
way.  The  form  of  the  Hetum,  which  I 
had  not  observed,  might  possibly  mislead 
the  public  as  to  tho  nature  of  theKeport; 
and  I  will  certainly  take  care  that  in  the 
Beport,  as  it  is  presented  to  the  House, 
no  doubt  whatever  shall  exist  as  to  its 
character. 

COMMISSION  ON  AGRICULTURAL  DIS- 
TRESS—NAMES  OF  COMMISSIONERS. 

QUESTION. 

Me.  NEWDEGATE  asked  Mr.  Ch  a- 
cellor  of  the  Exchoquor,  Whether  it  is 
the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's  Minis- 
tors  to  inform  this  House,  before  tho 
closo  of  the  Session,  of  the  namos  of  the 
persons  whom  Her  Majesty  will  appoint 
as  Commissioners,  in  accordaucowith  tho 
Address  voted  by  this  House  on  the  5th 
of  tliis  month,  recommending  that  in- 
quiry be  made  as  to  the  depressed  con- 
dition of  the  agricultural  interest,  and 
into  tho  causes  to  which  this  depression 
is  attributable ;  whether  the  causes  are 
of  a  temporary  or  of  a  pornianoiit  cha- 
racter, and  how  far  they  have  been 
created  by,  and  can  bo  remedied  by, 
legislation  ? 

The  Cn  ANCELI.OR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  :  Sir,  the  names  of  tho  Commis- 
sioners on  the  Depressed  Condition  of 
Agriculture  have  not  yet  been  settled ; 
but  tho  Government  will  endeavour  to 
communicate  them  to  the  House  before 
the  close  of  tho  Session. 

NAVIC4ATI0N    OF    THE    TIIA^IES— 

REPORT  OF   COM^IISSIONERS. 

QUESTION". 

Mr.  GOURLEY  asked  the  President 
of  the  Board  of  Trade,  What  measuren 
he  intends  adopting  for  tho  purpose  of 
giving  effect  to  the  alterations  recom- 
mended by  the  Departmental  Committeo 
of  the  Board  of  Trade  relative  to  tho 
better  navigation  of  the  River  Thames, 
as  shown  to  be  necessary  in  the  collisi^ 
which  took  place  between  tho  **Bjn 
Castlo  "  and  **  Princess  Alice  ?  " 
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Viscount  SANDON:  Sir,  the  hon. 
Member  is,  I  think,  aware  that  the  Re- 
port of  the  Committee  upon  the  Naviga- 
tion of  the  Eiver  Thames  has  only  been 
presented  to  me  within  the  last  few 
weeks.  He  is  also  aware  of  the  im- 
portance and  value  of  the  Eeport  and  of 
the  evidence,  and  of  the  bulky  character 
of  the  documents  in  question.  They 
will  require,  and  will  receive,  the  most 
careful  consideration  of  the  Government, 
in  concert  with  the  Eiver  authorities. 
Legislation,  I  need  hardly  say,  is  at 
present  out  of  the  question;  but  it  is 
clear,  from  the  proceedings  of  the  Com- 
mittee, that  the  Biver  authorities  are 
fully  aware  of  the  responsibility  which 
rests  upon  them  in  this  matter. 

GREENWICH  AND  THE  IVIERCANTILE 
MARINE  HOSPITAL.— QUESTION. 

Me.  GOUELEY  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  it  bo  correct  that 
the  compulsory  contributions  of  the  sea- 
men of  the  mercantile  marine  towards 
the  Greenwich  Hospital  pension  fund 
amounted  at  the  close  of  the  year  1834 
to  about  £2,000,000  ;  if  he  will  be  good 
enough  to  state  how  much  of  the  said 
amount  has  been  paid  back  in  pensions 
or  grants  to  the  contributories,  and  also 
to  their  widows  and  children  ;  and,  if  he 
is  aware  that  seamen  now  in  receipt  of 
the  Greenwich  sixpence  pension  are  de- 
barred from  receiving  the  pension  legally 
due  from  the  muster  roll  fund ;  and,  if 
so,  if  he  will  adopt  such  measures  as  he 
may  deem  necessary,  in  conjunction  with 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade,  in 
order  that  aged  seamen  so  entitled  may 
be  paid  both  pensions  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  :  Sir,  the  amount 
derived  from  the  6i.  a-month  paid  by 
merchant  seamen  in  aid  of  the  income 
of  Greenwich  Hospital,  under  the  Eegis- 
tered  Seamen's  Act  of  1695,  averaged 
£23,000  a-year  in  1834,  when  the  Act 
was  repealed,  and  £20,000  a-year  was 
granted  to  Greenwich  Hospital  in  lieu 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund.  It  is  not 
possible  to  state  the  aggregate  amount 
received  from  1695  to  1834.  There  was 
no  GFreenwich  Hospital  pension  fund, 
and  I  think  it  right  to  add  that  the  six- 
pences contributed  by  the  merchant 
seamen  in  no  way  gave  any  right  to 
pension  or  benefits  of  Greenwich  Hos- 
pital. The  contribution  was  exacted 
because  of  the  protection  to  commerce 


afforded  by  the  Navy,  and  no  merehant 
seaman  was  entitled  to  admisaion  to  the 
Hospital   imless   ''wounded  in   action 
with  an  enemy  or  pirate."     The  hon. 
Gentleman,  no  doubt,  has  seen  a  letter 
from    Lord   Auckland    to    Sir    James 
Graham  on  this  subject,  which  was  pre- 
sented to  Parliament  in  1867  (Parlia- 
mentary Eetum,   No.  350   of  Session 
1867),  in  which  it  is  stated  that  of  the 
2,710  men  then  (1834)  in  the  hospital, 
upwards  of  1,000  had  served  in  the  mer- 
chant service  for  an  average  time  of  13 
years,  and  there  were  117  children  in 
the   school  whose    fathers    had  never 
served  in  the  Navy.     By  the  GreeDwieh 
Hospital  Act  of  1872,  35  &  36  F«rf.,o. 
67,  pensions  or  annuities  are  granted 
out  of  GFreenwich  Hospital  Funds  to 
men  who  contributed  6^.  a-month.  Under 
the  regulations  contained  in  Order  in 
Council  of  the  6th  of  July,  1870,  £16,944 
has  been  paid  in  pensions,  and  £123,400 
in  purchase  of  annuities.     The  pensions 
are  limited  to  £3  8«.  per  annum.    No 
pensions  or  allowances  are  authorized  to 
be  paid  to  widows  or  children  of  ths 
contributories.     Sons  of  merchant  sea- 
men are  eligible  for  admission  to  GhreoD- 
wich  Hospital  School.     By  the  **  muster 
roll  fund,"  the  hon.  Member  means  As 
Merchant    Seamen's   Fund,  in  aid  of 
which  an  annual  Vote  is  taken  in  the 
Civil    Service    Estimates,    and    is  u- 
counted  for  by  the  Board  of  Trade.    If 
seamen  are  in  receipt  of  a  pension  of 
£3   8«.  from    the   Merchant  Seamen's 
Fund;  they  are  not  entitled  to  any  adr 
ditional    pension    from    the  Funds  of 
Greenwich  Hospital   (by  Clause  4  of 
Order  in  Council  of  July  6,  1870,  and 
Section  2  of  Greenwich  Hospital  Act, 
1872).     If  the  hon.  Member's  proposal 
be  entertained — namely,  that  both  pen- 
sions be  paid,  an  Act   of  Parliament 
and  Order  in  Council  would  be  necessair 
and  an    additional  charge   would  fill 
upon  (jhreenwich  Hospital  Funds. 


PARLIAMENT  —  ARRANGEMENT  OF 
PUBLIC  BUSINESS.— QUESTIONS. 

Me.  HEYGATE  asked.  What  tht 
Government  intended  to  do  with  the 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Compsiusi 
Bill? 

Mb.  MUNDELLA  asked  whether  the 
Government  would  not  make  the  Bill 
apply  to  the  whole  Kingdom  ? 
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The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCEE- 
QUEB  aaid,  he  was  aware  it  was  desired 
by  mtmj  persons  that  &  measure  for 
enabling  unlimited  banks  to  limit  their 
tesponubility  should  be  passed  this 
SeMion.  He  should  be  prepared  to 
moceed  with  the  measure  wnich  the 
OoYemment  had  introduced  to  make 
that  alteration;  bat  he  proposed  to  strike 
out  CUaae  8,  which  referred  to  a  different 
matter  which,  though  oot  an  important 
one,  waa  not  connected  with  the  subject. 
He  prtmosed  to  retain  in  the  Bill  those 
parts  of  which  it  made  it  applicable  to 
the  whole  of  the  United  Kingdom. 

Me.  ANDEEfiON  said,  that  in  conse- 
qnence  of  this  statement  he  would  not 
nuther  oppose  the  Bill ;  and  he  thought 
he  oQold  sa;  the  same  for  a  number, 
though  not  for  all,  the  Scotch  Members. 
.  He  deaized,  however,  to  know  after  what 
boor  it  would  not  be  proceeded  with  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  It  cannot  be  taken  after  half- 
put  IS. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  W.  E.  Fobsteb  and 
b.  Bekesford  Hope, 

The  OHAMCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  it  was  proposed  to  take  as 
fast  Order  to-morrow  the  Consolidated 
hindBill,  which  would  be  followed  by 
the  two  Indian  Loan  Bills.  On  Monday, 
tke  Qoremment  proposed  to  take  the 
Uih  Estimates,  with  which  they  hoped 
to  make  some  progress.  The  disposition 
gf  the  rest  of  the  Orders  would  depend 
to  some  extent  on  the  progress  made  on 
Uottday.  His  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Rrrt  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  anxious 
ta  bring  on  the  remainder  of  the  Navy 
b&natea,  and  he  should  be  glad  if  they 
nn  able  to  fix  Thursday  for  that 
pirpoae. 

Is  reply  to  Sir  Ai^exasder  Gordon, 

Snt  HENET  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N 
wd,  that  as  the  Poor  Law  (Scotland, 
Ko.  3)  Bill  wae  not  opposed,  the  Lord 
Adrocate  proposed  to  proceed  with  it 
tMught,  it  it  came  on  at  anything  like 
■  naaonable  hour. 

TREATt  OF  BEELIJI— THE  RUSSIANS 
ntEASTEBN  BOUMELIA.— QUESTION. 
He.  TOItKE  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tej  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  Whe- 
tw  Her  Majesty's  GoTemment  have 
HMTsd  any  fur&er  intelligence  as  to 
fts  Hqatulmaiia  in    Eastern  Boumelia 


sentenced  by  General  Ftolypine  to  exile 
in  Siberia ;  and,  if  not,  whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  will  make  in- 
quiries on  the  subject  ? 

Mb.  BOURKE:  Sir,  as  I  stated 
before,  these  prisoners  were  tried  be- 
fore General  Ftolypine,  and  sentenced 
to  be  exiled  to  Siberia.  The  charge 
against  them  was  of  having  com* 
mitted  acts  of  brigandage.  The  mat- 
ter  was  referred  to  Aleko  Fasha,  and 
referred  by  him  to  the  Porte.  There- 
fore, at  the  present  moment,  I  do  not 
think  Her  Miajes^'s  Government  would 
bo  called  upon  to  interfere  in  the  matter. 

ORDERS    OF    THE    DAY. 


UNIVERSITY    EDUCATION    (lEELAND) 

(No.  2>  BILL  [torA].— [BuL  260.] 

{Mr,  Jamei  Loallitr.) 

SECDKD     READINO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  Sir,  in  risingto 
move  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill,  I 
should  hardly  be  justified  in  referring  to 
the  question  of  Univorsity  Education  in 
Ireland  at  any  length  from  an  his- 
torical point  of  view.  One  reaaon  why 
I  should  not  feel  disposed  to  adopt 
that  course  would  bo  that  this  matter 
has  been  so  constantly  and  recently  a 
topic  of  consideration  in  the  public  mind 
that  enough  is  known  about  it  by  all 
hon.  Oentlomen  without  my  going  into 
it.  There  is  another  reason  why,  upon 
the  occasion  of  the  second  reading  of 
the  Bill,  the  retrospect  to  which  I  have 
referred  would  not  be  a  very  inspiriting 
one.  The  study  of  the  list  of  casual- 
ties in  previous  engagements  is  hardly 
an  encouraging  tliemo  for  anyone  who 
is  girding  on  his  armour  for  the  fight ; 
and,  therefore,  I  would  rather  leave  the 
historical  retrospect  of  Irish  University 
Education  to  other  hands.  I  have  my- 
self thought  that  the  moral  we  shoiild 
draw  from  what  has  taken  place  on  this 

ibjcct  is  this — that  if  ever  this  question 

(o  be  finally  disposed  of  and  satis- 
factorily settled  it  must  be  by  the  aban- 
donment of  all  Party  controversies,  and 
by  a  resolute  determination  to  deal  with 
tho  subject  honestly  and  apart  from  any 
attempt  to  snatch  a  Party  triumph.  Tho 
Bill  which  is  now  before  the  House  ■* 
irhatevor  may  be  thought  of  its  men 
or  demerits,  is,  at  any  rate,  an  honfl 
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and  sincere  attempt  to  deal  with  this 
difficult  subject  in  a  sense  to  remove  it 
entirely  from  the  realms  of  Party  strife. 
It  is  not  necessary  for  me  to  point  out 
the  necessity  of  some  measure  dealing 
with  this  subject.  That  necessity  has 
been  admitted  on  all  hands.  I  am  quite 
aware  that  Parliament,  many  years  ago, 
endeavoured  to  lay  down  a  system  of 
University  Education  in  Ireland  which, 
it  was  hoped,  would  finally  settle  the 
question.  I  am  aware  that  hon.  Gentle- 
men on  both  sides  of  the  House  will 
admit  that  that  attempt  has  been  in  some 
measure  a  decided  success.  The  Queen's 
Colleges  have,  from  an  educational 
point  of  view,  done  very  good  work. 
They  have  placed  the  advantages  of 
University  Education  within  the  easy 
reach  of  the  Irish  people.  The  benefits 
those  institutions  have  conferred  have 
not  been  confined  to  one  religious  per- 
suasion. All  the  various  creeds  of  Ire- 
land have  freely  partaken  of  its  benefits. 
[''No,  no!"]  Hon.  Gentlemen  may 
say  "  No,  no  !  '  but  I  think  the  study  of 
statistics,  which  are  within  the  reach  of 
any  hon.  Gentleman,  will  show  that  the 
Queen's  Colleges  and  University  have 
been  attended  by  numbers  of  students 
of  all  the  religious  creeds  of  Ireland. 
It  is  true  that  in  the  case  of  the  Boman 
Catholic  body  there  has  not  been  the 
cordial  appreciation  of  the  institutions 
which  was  hoped  by  those  who  founded 
them,  and  that  being  so,  the  neces- 
sity is  found  to  exist  of  endeavouring 
in  some  way  to  make  good  the  de- 
fect which  experience  has  proved  to 
exist.  That,  Sir,  is  the  reason  why 
the  Bill  is  introduced.  I  have  said 
that  this  Bill  is  not  introduced  with  the 
object  of  promoting  the  interest  of  any 
Party  ;  in  fact.  University  Education  is 
a  subject  which  is  approached,  I  think, 
by  the  various  political  Parties  without 
any  settled  purpose  in  the  mind  of  any 
Party,  and  I  think  no  Party  is  united 
upon  it.  The  staunchest  Tory,  or  the 
most  enlightened,  if  I  may  say  so  with- 
out ofience  —  the  most  philosophical 
Kadical,  may  approach  this  subject  from 
different  points  of  view,  and,  perhaps, 
in  some  cases  arrive  at  the  same  con- 
clusion. This  is  not  a  case  for  destroy- 
ing bridges  and  burning  boats,  and  ex- 
pressing any  great  and  herioc  determi- 
nation. It  is  rather  an  opportunity  for 
inviting  the  House  of  Commons  calmly 
to  consider  this  question  in  a  judicial 
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spirit,  and  to  endeayonr  to  arrive  at  a 
settlement  without  consideration  of  the 
Party  by  whom  it  may  be  introduced. 
The  proposals  of  the  Bill  are  to  eetab* 
lish  a  now  University,  to  which  shall 
be  given  the  power  to  provide  examiners 
and  to  grant  decrees.     We  do  not  pro- 
pose that  there  shall  be  a  third  Univer- 
sity, for  the  proposal  before  the  House 
is  that  the  Queen's  University  shall  in 
a  manner  provided  for  in  the  Bill  cease 
to  exist,  and  that  the  graduates  of  that 
University  shall  form  members  of  the 
Convocation  of  the  new  University.    I 
think  there  are  many  reasons  why  a  third 
University  in  Ireland  would  be  objec- 
tionable.   Those  who  are  now  eradnatei 
of  the  Queen's  University  can  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  now  University  without  in- 
terfering with  the  advantage  of  the 
degrees  they  have  already  obtained.  The 
Convocation  of  the  new  University  would 
occupy  a  position  as  high  in  public  esti- 
mation as  the  body  which  exist  at  pre- 
sent.    The  Bill  does  not  propose  anj 
arrangement  of  a  financial  character.  I 
notice  on  the  Paper  an  Amendment  in 
the  name  of  the  hon.  Member  for  OfA 
(Mr.  Shaw)  which  directly  challengesthe 
opinion  of  the  House  on  the  subject  of 
Collegiate  Education.  The  advantages  of 
Collegiate  Education  do  not  require  to  be 
dwelt  upon.      I  had  the  privilege  of 
being  a  member  of  one  of  tne  old  Uni- 
versities, and  I  confess  I  have  olwajs 
thought — apart  from  tho  social  aspect  of 
the  question — that  the  intercourse  of  one 
with  another  in  the  University  is  an  ad- 
vantage certainly    not    second   to  the 
education  there  obtained,  and  the  advan- 
tage of  the  association  of  students  in  the 
Colleges  is,  I  think,   very  great.    Bnt 
in  the  case  of  the  more  recently  founded 
institutions,  it  is  not  the  practice  to  in- 
sist on  residence  in  the  manner  it  was 
in  the  old  Universities;  and,  in  fact,  it 
has  always  been  the  object  of  Umver- 
sity  reformers  to  place  the  privileges 
of  obtaining  degrees  and  taking  port  in 
the  various  examinations   and  dasaei 
incident  to  a  University  career  within 
tho  reach  of  those  to  whom  residence  in 
College  may  not  be  convenient.    That 
has  been  the  principle  upon  which  Ear- 
liament  has  proceeded  in  its  grant  to  the 
London  University,  and  is  the  prinrafle 
upon  which  University  reform  has  n- 
variably   proceeded ;    though,    at    the 
same  time,  it  seems  to  me  that  there 
is  much  to  be  said  for  fftffi!iti<"  being 
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■fibided   to    those    who    may    prefer 
what  I  think  is  a  great  adyantage  in 
training.      We  propose  in  this  Bill  to 
transfer  the  grant  mat  is  now  annually 
made  to  the  existing  Queen's  Univorsity 
to  the  new  Universily.    It  is  a  matter  of 
saine£5,000a-year.  The  Queen's  Colleges 
woold  retain  the  existing  grants,  as  part 
of  the  Parliamentary  Yotes,   and,   of 
course,  the  existing  endowments.    But 
it  IB  said  that  in  the  Bill  for  the  pro- 
motion of  Intermediate  Education  passed 
last  year  the  principle  was  adopted  of 
payment  of  wluit  are  called  result  fees  to 
mstitutiona  which  educated   successful 
pupils,  and  that  that  principle  might  be 
maae  available  in  the  case  of  University 
Edacation.    Now,   I  think   it  will  be 
manifest  to  the  House  that  in  the  case  of 
itudenta  of  an  age  below  that  of  a  man 
the  payment  of  prizes  in  any  great  pro- 
portion to  them  would  be  undesirable;  but 
m  the  case  of  students  of  more  advanced 
years    the    objection   vanishes,   and  I 
think  the  House  will  agree  with  me 
that  the  form  the  prize  should  assume  to 
the  snooessful  student  would  be  that  of 
payment  to  himself.    With  regard  to 
tiie  financial  proposals — the  absence  of 
which  from  the  Bill  I  have  just  remarked 
imon — ^I  most  confess  that  the  form  in 
wmch  it  is  proposed  in  a  Bill  recently 
Vsfare  the  "Koxise  to  deal  with  the  finan- 
cial problem   is  one  that  is   open  to 
aany  objections.   The  sources  especially 
ftom  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Bos- 
i    eommon  (the  0* Conor  Don)  sought  to 
I    obtain  the  desired  finance  was  one  which, 
\    oa  the  whole,  it  appeared  undesirable 
I    durald  be  trenched  upon  for  the  object 
of  his  Bill;  and,  therefore,  not  being 
jnpared  to  propose  any  demand  on  the 
Iriui  C3inrch  Surplus,  or  the  appropria- 
tion of  any  capital  sum  whatever,  for 
tile  purposes  of  promoting  University 
Education,  no  reference  is  made  in  the 
Kll  to  finance  with  the  exception  of  the 
tnasfer  of  the  University  Vote  to  the 
BOW  University.    At  the  same  time,  I 
ftink  that  there  is  good  reason  in  what 
his  been  tirged  with  regard  to  the  ab- 
mee  of  any  encouragements  to  con- 
dneting  education  in  places  other  than 
Qoeen's  Colleges.    I  think  as  long  as 
Fnliament  continues  annually  to  ap- 
fiopiiate   a  considerable  sum  for  the 
pomotion    of    education     within    the 
ween's  Colleges,  those  who  are  invited 
to  eome  within  the  University  pale,  but 
mot  to  place  themselves  within  the  walls 
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of  the  Queen's  Colleges,  must  naturally 
complain  that  they  are  placed  at  a  dis- 
advantage ;  but  in  attempting  to  remove 
that  disadvantage  the  Government  must 
adhere  to  their  determination  that  any 
endowment  whatever  to  any  denomina- 
tional institution,  from  whatever  source 
it  comes,  is  one  to  which  we  will  not  as- 
sent. The  endowment  of  any  strictly 
denominational  institution  is  one  which 
I  think  Parliament  will  not  be  likely  to 
sanction,  and  it  is  one  which  Her  Ma- 
lesty's  Government  would  be  very  un- 
likely to  propose.  The  appropriation, 
therefore,  of  any  sum  of  money,  whether 
derived  from  the  taxation  of  the  country 
or  from  any  other  source,  to  the  endow- 
ment of  any  Collegiate  institution  of  any 
sort  or  kind  was  a  thing  which  we  could 
not  propose.  At  the  same  time,  it  seems 
to  me  that  the  absence  of  any  financial 
proposals  in  the  Bill  need  not  by  any 
means  preclude  us  from  dealing  in  some 
other  manner  with  the  difficulties  in- 
volved in  finance.  I  think  I  am  right  in 
assuming  that  the  annual  Votes  of  Par- 
liament are  the  2>roper  places  in  which 
provision  can  be  made  for  the  grants  to 
which  I  have  referred.  I  certainly  shall 
have  no  objection,  subsequently,  to  the 
introduction  into  the  Bill  of  words  which 
will  enable  such  a  proposal  to  be  em- 
bodied hereafter.  I  shall,  in  fact,  be 
prepared  to  submit  in  Committee  words 
which  shall  throw  on  the  Senate  of  the 
University  to  be  created  the  duty  of 
framing  and  submitting  a  scheme  for  tho 
promotion  of  education  in  the  following 
way : — I  should  propose  that  provision 
should  be  made  at  the  instance  of  tho 
Senate  by  Parliament  by  annual  Votes 
for  the  establishment  of  Exhibitions, 
prizes,  Scholarsliips,  and  Fellowships.  In 
adopting  that  course,  the  Government  is 
strictly  complying  with  the  terms  and 
conditions  which  they  have  laid  down 
in  regard  to  the  subject  in  **  another 
place,"  and  also  upon  a  recent  occasion 
when  discussion  took  place  in  this  House. 
On  the  second  reading  of  tho  Bill  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Roscommon,  it  was 
stated  by  the  Chancellor  of  tho  Exche- 
quer that  we  entertained  special  objcc?- 
tions  to  that  portion  of  his  scheme  which 
would  involve  the  payment  to  a  now 
University,  and  to  the  allocation  of  a 
portion  of  the  Surplus  Funds  of  the  Irish 
Church.  On  that  point  we  do  not  recede. 
And  in  the  scheme  now  before  the 
House  we  have  endeavoured  to  avoid 
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that.  With  regard  to  the  name,  we  do 
not  propose  to  select  any  name  for  the 
new  institution.  The  House  will  see 
that  is  a  matter  better  dealt  with  by 
other  hands  than  those  of  Parliament. 
I  have  heard  it  suggested  that  there 
would  be  some  difficulty ;  but  I  do  not 
share  those  fears.  It  is  quite  possible 
that  at  the  first  mention  of  the  idea  the 
members  of  the  Queen'sIJniversity  might 
not  wish  to  lose  the  name  they  had 
hitherto  borne,  and  that  various  opi- 
nions might  be  entertained  as  to  ^e 
best  one  to  substitute  for  it.  It  is 
an  old  saying,  "  What's  in  a  name?" 
but  I  cannot  think  that  such  a  detail 
will  prove  an  insuperable  barrier  to  the 
settlement  of  a  groat  question.  The 
fact  that  a  new  University  is  to  be 
established,  and  that  plans  of  a  financial 
character  are  to  be  the  subject  of  a  sub- 
sequent consideration,  suggests  the  pro- 
priety of  leaving  as  many  details  as  can 
be  conveniently  left  for  the  deliberation 
of  those  who  may  bring  their  minds  to 
bear  on  the  subject.  [-4  laugh,']  Hon. 
Members  may  be  amused ;  but  I  must  re- 
mind them  that  this  Bill  does  not  propose 
to  found  a  new  University,  but  proposes 
to  give  powers  under  which  a  University 
may  be  constituted.  The  question  of 
granting  a  Charter  to  a  University  is  a 
Prerogative  of  the  Crown  and  is  entirely 
outside  the  function  of  Parliament ;  and 
I  think  that  if  the  Government  proposed 
to  forestall  the  action  of  the  Crown  in  the 
exercise  of  its  Prerogative,  it  would  be 
doing  an  action  which  would  be  uncon- 
stitutional. Now,  Sir,  I  said  that  the 
financial  arrangements  would,  I  thought, 
be  made  by  Parliament  for  the  objects! 
have  named.  Of  course,  there  may  be 
other  objects  which  may  partake  of  the 
nature  of  detail,  such  as  the  erection  of 
suitable  buildings,  &c. ;  because  a  Uni- 
versity must  have  a  local  habitation  as 
well  as  a  name,  and  the  erection  of 
buildings  for  the  holding  of  examina- 
tions, and  probably  a  Hbrary,  would 
be  necessary.  The  funds  necessary  for 
such  a  purpose  would  come  naturally 
within  the  scope  of  a  Parliamentary  Vote ; 
and  if  the  House  goes  into  Committee,  as 
I  hope  it  will  very  soon,  I  shall  be  pre- 
pared to  move  words  which  shall  enable 
provisions  to.be  made  in  that  direction. 
In  connection  with  this  subject  there 
has  been  a  good  deal  of  unnecessary 
mystery  thrown  around — ^I  do  not  say 
the  history — but  the  oontemporary  hia- 
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tory  of  this  subject.    It  has  been  said 
that  negotiations  have  been  carried  on 
by  Her  Majesty's  Government  with  I 
know  not  whom  in  Ireland.    It  has  been 
hinted  that  a  proposal  for  the  settlement 
of  this  question  had  been  submitted  by 
the  Irish  Executive  to  persons  in  Ireland. 
I  took  the  opportunity,  the  other  day, 
of  saying  that  these  ingenious  sunnises 
are  absolutely  destitute  of  foundation. 
I  cannot,  of  course,  within  the  limits  of 
the  Orders  of  this  House,  refer  to  what 
took  place ' '  elsewhere ;"  but  I  may,  with- 
out infringing  upon  liie  Bules,  say  that 
nothing  has  been  said  in  this  or  the 
other  House  upon  this  subject  which 
really  in  any  way  detracts  from  the 
absolute  accuracy  of  my  statement.    I 
have    heard    it    stated    that    observa- 
tions were  made  somewhere  or  other  to 
the  effect   that  propositions  had  been 
submitted,  and  negotiations  had  taken 
place,  and  so  on;  and  it  appears  this 
was  denied  by  one  of  my  Colleagues, 
who  said  that  if  any  such  negotiations 
or  arrangements  had  been  conducted  he, 
undoubtedly,  would  have  been  informed 
of  them.     Well,  that  is  perfectly  true ; 
and  the  truth  is  more  apparent  when  I 
say  that  the  Members  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  were  not  only  not  aware  that 
any  negotiations  had  t^en  place,  but 
were  positively  aware  that  they  had  not 
When  members  of  the  Irish  Executive 
find   themselves  in   communication  in 
private  circles  with  members  of  various 
religious  communions  in  Ireland,  it  is, 
of  course,  only  natural  that  they  should 
avail  themselves  of  the  opportunity  to 
converse  upon  subjects  of  public  interest 
Since  I  have  been  officially  connected  with 
Ireland,  I  have  had  many  such  conversa- 
tions, and  I  hope  to  have  many  more. 
It  has  been  observed — sometimes  in  not 
very  fiattering  terms,  though,  at  the  same 
time,  with  perfect  truth — that  persona 
having  no  direct  connection  with  Ireland 
are  sent  there  to  govern  the  country, 
and,  of  course,  a  person  going  there,  as 
I  have  myself,  could  not  undertake  to 
be  aware  of  all  the  various  questions  re- 
quiring to  be  dealt  with,  and  must  take 
opportunities  of   becoming  acquainted 
with  local  opinion ;  and  I  say,  without 
any  attempt  at  concealment,  that  I  fre- 
quently have  availed  myself  of  oppor- 
tunities of  learning  what  the  different 
classes  of  opinion  are ;  and  that,  so  lon^ 
as  I  continue  to  have  the  honour  of 
holding  the  Office  of  Chief  Secretary,  I 
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liiTe  every  intention  of  adopting  a 
amilar  course.  That  is  the  sum  total 
of  all  those  iironderfal  negotiations  and 
propositions;  and  if  what  I  describe  has 
given  rise  to  the  rumonrs,  I  can  only 
lay  that  many  similar  opportunities  will 
axise.  I  shall  not  longer  detain  the 
House  by  dwelling  on  Sub  subject.  I 
thank  the  House  for  the  attention  it  has 

SVen  me,  and  beg  to  express  the  hope 
at  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  proposes 
to  move  an  Amendment  to  the  Bill  will 
eonsider  the  propositions  which  I  have 
made,  and  will  not  consider  this  as  a 
fitting  opportunity  to  oppose  the  prin- 
ciple of  tiie  measure.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
leoond  reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — (Jtfr.  /.  Zowther.) 

Mb.  8HAW,  who  had  on  the  Paper 
the  following  Amendment  to  the  Bill : — 

*'  That  no  measure  of  University  Education 
can  be  considered  satisfactoi^  to  tno  people  of 
Ireland  vhich  does  not  provide  increased  faci- 
fidea  for  Collef^te  Education  as  well  as  for  tho 
attainment  of  UniTersity  Degrees,*' 

aaid :  Sir,  I  acknowledge  the  fairness  of 
the  statement  made  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  who,  I  think,  has  delivered 
it  in  a  somewhat  less  oracular  fashion 
tiian  usual.     With  regard  to  the  nego- 
tiations to  which  he  has  referred,  I  am 
Slot  disposed  to  make  too  much  of  them. 
I  think  it  would  be  a  pity  if  any  outcry 
on  the  subject  should  prevent  free  inter- 
eonrse  between  gentlemen  who  govern 
Ireland  and  tho  leaders  of  public  opinion 
in  that  country.     I  have  only  to  ox- 
press    the  hope  that  when    the  right 
Son.  Oentleman  returns  to  that  country 
hs  will  continue  to  carry  on  those  pleasant 
asgotiations  of  which  mention  has  been 
asde,  and  I  hope  that  it  will  result  in 
WsViTig  him  considerably  more  of  an 
Kahnian  than  he  is  at  present.  I  ought, 
ift  respect  to  this  Bill,  to  say  that  I 
ttffer  uom  my  hon.  Friends  around  me, 
vko  think  that  this  Bill  is  a  sham  and 
ks  been  introduced  merely  for  elec- 
tkaeering  purposes.    I  must  say  I  do 
lot  think  it  is  anything  of  the  kind,  and 
laost  begin  by  giving  the  Government 
civdit  for  an  honest  attempt  to  deal  with 
flie  sabject.    You  may  call  it  a  simple 
ittempt  if  you  like ;  but,  at  all  events,  I 
think  the  Government  wish  to  settle  it, 
iad  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 


man   has    confirmed    that    impression. 
There  were  reasons  why  the  Government 
should  prefer  not  to  touch  the  ques- 
tion until  after  a  General  Election,  and 
probably  they  would  not  have  touched 
it  had  it  not  been  that  they  were  almost 
forced  to  it  by  the  Bill  of  my  hon. 
Friend    the    Member  for  !Roscommon. 
Now,  I  concur  entirely  with  the  remark 
that  this  question  should  be  treated  and 
looked  at  as  much  as  possible  apart 
from  Party  considerations.    Party  treat- 
ment is  what  we  complain  of  in  Ireland. 
We  are  not  come  here  to  war  against 
this  country.     Our  action  has  an  intel- 
ligible b«wis.     We  do  not  object  to  your 
Conservatism    and    your    Conservative 
Party  being  in  power.     We  know  well 
that  there  is  a  very  strong  sympathy 
between    many  principles   of    Conser- 
vatism and  our  principles.     What  we  do 
object  to  is  that  the  Conservative  Party, 
and  those  who  are  in  the  Government  of 
Ireland,  should  be  niled  in  their  treat- 
ment of  Irish  questions  by  the  narrow- 
est and  most  ignorant  section  of  their 
Party.     We  take  no  objection  to  the 
Liberal   Party.      Historical  and  other 
reasons  make  us. remember  the  period 
when  the  Liberal  Party  were  in  power 
with  pleasure ;  but  what  we  object  to  is 
that  the  Liberal  Party,  in  their  treat- 
ment of  Ireland,  should  allow  themselves 
to  be  ruled  by  the  narrowest  and  most 
bigoted  section  of  tho  Party.     That  sec- 
tion of  tho  Party  which,   having  the 
phrase  of  Liberalism  in  their  mouth, 
trample  on  its  spirit.     Our  action  in 
this  case    is    based  upon  that  intelli- 
gible principle  enunciated  in  The  Quar- 
terly Review,   which  I  am  sure  every 
Member  of  the  House  must  have  read 
— **  Treat  us,  not  by  repression,  not  by 
force,  but  by  justice ;  "  and  that  is  all 
we  demand.     Now,  in  looking  at  this 
Bill,  perhaps  I  may  be  allowed  to  refer 
to  the  difficulties  which  stand  in  tho 
way  of  the  subject.     They  are  very  great 
difficulties  indeed.     There  is  no  doubt 
that  it  is  not  an  easy  subject  to  settle. 
One  great  difficulty  arises  from  this — that 
there  is  in  this  country  and  in  this  House 
a  constant  notion  that  we  should  legislate 
uponsomo  defined  and  abstract  principle. 
I  met  a  gentleman  to-day  who  is  a  distin- 
guished ornament  of  tho  Party  opposite, 
and  he  said  to  me — "  Sir,  the  genius  of 
legislation  for  the  last  three-quarters  of 
a  century  is  against  your   proposal." 
Well,  said  I,  that  would  be  a  very  fine 
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sentenoe,  no  doubt,  on  a  platform  wkore 
you  are  bonnd  to  adapt  your  nonseoM 
to  the  nonsense  of  the  people  you  are 
addressing.    But  my  opinion  is  very  ftir 
from  ihst  sentiment.   We  are  not  a  oom« 
pany  of  scientific  legislators,  but  we  are 
an  Assemblyof  men  of  business  who  know 
the  world,  and  we  come  here  from  our 
constituencies,  and  we  endeavour  to  adapt 
our  legislation  to  the  wants  of  our  oon- 
stituencies.    It  mu0t  be,  ik»m  the  veiy 
nature  of  the  case,  a  system  of  giye  and 
take  legislation  in  such  a  oountiy  as 
ours;  and  if  any  one  of  us  construct  our 
legi&latiye  machine,  and  want  it  to  do 
the  work  of  the  world,  we  will  soon  find 
it  knocking  itself  against  obstructions. 
Now,  this  has  been  the   difficulty  to 
Ireland  with  this  subject.    As  regards 
Ireland,  the  philosopmcal  Badicals  who 
exist  somewhere— I  do  not  know  what  to 
call  them ;  I  do  not  know  whether  there 
are  really  any  philosophical  Tories — 
whenever  those  subjects  connected  with 
Ireland  and  with  religion  in  Ireland  come 
up,  think  they  have  some  great  principle 
upon  which  to  legislate.     There  is  no- 
thing more  absurd  than  that.    We  must 
look  at  the  difficulties,  .the  requirements, 
the  prejudices  of  the  country  for  which 
we  are  asked  to  legislate.    Well,  there 
is  another  mat  difficulty  in  the  way, 
and  that  is  the  dislike  that  exists  in  this 
country,  and  in  Scotland,  to  the  religion 
of  three-fourths  of  the  people  of  Ireland. 
There  is  no    doubt    of  its    existence, 
though  it  is  not  expressed.     Some  of 
my  Friends  on  this  side  of  the  House 
would  not  for   a   moment  like  to  say 
they  were  a£Pected  by  anything  but  the 
highest  principles  of  liberalism  in  deal- 
ing with  Ireland ;  but  if  we  could  get 
at  the  bottom  of  their  minds  we  would 
find  that  beneath    all   that  profession 
of  Liberalism,  there  exists  the  opinion 
that    this   is  ihe  machinery  they  are 
setting  up  to  destroy  the  religion  of  the 
Irish  people.    There  is  the  notion  that 
mixed  education  is,  for  l^is  purpose,  the 
best  thing  to  be  adopted.    I  want  to 
speak  to  fiie  Protestants  in  this  Rouse 
quite  independent  of  the  Catholics,  and 
to  show  uiem  that  this  attempt  at  re- 
pression, this  endeavour  to  drive  the 
people  of  Ireland  out  of  their  religion,  is 
one  of  the  most  unjust  and  absurd  that 
was  ever  inflicted  by  one  people  upon 
another.      It  would   be  more   honest 
to  repeal  all  the  beneficial  legislation 
of  the  past,  and  to  re-eaact  the  Penal 
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Laws,  if  this  atmosphere  of  sospidon 
and  doubt  be  maintained  in  Ireland. 
There  is  another  feeling,  Sir,  in  the 
minds  of  many  Members  of  this  House, 
and  that  is,  that  the  Irish  Members  are 
not  the  masters  of  the  situation ;  that 
they  are  moved  by  a  body  behind  who 
pull  the  strings,  and  who  give  them 
orders.     In  fact,  I  myself   sa^  in  a 
paper  the  other  day  that  my  Besolu- 
tion  had  gcme  over  to  Dublin  to  be 
submitted   to    the   opinion   of  certain 
ecclesiastics.     I  acknowledge  that  I  did 
consult  oertain  hon.  Memb^  about  this 
Eeeolution.     I  showed  it  to  about  a 
dozen  of  them,  and  every  one  of  the 
dozen  had  a  different  Hesolution;  and 
so,  in  desperation,  and  to  save  myself 
from  doing  something  rash,  I  came  into 
the  House,  and  threw  it  on  the  Table  to 
the  Clerk ;  but  as  to  showing  it  to  any 
ecclesiastics,  with  a  view  to   obtaining 
their  opinion  on  it,  I  never  had  such  an 
idea  in  my  mind.    I  can  say  for  myself 
that  I  was  returned  by  a  constituency, 
and  had  the  confidence  of  every  Roman 
Catholic  in  the  place ;  and  for  two  years 
they   had  a  full  belief  I  was  opposed 
to  them  on  this  question.     I  was  never 
asked  a  question  about  it,  although  it 
was  of  as  much  interest  then  as  now.    I 
have  the  honour  of  knowing — and  not 
only  that  honour,  but  the  fiiendBhip,  of 
some  of  the  highest  dignitaries  of  the 
Eoman  Catholic  Chared,   and  I  have 
consulted  with  tham  on  this  subject ;  bat, 
instead  of  their  giving  me  orders,  I  vas 
always  surprised  to  find  that  they  wished 
to  ascertain  my  opinions  and  advice,  and 
I  never  anywhere  found  a  more  sincere 
desire  than  among  those  gentlemen  to 
settle  this  question  on  the  foundation  of 
reason  and  common  sense.    Now,  the 
Government  acknowledge  that  there  is 
about  the  granting  of  degrees  an  incon* 
venience.    They  adcnowledge  that  about 
the  endowment   question  tiiere  is  veiy 
great  injustice.    This  Bill  provides  for 
the  inconvenience,  but  it  leaves  the  in- 
justice where  we  found  it.     However,  I 
acknowledge  that  Hke  proposals  of  ^e 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  to  be  embodied  in 
Amendments,  would  go  to  some  extent, 
but  to  my  mind,  a  very  small  extent,  to 
meet  the  injustice.    I  would  beg  the 
Gbvemment  to  re-consider  their  decision, 
and  go  a  litde  further.    If  they  do,  they 
may  really  be  the  means  of  settling  this 
great  and  difficult  question.    They  may 
say  that  the  fund  out  of  which  this 
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question  may  be  settled  caimot  be  taken 
oat  of  the  Irish  Church  Surplus  Eunds ; 
but  I  cannot  sea  the  reason  of  this  at  all. 
This  yery  week  they  have  laid  on  the 
Table  of  the  House  a  proposal  to  apply 
£1,300,000  to  the  education  of  the  lower 
classes.  Last  year  they  took  £  1  >  000,000 
for  the  education  of  the  intermediate 
classes ;  but  this  year  they  cannot  see  the 
reason  or  sense  of  taking  £1,000,000  or 
£1,500,000  out  of  that  fund,  and  laying 
the  foundati<m  of  a  good  and  healthy 
system  of  University  Education.  The 
noble  and  learned  Earl  who  introduced 
the  Bill  in  ''another  place"  (EarlOairns) 
evidently  thought  that  there  was  some 
great  difference  between  the  principles  of 
jjitermediate  Education  and  University 
Education.  It  would  not  have  been  pro- 
bable that  he  would  have  made  an 
elaborate  joke ;  besides,  he  was  not  bom 
at  the  liffht  end  of  the  Island  for  joking ; 
but  this  looks  very  like  one.  There  can 
be  no  possible  difference  in  principle. 
We  have  now  come  to  a  crisis  at  which, 
I  think,  this  question  may  be  fairly 
settled.  We  have  on  our  side  reason 
and  moderation,  and  we  are  not  going  in 
for  any  great  or  heroic  measures.  I 
believe  this  is  the  time  for  a  complete 
measure ;  but  if  you  say  you  will  bring 
in  this  bit  of  a  Bill  this  year,  and  that 
you  complete  it  next  year,  then  I  say 
that  that  is  absurd  and  unreasonable. 
You  may  not  be  there  next  year ;  we  may 
not  be  here  next  year ;  and  if  you  do 
introduce  another  Bill  next  year,  perhaps 
it  may  not  at  all  fit  with  the  Bill  you  pass 
this  year.  And  so  it  will  go  on,  year 
after  year,  a  mockery,  a  delusion,  and  a 
snare.  I  believe  that  if  Sir  Bobert  Peel's 
original  proposition  with  regard  to  the 
Queen's  Colleges  could  be  carried  out,  it 
would  go  far  towards  settling  this  ques- 
tion. If  the  Colleges  of  Cork  and  Galway 
were  under  the  control  of  Catholics,  were 
for  the  benefit  of  Catholics,  and  met  the 
desires  and  wants  of  the  Catholics,  the 
question  would  be  very  nearly  settled; 
but  they  have  got  into  such  a  state  now 
that  it  would  be  quite  impossible  to  go 
back  to  the  original  intention  without 
creating  an  immense  amount  of  con- 
fusion, and  hence  the  proposal  we  have 
made;  and  we  have  not  the  slightest 
hesitation  or  difficulty  in  placing  side  by 
side  with  the  proposals  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  M^oiber 
for  Boscommon.  So  far  as  I  am  con- 
cerned, I  would  not  hesitate  for  a  moment 
about  allowing  a  Boman  Catholic  College 


in  Dublin,  or  in  Cork,  or  in  GabRray, 
giving  the  money  for  secular  education, 
and  guarding,  at  the  same  time,  against 
the  money  being  applied  for  rehg^ous 
purposes.  You  have  left  this  question 
unsettled  for  three  generations.  Just 
think  what  the  effect  has  been  upon  the 
Irish  Boman  Catholics !  They  are  a  ckss 
of  the  oommuBity  from  whom  you  have 
cut  off  the  advantages  of  higher  educa- 
ti<M&.  You  could  hardly  conceive  the 
evil  influence  it  has  had  upon  the  higher 
and  middle  classes  to  feel  that  they  are 
shut  off  from  University  Education. 
Tbe  deterioration  that  must  result  from 
this  increases  more  rapidly  than  by  geo- 
metric progression.  You  have  through- 
out Ireland  a  large  class  constantly 
moving  higher  and  higher  in  the  social 
scale.  You  have  old  landed  families, 
you  have  a  large  dlass  of  business 
men  whose  sons  would  naturally  go 
for  University  Education ;  but  they  find 
themselves  driven  to  private  seminaries, 
or  they  have  to  send  to  England  or 
the  Continent  for  that  education  which 
they  have  no  prospect  of  getting  in 
Ireland  without  their  first  step  being  at 
variance  with  all  they  hold  sacred.  I 
know  that  sons  of  gentry  and  of  business 
men  have  not  a  chance  of  aspiring  to 
high  i>08itions,  because,  as  Catholics, 
they  have  not  access  to  their  University 
degree.  This  must  cramp  and  isolate 
them.  Do  you  think  you  wiU  by  this 
means  destroy  their  religion  ?  Why,  if 
there  is  anything  bad,  anything  narrow, 
anything  antiquated  in  their  religion, 
you  go  the  way  to  perpetuate  it,  for  you 
refuse  to  lift  them  from  the  prejudices 
that  surround  them.  You  ^ut  them 
out  from  knowledge  and  science.  Now, 
the  suggestions  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
go,  to  a  certain  extent,  in  the  direction  we 
wish.  They  propose  to  give  us  Exhibi- 
tion Scholarships  and  Fellowships,  which, 
I  presume,  will  be  under  the  direction 
of  the  Senate.  Well,  what  is  to  prevent 
them  from  going  a  little  further  ?  Even 
then,  the  Catholie  youth  of  Ireland  wUl 
be  heavily  weighted  in  the  race  for 
knowledge  in  Ireland.  You  have  the 
Queen's  Colleges  well  endowed — I  will 
not  say  richly  endowed,  but  well  en- 
dowed by  the  State.  I  do  not  wish  to 
say  anything  against  them.  They  are 
doing  very  good  work ;  but  it  is  not 
the  work  which  is  so  much  wanted. 
Then,  you  have  Trinity  richly  endowed 
for  another  eectioa  of  the  community. 
'  But  Her  Majesty's  Government  say  to 
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the  Catholics — **  Tour  youth  may  go  in 
and  get  prizes,  but  you  must  do  all  that 
is  required  for  secular  and  scientific 
teaching  at  your  own  expense ;  we  will 
not  reach  out  a  hand  to  help  you,  though 
we  give  money  to  the  Queen's  Colleges 
and  to  Trinity  College  without  stint." 
Why  is  this  ?  Such  a  state  of  things  is 
bad  every  way.  Consider  how  bad  it  is 
for  the  individual,  how  bad  for  the 
country,  how  it  will  ever  widen  instead 
of  unite  the  feelings  of  thepeople  of 
Ireland  from  this  country.  We  ask  you 
to  g^ve  us,  in  addition  to  what  you  pro- 
pose to  give,  result  fees ;  and  in  saying 
this  we  consider  our  request  is  a  mode- 
rate one.  Some  years  ago  our  demands 
went  considerably  beyond  this.  These 
result  fees  will  not  be  for  religious 
teachiug,  and  will  not  supplement  reli- 

fious  teaching,  and  will  not  and  cannot 
o  more  than  pay  half  the  expenses  of 
secular  education  in  any  College.  Whe- 
ther as  a  matter  of  principle  or  policy 
this  is  a  moderate  settlement  we  pro- 
pose, and  I  do  not  see  why  it  should  not 
be  granted.  Hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
may  say — "  Oh,  why  should  we  attempt 
to  settle  this  question  ?  Why  not  leave 
it  to  our  successors  ?  We  have  no  ob- 
jection  to  their  getting  into  difficulties, 
for  which  they  have  a  fatality ;  but  we 
do  not  mind  aiding  them  in  that  direc- 
tion. Why  not  leave  this  vexed  ques- 
tion to  be  settled  by  the  noble  Lord 
when  he  comes  into  power,  with  his 
lieutenants  below  the  Gangway  ?"  This 
would  be  a  fair  resolution  to  come  to,  if 
they  regarded  it  only  from  the  jocular 
point  of  view ;  but  I  do  not  think  that 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite,  once 
they  have  touched  the  question,  will 
withdraw  their  hand  until  they  have 
completed  its  settlement.  It  may  not 
bring  them  many  votes  in  Ireland;  I 
cannot  promise  that,  for  this  is  only  one 
of  many  questions  which  will  have  to 
be  answered  at  the  next  General  Elec- 
tion ;  but  I  do  not  doubt,  if  they  meet 
us  in  this,  they  will  excite  feelings  of 
gratitude  in  Ireland.  Not  that  1  lay 
much  stress  upon  that,  for  there  is  no 
such  thing  as  gratitude  in  politics.  All 
we  do  is  on  the  maxim — **  Do  the  best 
you  can  in  the  present,  and  get  as  much 
as  you  can  in  the  future."  We  are 
grateful  for  what  we  are  going  to  get, 
and  we  assume  that  the  past  was  done 
on  principle,  and  not  as  filling  for  com- 
pliments and  gratitude.  Legislation 
muBt  stand  on  its  own  merits,  and  we 
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cannot  approve  of  things  we  object  to 
because,  in  Sessions  past,  things  were 
done  which  we  liked.    The  Party  oppo- 
site have  done  good  things  for  Ireland. 
They  have  g^ven  us  no   "heroic  mea- 
sures," and  the  great  difficulty  about 
''  heroic  measures "  is  to  keep  them 
within  the  bounds  of  justice  and  right. 
They  are   so   influenced   by  sentiment 
and  vanity  and   all  sorts  of  nonsense 
that  they  are  very  apt  to  run  over  the 
boundary  of  right.      I  would   rather 
have  measures  of  common  sense  policy, 
the  result  of  thought  and  examination 
of  all  the  circumstances  dealt  with.  The 
Gt>vemment  deserve    great    credit  for 
what  they  did  last  year  in  the  Inter- 
mediate Education  Act.    I  hope  they 
may  deserve  well  for  what  they  do  this 
year.    I  am  not  here  to  place  difficulties 
in  their  way,  but  to  co-operate  with 
them  in  passing  a  good,  useful  measure. 
I  know  the  difficulties  they  have  to  con- 
tend with  from  some  enlightened  Mem- 
bers of  their  own  Party,  and  the  di£i- 
culties    from    some   superlatively    en- 
lightened Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House.    This  question  is  ripe  for  settie- 
ment.     It  is  a  very  remarkable  thing 
that  there  is  hardly  an  organ  of  public 
opinion  in  the  country  that  is  not  in 
favour  of  such  a  settlement  as  I  hare 
suggested — 7^  I^imes,  and  almost  all  the 
other  daily  papers  of  the  Metropolis, 
the  two  weekly  organs,  I%s  Saturday 
Review  and  The  8p&etator,  and  the  great 
organ  of  Conservatism,  7%0   Quarterly 
Review,     With  such  a  concurrence  of 
opinion  outside,  and  such  a  concurrence 
of  opinion  in,  the  House — ^for  during 
the  discussion  on  the  Bill  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bosoommon  that  has  been 
shown — there  is  an  opportunity  of  set- 
tling this  question,  if  only  the  GK>vem- 
ment  wiU  put  down  their  foot  and  say, 
"  We  are  determined  to  carry  it."    Ton 
will  not  lose  a  vote  if  you  do.    Take 
the  senior  Member  for   Belfast    (Mr. 
J.  P.  Corry).    Do  you  think  he  would 
go  into  violent  opposition  if  you  carried 
it — or  the  hon.  Member  for  Armagh,  or 
the  hon.  Members  from  Lancashire,  the 
source  and  centre  of  true  Protestantism 
in  England?    I  tell  you  they  wiU  do 
nothing  of  the  kind ;  theywill  be  obedient 
to  your  Whip.  You  would  not  lose  sup- 
port in  the  oountiy.    On  the  contrary, 
you  would  have  a  chance  of  gaining.    I 
do  not  know  but  you  would  retain  a 
seat  or  two  which  we  should  otherwise 
j  take  from  you.    We  have  tiie 
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Tespeet  for  some  of  our  Irish  Conserva- 
tiTe  Hembers,  and  I  shall  bo  sorry  to 
lose  them   as  business  men,   and    we 
ihould  feel  a  kind  of  delicacy  in  turning 
them  out  after  their  support  of  a  very 
little  extended  programme,  such  as  I 
have  Bugeested.     Now,  I  hope  the  utter- 
ance of  the  Chief  Secretary  is  only  pre- 
liminary.    When  we  had  the  Bill  of  my 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Koscommon 
before  the  House,  we  had  a  statement 
early  in  the  night,  and  we  had  anotlier 
statement  later  which  differed  consider- 
ibly  from  the  first.     Now  there  will  be 
nothing  like  the  variance  if,  some  three 
or  four  hours  hence,  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  gets  up  and  concedes  our 
proposal  as  reasonable  and  sensible,  and 
grants  all  we  ask  —  perhaps   a  little 
more.     I  desire  this  debate  should  be 
conducted  with  good  humour.     I  know 
there  are  Gentlemen   around  me   who 
are  men  of  genius.    Now,  I  am  always 
afraid  of  men  of  genius ;  and  I  hope, 
during  the  progress  of  the  debate,  there 
will  be  nothing  said  to  excite  the  feel- 
ings or  disturb  the  equanimity  of  the 
Bench  opposite.  They  have  been  worried 
terribly  this  Session,  and  I  think  they 
Might    to    have    one  quiet  night.      I 
kare  ventured  to  trespass  so  much  on 
the  time  of  the  House,  sincerely  trust- 
ing that  the  Bill  will  not  bo  objected 
V>  on  its  merits,  but  that  if  we  divide  on 
the  Besolution  I  have  placed  before  the 
House  the  Bill  will  be  allowed  to  pass 
the  second  reading,  and  in  Committee 
te  will  endeavour  on  both  sides,  and 
vith  an  anxious  desire,  to  make  this  a 
good  useful  measure  for  Ireland.     The 
hon. Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the 
Besolution  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  tho  word  "That"  to  the 
tod  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  tho  words 
"bo  measure  of  Univenitv  Education  can  he 
Qonridered  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
vUch  does  not  provide  increased  facilities  for 
CoQegiate  Education  as  well  as  for  tho  attain- 
ment of  University  Degrees," — {Mr.  Sfiaic) 

■--instead  thereof. 

Qoestion  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
poposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
QBMtion." 

Mb.  NEWDEGATE  gave  the  hon. 
Hember  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  the  greatest 
credit  for  the  tone  of  his  speech.  It 
appeared  that  the  Party  of  which  he  was 
toe  Leader  were  about  to  reap  the  reward 
«f  their  exertions  for  the  last  thrc(>  iScs- 


;  sions.  Thoy  had  prevented  tho  House 
from  proceeding  with  legislation  which 
was  deemed  essential  by  the  country. 
jA  section  of  the  Irish  Members  had 
,  completely  fettered  tho  action  of  tho 
,  Legislature  ;  and  now  the  hon  !Member, 
jin  the  most  good-humoured  manner, 
came  forward  witli  his  Amendment  upon 
the  University  Bill  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  introduced  because  they  felt 
I  they  were  unable  to  agree  to  the  prin- 
ciple of  tho  Bill  already  before  the 
House.  Tho  hon.  ^lembor  had  enun- 
ciated a  sort  of  maxim  which  he  seemed 
to  hope  would  be  acce])tod  by  the  House 
— **  that  they  should  do  as  well  as  thoy 
can  for  the  present ; "  that  was  the  hon. 
Member^s  advice  to  the  House  generally, 
and  then  he  went  on,  ''and  get  what 
thoy  could  for  the  future."  This  last  was 
the  hon.  Member's  injunction  to  his  ad- 
herents. His  Amendment  was  the  em- 
bodiment of  the  Bill  proposed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  lioscommon  (tlie 
0*Conor  Don),  to  which  the  majority 
of  the  House  was  known  to  be  so  posi- 
tively opposed  that  there  was  no  chance 
of  its  passing.  Was  it  possible  for  a 
majority  of  the  House,  who  had  practi- 
cally refused  to  assent  to  the  Bill  of  the 
hon.  IMembor  for  Kotsconimon,  to  accept 
this  Amendmont,  which  embodied  the 
principle  of  that  Bill  ?  The  position  in 
which  tho  Houso  stood  was  this.  It 
had  been  coerced  for  three  Sessions  by 
a  small  section  of  its  Members,  and  tlioy 
were  now  to  comply  with  tho  requisition 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  by  dis- 
carding all  principle  in  dealing  with  the 
question  of  higher  education  in  Ireland 
as  the  consequence  of  the  coercion  to 
which  they  had  been  subjected.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  put  the  matter 
most  dexterously,  and  in  a  form  which 
he  hoped  would  be  acceptable  to  the 
House ;  but  it  was  clear,  from  his  state- 
ment and  Amendment,  that  although  the 
Government  had  made  an  enormous 
concession  he  expected  and  desired  that 
they  should  concede  still  further.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  proposed  to 
cancel  the  Koyal  title  of  the  Queen's 
University,  and  leave  it  to  tho  body  to  be 
created  by  this  Bill  to  designate  by  what 
other  name  the  new  University  should 
be  known.  Was  there  any  loyalty  in  Ire- 
land ?  If  there  was,  he  (Mr.  Newdegate) 
did  not  think  this  concession  would  be 
agreeable  to  tho  loyalty  of  Ireland.  The 
expunging  of  Her  Majesty's  name  from 
;  all  connection  with  Irish  educatLou7«OM\A. 
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scarcely  be  regarded  as  a  tribute  to  Jrish 
loyalty.  The  Government  had  in  this 
Bill  made  the  widest  concession  in  prin- 
ciple which  the  English  and  Scotch  people 
would  permit.  He  hoped  it  would  not 
be  attempted  to  carry  concession  further. 
If  they  did,  he  was  oonviced  that  the 
feeling  of  national  dignity  and  loyalty 
would  rise  up  against  them,  and  that 
their  whole  scheme  would  be  defeated. 
He  had  no  wish  to  keep  up  a  feud  with 
Ireland.  He  had  been  long  a  Member 
of  the  House ;  but  he  had  neyer  seen  un- 
principled concession  really  conciliate 
Ireland,  or  produce  peace  in  that  coun- 
try. The  recommendations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  were  cloaked  by  the 
old  cry  of ''justice  to  Ireland."  He  re- 
membered that  the  Eepeal  movement 
adopted  as  one  of  its  banners,  ''  Justice 
to  Ireland."  He  had  known  every  un- 
reasonable demand  of  the  Ultramontane 
hierarchy  of  Ireland — ^the  representatives 
of  those  dominant  principles  in  regard 
to  education  which  France  and  Belgium, 
both  Boman  Catholic  countries,  were 
resisting — ^he  had  known  these  dominant 
principles  asserted  under  the  plea  that 
justice  should  be  done  to  Ireland.  He 
did  not  believe  in  ''the  justice"  that 
was  not  founded  in  principle. 

Colonel  COLTHuEST  said,  in  spite 
of  what  the  hon.  Member  for  North 
Warwickshire  had  said  about  justice  to 
Ireland,  he  (Colonel  Colthurst)  should 
use  that  argument.  He  considered  that 
no  settlement  of  this  question  could  be 
satisfactory  which  was  not  only  framed 
in  the  spirit  of  justice  to  Ireland,  but  in 
the  spirit  of  reparation  to  the  Irish 
people  for  injustice  in  the  past  in  the 
matter  of  education.  He  contended  that 
Universily  Education  ought  to  be  looked 
upon,  as  the  right  hon.  Member  for  the 
University  of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Lyon 
Flayfair)  said  on  a  former  occasion,  as 
being,  not  as  it  was  in  Eagland,  the 
luxury  of  the  few,  but  as  the  food  of  the 
many.  This  was  what  it  had  been  in 
Scotland  for  many  years.  In  the  early 
part  of  the  last  century,  education  was 
brought  into  harmony  in  Scotland  with 
the  religious  convictions  of  the  great  ma- 
jority of  the  Scotch  people.  Parish 
schools  were  introduced  all  over  the 
country,  and  were  brought  into  connec- 
tion with  the  Universities;  and  he  would 
here  remind  hon.  Members  from  Soot- 
land  that  for  three  of  those  four  Univer- 
sities the  Scotch  people  were  indebted  to 
Catholics  and  to  Catholic  eodesiastioB,  I 
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members  of  that  Ultramontane  hieraicby 
which    the   hon.    Member   for  North 
Warwickshire  (Mr.  Newdegate)  had  de- 
nounced.  The  result  of  120  or  130  years 
of  such  legislation  for  Scotland  had  been 
what  might  naturally  have  been  expected. 
The  people  of  Scotland  were,  perhaps,  the 
best  educated  and  the  most  intelligent  in 
Europe.    In  Ireland  the  result  aimed  at 
was  directly  the  reverse  as  far  as  the 
mass    of   the    people  were  concerned. 
They  were  enti^ly  shut  out  from  educa- 
tion by  the  effect  of  the  Aots  for  the  pre- 
vention of  the  growth  of  Popery.  It  was 
made  penal  for  a  Catholic  to  teach  a 
school,  and  it  involved  forfeiture  of  civil 
rights  to  send  a  son  to  be  educated 
abroad.     This  state  of  things  subsLsted 
for  70  years,  or  two  generations,  and 
when  it  was  modified,  and  in  1793  was 
finally  abolished,  and  Trinity  College  was 
opened  to  the  upper  classes,  what  was 
the  fate  of  the  masses  of  the  people— 
those  to  whom  the  right  hon.  Member 
for  the  University  of  Edinburgh  said 
that    University  Education  should  be 
thrown  open  ?    System  after  system  was 
devised,  all  equsdly  repugnant  to  the 
consciences  of  the  Catholic  people  of 
Ireland,  and  the  education  of  the  people 
was  never  encouraged  till  1832.    It  was 
not  to  be  wondered  at  that  the  Irish 
people  were  not  as  well  educated  as  the 
people  of  Scotland,  though  they  were 
naturally  as  intelligent  and  as  clever. 
Directly  opposite  treatment   had   pro- 
duced directly  opposite  results.      But  if 
they  took  the  narrow  view  that  it  was 
not  a  grievance  to  the  mass  of  people  to 
be  deprived  of  University  Education— if 
they  took  the  grievance  as  being  confined 
to  ike  upper  classes — they  were  told  that 
the  class  of  Catholics  in  Ireland  who 
might  fairly  look  for  University  Educa- 
tion was  very  small,  and  that  ample 
facilities  were  afforded  by  the  Queen's 
and  Trinity  Colleges.      Well,  perhaps 
the  Catholic  gentry  of  Ireland  was  a  small 
class ;  but  why  was  that  ?    It  was  the 
direct  result  of  the  legislation  of  Eng- 
land.   If  the  laws  against  the  growth  of 
Popery  pressed  hard  on  the  masses  of  the 
people,  they  pressed  with  tenfold  rigour 
on  the  gentry.      When  these  laws  were 
brought  in  the  Catholic  gentry  num- 
bered one-third  of  those  holding  pro- 
perty. The  laws  were  avowedly  directed 
to  their  extirpation,  or,  as  Burke  said, 
for  their  degradation.    Besides  persecu- 
tion, various  inducements  were  held  out 
to  them  to  oonfoxm,  a&d  during  the  70 
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jean  ending  in  1 777,  when  the  laws  were 
modified  or  repealed,  4,000  persons  con- 
formed.    That  was  not  surprising,  for 
the  people  would  have  been  martyrs  to 
hold  oat  against  the  persecution  and 
annoyances  to  which  they  were  subjected. 
The  laws  were  designed  wilfully  and 
knowingly  to  prevent  the  acquisition  or 
retention  of  property,  land,  position,  or 
power  by  the  CathoHcs  of  Ireland ;  and 
in  1777,  when  they  were  modified  or  re- 
pealed, the  Catholic  gentry  had  been  re- 
dooed  to  a  handful.     Of  that  handful 
which  remained  steadfast  there    were 
worthy  Bepresentatives  in  that  House, 
like  the  hon.  Member  for  Koscommon 
(the  O'Conor  Don)  and  others.    That 
was  only  100  years  ago,  and  when  they 
ocmaidered  whisit  was  the  present  num- 
ber of  Catholic  gentry  in  Ireland,  and 
the  number  of  Catholic  professional  and 
commercial  men  who  had  attained  a  high 
position  by  their  intelligence,  and  in- 
dostiy,  and  energy,  he  thought  it  was 
much  to  their  credit.     He  held  that  the 
House  and  the  country  were  bound  in 
this  matter  of  education  to  mako  repara- 
tion, and  that  no  legislation  would  be 
satis&ctory  which  did  not  approach  the 
subject  in  that  spirit.     In  saying  this, 
lie  did  not  lay  down  the  form  which  such 
legislation  should  take.    Of  course,  it 
xnust  in  some  way  or  other   produce 
equality.  The  Bishops  of  Ireland,  though 
thOT  were  called  an  Ultramontane  hier- 
archy, had  neyer  asked  for  anything  but 
eqoidity  in  all  the  proposals  which  they 
had  put  before  the  Government  of  the 
day.      Equality  might  be  attained  in 
wmrions  ways,  and  he  left  the  selection 
of  the  method  to  the  Government ;  but 
the  Catholics  of  Ireland  asked  equality 
with  their  Protestant  fellow-countrymen. 
He  hoped,  though  appearances  were  not 
very  fovourable,  that  the  Government 
would  see  their  way  to  put  the  roof  on 
the  edifice  of  which  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tteman  the  Member  for  Greenwich,  to 
b  everlasting  credit,  dug  the  foundation 
ad  raised  the  walls  in  1869. 
Ma.  COURTNEY  sympathized  with 
«e  observation  of  the  Chief  Secretary 
far  Ireland,  as  to  the  desirability  that 
ttii  should  not  be  treated  as  a  Party 
Viestion — a  hope  which  he  feared  would 
w  disappointed.     They  ought  to  have 
^  heart  the  educational  improvement 
o(  the  Irish  people ;  but  he  feared  that 
wonU  not  be  the  motive  of  their  action. 
localise  the  question  was  embarrassed 
tyPkity  oonsiderationa  it  was  likely  to 


be  exposed  to  peril.  There  was  some- 
thing very  singular  in  the  situation.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  had 
advised  the  putting  aside  of  all  principle 
except  the  great  one  of  obtaining  all  he 
could.  Thoy  were  asked  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  assent  to  a  Bill  of 
an  imperfect  character,  explained  in  an 
indefinite  and  uncertain  way,  which  did 
not  disclose  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment ;  and  that  could  only  be  regarded 
as  trifling  with  a  great  subject.  They 
did  not  approach  it  as  an  educational 
problem ;  if  they  did,  was  it  conceivable 
that  at  the  last  moment  the  Bill  would 
be  amplified  by  suggestions  of  endow- 
ment, which  were  not  explained,  lest, 
being  xmderstood,  they  should  alarm  any 
section  of  Members  ?  The  hon.  Member 
who  moved  the  Amendment  said  nothing 
of  a  definite  character;  and  a  natural 
conclusion  from  his  admirable  speech 
would  be  that  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  and  he  were  playing  a  comedy ; 
that  one  had  said  his  part,  and  the  other 
had  taken  his  cue;  that,  by-and-bye,  they 
might  or  might  not  have  a  Division,  and 
in  the  course  of  a  few  weeks  this  unde- 
veloped Bill  would  attain  to  some  form 
which  would  satisfy  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork,  and  woidd  not  dissatisfy  the 
supporters  of  the  Government.  It  was 
not  very  respectful  to  the  House  that  it 
should  be  asked  to  entertain  a  question 
of  this  kind  in  this  way.  It  was  bad 
enough  that  they  should  approach  the 
question  at  the  fag-end  of  the  Session  ; 
but  that  it  should  be  put  before  them 
in  a  shadowy  form,  wholly  undefined, 
with  suggestions  of  modification,  was  a 
thing  not  to  be  tolerated.  On  the  ground 
of  the  imperfect  and  unascertained  cha- 
racter of  the  Bill,  they  ought  to  be  slow 
to  assent  to  the  second  reading.  The 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had  assumed 
the  necessity  of  doing  something;  but 
he  had  not  |)ointed  to  any  evil  to  be  re- 
medied. They  ought  not,  because  of 
an  agitation,  to  take  for  granted  the 
alleged  defects  of  higher  education  in 
Ireland.  He  was  slow  to  admit  that 
the  existing  system  had  failed  at  all, 
or  that  there  was  a  gap  to  be  filled.  A 
all  events,  they  ought  to  realize  accu- 
rately what  the  present  organization 
was.  The  Queen's  Colleges  were  branded 
as  godless  Colleges  and  irreligious  insti- 
tutions, which  it  was  supposed  Roman 
Catholics  would  not  frequent;  but  he 
denied  altogether  the  accuracy  of  tb 
character  given  to  them.    Eemarks  hi 
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been  made  conveying  the  impression  I 
that  tlie  Colleges  wore  buildings  in  which 
resident  students  received  their  educa- 
tion. The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
apparently  thought  they  were  of  this 
character  ;  but  the  truth  was  that 
each  of  these  Colleges  was  a  Univer- 
sity in  itself;  its  buildings  embracing^ 
museums,  libraries,  and  lecture-rooms ;  ■ 
and  a  certain  number  of  Professors 
delivered  lectures  on  secular  subjects  to : 
students  of  all  creeds.  To  the  extent: 
that  the  lectures  were  of  a  secular  cha- 1 
racter  the  Queen's  Colleges  might  be 
said  to  be  godless.  But  it  was  open  to 
every  religious  communion  in  Ireland  to 
build  halls  of  residence,  to  appoint  Deans 
of  residence,  and  to  found  theological 
Professorships  in  connection  with  the 
Queen's  Colleges,  so  that  facilities  for 
religious  education  of  every  kind  were 
provided  in  connection  with  those  Col- 
leges if  only  the  diflferont  religious  Bodies 
chose  to  take  advantage  of  them.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  admitted  that  if 
the  present  system  had  been  managed 
with  more  discretion,  it  might  have  suc- 
ceeded in  satisfying  the  claims  of  the 
people  of  Ireland  generally.  But  whose 
fault  was  it  if  it  had  not  succeeded? 
There  was  no  disguising  the  fact  that 
it  was  because  the  Boman  Catholic 
hierarchy  had  refused  to  co-operate  in 
the  system  that  Parliament  was  now 
asked  to  legislate.  If  the  Eoman  Ca- 
tholic Bishops  had  cared  to  make  an 
appeal  to  the  faithful  for  funds  to  build 
halls  of  residence  and  establish  theologi- 
cal Professorships  everything  would  have 
gone  smoothly.  No  hon.  Member  who 
examined  the  constitution  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges  with  reference  to  the  facilities 
given  for  religious  education  could  fail 
to  see  that  there  was  nothing  scandalous 
in  the  present  system,  and  that  it  was 
the  duty  of  Parliament  to  regard  with 
great  suspicion  any  demands  such  as 
those  now  made.  But,  after  all,  was  it 
the  fact  that  the  present  system  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges  had  failed  to  satisfy 
the  people  of  Ireland  as  distinct  from 
the  Koman  Catholic  hierarchy  ?  Since 
the  foundation  of  the  Queen's  Colleges, 
the  number  of  Eoman  Catholic  students 
attending  them  had  gradually  risen, 
though  subject  to  fluctuations  in  conse- 
quence of  the  periodic  fulminations  of  the 
Boman  Catholic  Bishops.  People  went  on 
sending  their  sons  in  greater  and  greater 
numbers  to  the  Colleges  ;  but  every  now 
and  then  there  came  some  pastoral,  some 
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declaration  from  this  or  that  Bishop  or 
body  of  Bishops,  and  the  progress  of  the 
Colleges  was  for  the  time  arrested,  only  to 
resume  when  the  terrors  of  the  Roman 
Catholic  hierarchy  had  been  foraotten. 
The  proportion  of  Boman  Cathouc  stu- 
dents attending  the  College  was  about 
25  or  30  per  cent.     No  doubt,  the  pro- 
portion of  Roman  Catholics  to  Protes- 
tants in  Ireland  was  much  greater  than 
that ;  but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind 
that  only  persons  of  a  certain  amount  of 
means  could  afford  to  give  their  sons  a 
University  Education,  and  the  number  of 
such  persons  would  not  be  found  to  be 
so  very  much  in  excess  of  25  or  30  per 
cent.      It  had  been   estimated  not  to 
exceed  35  per  cent  altogether,  and  when 
allowance  was  made  for    the  dream- 
stance  that  all  Roman  Catholic  theolo- 
gical students  were  educated  elsewhere, 
while  the  Protestant  theological  students 
were  not,  it  would  be  found  that  the 
number  of  Roman  Catholic  lads  actuaUj 
attending    the    Queen's    Colleges  wai 
just  about  what  it  might  reasonably  be 
expected  to  be.    If  it  were  the  case  that 
a  large  mass  of  Roman  Catholics  were 
deterred  from    attending   the  Queen's 
Colleges  who  would  be  glad  to  attend  a 
Roman  Catholic  University,  why,  he 
would    ask,   did  they   not  concentrate 
themselves  upon  Galway  or  Cork,  and, 
by  their  mere  numbers,  make  the  Cd- 
leges  there  as  distinctly  Roman  Catholic 
in  character  as  the  College  at  Bel&st 
was  Protestant?     What  the  Bill  pro- 
posed was  to  create  a  University  which 
would  admit  all  students,  however  edu- 
cated, to  examinations  for   University 
degrees.     As  an  educational  matter,  he 
ventured  to  say  that  that  was  an  altera- 
tion of  very  doubtful  expediency.  The 
existence  of  the    London    Uniyernty, 
which  now  examined  students  in  Csilov 
and  Dublin,  did  away  with  any  necessity 
that  might  formerly  have  existed  for 
such  a  Bill  as  the  present.     The  change 
proposed  was  a  dangerous  one,  because 
the  new  University  would  be  a  com- 
petitor with  the  London  University  for 
the  same  class  of  students,  and  it  might 
be  assumed  that  the  University  which 
admitted  students  with  the  greatest  ease 
would  be  most  patronized.     There  waa, 
therefore,  this  danger — that  the  new  Uni- 
versity would  make  its  examinations  easy 
for  the  purpose  of  out-bidding  the  London 
University.  Then,  again,  the  Bill  created 
a  University  open  to  all  comers — bat 
how  would  it  do  so  f    Fxnt,  it  oreatad  a 
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University,  then  it  destroyed  an  existing 
University,  and  then  it  passed  over  the 
graduates  of  the  existing  University  to 
the  new  University.  What  was  the  use 
of  that  roundahout  way  of  doing  a  very 
simple  thing  ?  Why  was  it  not  proposed, 
instead,  to  g^ve  the  Queen's  University 
the  power  of  examining  students  from 
without?  Why  not  enable  it,  with  its 
traditions,  and  standard,  and  machinery, 
and  organization,  to  examine  outsiders  ? 
The  reason  given  in  "  another  place  " 
was  this — that,  in  1866,  an  attempt  was 
made  to  enable  the  Queen's  University 
to  examine  outsiders  by  moans  of  a 
supplementary  Charter,  which  was  re- 
jected by  the  Queen's  University.  It 
required  the  authority  of  a  Lord  Chan- 
cellor to  make  such  a  reason  as  that 
plausible.  The  change  might  not  be  pos- 
sible by  Charter;  but  why  should  it  not  be 
done  by  Act  of  Parliament  ?  They  could 
do  what  they  liked  with  the  University 
by  an  Act  of  Parliament,  and  they  were 
going  to  destroy  it  by  an  Act.  It  was 
perfectly  clear  that  there  was  something 
beyond  and  below  this.  There  was  only 
one  reason  he  could  suggest  for  it — 
namely,  that  when  they  got  rid  of  the 
old  University  they  would  get  rid  of  its 
Senate ;  and  when  they  created  a  new 
University  they  could  bring  in  a  new 
Senate  disposed  to  be  very  favourable 
to  certein  institutions.  That  was  only 
another  reason  for  looking  at  the  Bill  with 
extreme  jealousy.  If  they  were  te  make 
an  alteration,  why  should  it  not  be  done 
in  a  straightforward  way,  by  enlarging 
the  powers  of  the  existing  University  ? 
It  had  admittedly  done  good  work. 
Why  destroy  it  ?  Why  not  supplement 
it?  With  respect  to  the  admission  of 
all  new  comers  to  examination,  he  would 
quote  the  opinion  of  a  very  distinguished 
man,  recently  returned  to  England,  after 
receiving  great  honours,  which  all  Eng- 
lishmen, who  had  any  regard  for  cul- 
ture and  genius,  were  glad  to  know 
he  had  received — he  alluded  to  Car- 
dinal Newman.  If  he  had  to  choose, 
he  said,  between  a  University  which 
dispensed  with  residence,  and  gave  its 
degrees  to  those  who,  on  examination, 
were  found  to  be  qualified,  and  one 
which  had  no  Professors  or  Examiners 
at  aU,  as  was  the  case  with  Oxford  60 
years  ago,  which  kept  its  students  for 
three  or  four  years,  and  then  sent  them 
away — if  he  had  to  determine  which  of 
the  two  courses  was  the  more  successful 
in  tadningf   moulding,  and  enlarging 


the  mind,  which  produced  the  better 
class  of  public  men,  he  would  not  liesi- 
tate  to  give  tho  preference  to  that  Uni- 
versity which  did  nothing  in  preference 
to  that  which  taught  its  students  every 
science  under  the  sun.  That  opinion 
was  worthy  of  consideration,  when  they 
were  asked  to  drag  down  an  existing 
University  and  substitute  for  it  a  mere 
Examining  Body.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Cork,  in  his  Amendment,  stated  that  the 
Bill  did  not  meet  the  demand  for  in- 
creased facilities  for  Collegiate  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland.  It  was  true  that  the 
Bill  gave  no  such  facilities ;  but  he  was 
not  quite  sure,  from  the  ambiguous 
language  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  those  facilities  would  not  be  foisted 
into  the  Bill.  And  in  what  manner  was 
it  suggested  that  these  facilities  should 
be  aiibrded?  They  were  to  be  made 
dependent  upon  annual  Votes.  In  other 
words,  they  were  threatened  with  an 
agitation  from  year  to  year  every  time 
the  Votes  were  brought  on.  Every  friend 
of  higher  education  must  object  to  that. 
He  held  that  Collegiate  Education,  in  the 
best  sense  of  the  word,  was  provided  by 
the  system  of  the  Queen's  Colleges  as 
they  existed.  The  Eoman  Catholics,  it 
was  said,  would  not  take  it ;  but  tho  fa- 
cilities for  obtaining  Collegiate  Educa- 
tion existed,  and  those  who  opposed  the 
Amendment  of  tlie  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  were  voting  for  true  Collegiate 
Education  against  the  sham  Collegiate 
Education  of  which  he  was  the  advocate. 
What  was  really  tho  point  in  dispute  ? 
It  was  a  question  not  confined  to  this 
country,  but  was  at  issue  in  France,  in 
Belgium,  and  in  Italy.  The  question 
was,  whether  youths  should  be  educated 
together  or  apart  in  distinct  and  separate 
institutions?  Which  of  the  two  systems, 
he  asked,  deserved  to  be  approved  as  a 
means  of  education  ?  The  Eoman 
Catholic  hierarchy  had  insisted,  again 
and  again,  that  they  would  be  content 
with  nothing  that  did  not  give  them  ex- 
clusive control  over  the  education  of 
their  youths  from  first  to  last ;  that  they 
should  teach  them  not  only  morals  and 
religion,  but  science ;  that  they  should 
not  only  teach  but  examine  them,  and 
have  control  not  only  of  the  education, 
but  of  the  examinations  also.  He  was 
for  the  free  education  of  youths  jointly 
and  together,  for  youths  by  communion 
one  with  another  learnt  very  quickly 
that  life  was  greater  than  tho  partiod||p^ 
forms  of  life  in  which  they  wet^bt^il^^ 
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up,  that  the  world  was  vaster,  and 
humanity  wider,  than  anything  taught 
in  particular  schools  of  theology.  This 
knowledge  obtained  in  Colleges  was 
what  prepared  men  for  life.  In  the 
House  of  Commons  there  were  men  of 
all  creeds,  and  they  were  the  better  for 
it.  Why,  then,  should  a  College  be  re- 
stricted to  one  ?  He,  and  those  who 
agreed  with  him,  were  fighting  for  the 
freer,  wider,  and  better  education,  against 
those  who,  under  the  pretence  of  offering 
facilities  for  Collegiate  Education,  were 
endeavouring  to  obtain  the  opportunity 
of  cramping  youthful  minds  by  the 
teaching  of  particular  seminaries.  In 
defence  of  the  higher  education  to  which 
he  had  referred,  which  had  been  estab- 
lished in  Ireland  for  30  years  and  more, 
which  had  flourished  there  in  spite  of 
opposition,  he  hoped  the  House  would 
refuse  to  listen  to  proposals,  however 
convenient,  which  were  made  for  the 
promotion  of  Party  purposes. 

Sir  WALTER  B.  BARTTELOT 
thought  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
(Mr.  Courtney)  had  shown  very  con- 
clusively the  great  benefit  which  the 
Queen's  University  had  been  to  Ireland. 
The  hon.  Member  had  quite  refuted  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
(Mr.  Shaw),  who  said  that  it  was  the 
great  wish  and  intention  of  the  House 
to  exclude  the  Roman  Catholics  from 
their  fair  share  of  education.  The  hon. 
Member  had  shown  rightly  that  their 
object  was  that  Catholics  and  Protestants 
should  be  brought  up  side  by  side,  be- 
cause to  bring  them  up  in  this  manner 
would  have  an  influence  upon  their  after 
life  which  they  could  never  forget.  In 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  were  contained  the  views  of  a 
large  majority  of  the  House.  He  knew 
that  the  Roman  Catholics  stated,  and 
firmly  believed,  that  they  had  a  griev- 
ance with  regard  to  higher  Education  ; 
and  it  was  in  the  endeavour  to  meet 
that  grievance  that  the  Bill  of  the 
Government  had  been  brought  in.  He 
regretted  that  a  Division  was  not  taken 
on  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Ros- 
common. He  held,  in  fact,  that  it  was 
one  of  the  greatest  mistakes  that  had 
over  been  made  that  the  House  was  not 
allowed  to  show  to  Ireland  in  connection 
with  that  Bill  what  the  real  view  of  the 
country  was  in  reference  to  the  question 
of  higher  education  in  Ireland  now 
before  the  House.  Their  great  object 
was  to  give  to  the  Irish  people  the  best 
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education  which   they   could   possibly 
give ;  but  that  could  not  be  secured  by 
subsidizing,  as  the  hon.  Member  for  Bos- 
common  proposed  should  be  done,  those 
Roman  Catholic  seminaries  which  now 
existed  in  Ireland.     This  would  per- 
petuate in  the  future  all  the  evils  which 
had  disfigured  Irish  education  in  the 
past.   In  his  opinion,  the  question  could 
only  be  dealt  with  in  a  national  sense, 
with  regard  to  the  wants  of  the  country. 
He  agreed  that  it  would  be  a  mistake 
absolutely  to  abolish  the  Queen's  Uni- 
versity.    He  certainly  wished  that  the 
name  might  be  retained.      Surely  the 
House  had  the  power  to   extend  the 
Charter  of  the  University  and  increase 
its  Senate.     He  hoped  that  later  in  the 
debate  the  right   hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would  say 
that  the  Gbvemment  did  not  intend  to 
interfere  with  the  present  Senate  of  the 
University.     He  was  most   anxious  to 
see  this  question  settled;  but  it  could 
only  be  done  upon  lines  approved  by  the 
great  majority  of  the  House ;   and  he 
hoped  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer would  clearly  state  that  the  Scholar- 
ships, Exhibitions,  and  Fellowships  to  he 
given  for  secular  purposes  in  the  Uni- 
versity were  to  be  provided  for  by  money 
voted  annually  by  Parliament.     He  felt 
certain  that  the  country  would  not  agree 
to  the  application  of    a   lump  sum  of 
money  out  of  the  Disestablished  Church 
Fund  to   the  purpose   which    he  had 
named. 

De.  ward  warned  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers against  listening  to  the  proposals 
made  to  them  by  the  Liberal  Party.    It 
was  by  the  mouthpiece  of  philosophical 
Radicals  that  they  heard  it  said — ''You 
can  have  nothing  but  what  I  can  give 
I  you ;  "  and,  therefore,  he  woiild  say  to 
'  his  Friends  from  Ireland — **  Be  cautious 
of  what  you  hear  from  the  Liberal  Pa^^ 
when  it  is  said — *  Pass  this  over,  we  wiU 
give  you  something  better.'  "    They  had 
listened  to  such  advice  before  in  the 
hope  of  getting  something  better  than 
was  offereid  them  at  the  time,  and  the 
result  had  not  been  satisfactory.    Lord 
Mayo  made  a  proposition,  the  generosity 
of  which  towards  Catholics  had  never 
been  equalled;  but  the  present  Lord 
Emly,  a  Member  of  the  liberal  Party, 
said — "  Hold  on ;    you  will  get  more 
from  us  when  we  are  in  power.       What 
was  the  fact?    The  Liberals  got  into 
power,  and  the  Irish  g^t  nothing.    The 
same  thing,  he  believed,  would  happen 
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•gain.  He  would,  therefore,  have  them 
tuce  warning  from  the  past.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney) 
got  np  and  stated  the  grounds  upon 
which  the  all-powerful  tail  of  the  Liberal 
Party  would  proceed,  if  in  power,  and 
they  were — that  Ireland  must  have 
secular  education,  and  secular  educa- 
tion alone.  Nothing  else  would  be 
given  now  if  that  was  to  be  the  line 
on  which  the  Liberal  Party  was  to  be 
worked ;  and  they  knew  it  was,  because 
they  knew  the  Liberal  Party  could  not 
get  on  without  its  tail — then  he  (Dr. 
Ward)  said  it  was  hopeless  for  the 
Catholics  of  Ireland  to  give  up  the  half 
a  loaf  which  the  Goyemment  offered. 

elr.  Sullivan  :  Oh !  ]  It  appeared  his 
n.  and  learned  Fnend  the  Member 
for  Louth  was  willing  to  give  it  up  ;  but 
what  happened  1 3  years  ago  ?  Thirteen 
years  ago,  they  threw  up  a  good  offer 
from  the  ConservatiTOs  in  the  hope  of 
getting  something  better,  and,  as  a  oon- 
sequence,  three  generations  of  young 
men  in  Ireland  had  been  practically 
destitute  of  University  Education.  Who 
were  the  people,  he  asked,  who  were 
much  interested  in  this  question,  perhaps, 
more  than  anyone  else  ?  It  was  not  the 
House  of  Commons,  nor  the  ecclesiastics, 
but  it  was  the  young  men  of  Ireland, 
who  were  exceedingly  interested  in  this 
matter  of  their  education  ;  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth  would 
take  upon  himself  a  great  responsibility 
if  he  shut  the  doors  of  University  Educa- 
tion to  the  young  men.  ['*  Oh  ! "]  It 
was  shutting  the  doors,  he  repeated. 
The  (Government  said  they  would  open 
those  doors  and  enable  young  men  to 
enter  them  by  grants  of  money.  What 
did  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Lmth  expect  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney), 
and  those  Members  who  led  the  Partv 
to  which  he  was  so  proud  to  belong  ? 
What  did  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
expect  from  that  Party  ?  [Mr.  Sullivan  : 
Nothing.]  The  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man said  nothing.  But  he  did  get  some- 
thing from  the  Party  opposite.  The 
Bill  before  the  House  was  an  honest 
attempt  to  settle  the  question.  [Mr. 
SuLLZTAir:  Oh!]  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  said  **  Oh!"  but  he  would  re- 

Chis  assertion  that  the  Bill    was 
^jst  in  its  purpose  and  desire  to  settle 
the  question.     In  the  teeth  of  a  very 


strong  Party  behind  the  Government,  he 
said  it  was  a  thoroughly  honest  con- 
sideration, and  nothing  but  faction  and 
prejudice  in  the  House  had  tried  to  pre- 
vent the  endeavour  succeeding.  Ho 
could  say  more  in  that  direction,  and 
he  spoke  in  the  interests  of  the  young 
mon  of  Ireland  in  protesting  against 
that  spirit  existing  which  he  had  indi- 
cated. They  had  heard  a  great  deal 
said  with  regard  to  the  terrors  of  the 
Eoman  Catholic  hierarchy,  and  he  had 
something  to  say  about  that  matter.  He 
had  nothing  to  urge  against  the  Queen's 
Colleges;  he  had  received  kindness  from 
them ;  and  although  his  father  and 
throe  sons  had  had  a  connection  with 
Queen's  Colleges  his  Bishop  said  no- 
thing against  it.  Yet  the  minds  of  some 
hon.  Members  of  tho  House  were  filled 
with  terrors  respecting  the  Catholic 
hierarchy.  He  denied  the  existence  of 
any  such  terror  in  Ireland.  Of  course, 
they  wanted  the  Queen's  Colleges,  but 
they  wanted  more ;  and  if  they  could 
not  get  more  they  sometimes  availed 
themselves  of  what  those  Colleges  ofTercd. 
He  believed  the  Bill  might  be  made  a 
very  good  measure,  as  it  gave  them  what 
they  did  not  now  possess.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard,  who  was  wiser 
than  the  people  of  Ireland,  came  down 
with  an  array  of  figures,  and  with  his 
science,  with  the  object  of  showing  that 
there  was  no  practical  impediment  in 
the  way  of  any  Catholic  in  Ireland  who 
really  desired  education.  In  the  county 
which  he  (Dr.  Ward)  represented,  there 
wore  a  number  of  Catholic  gentry  whose 
sons  never  availed  themselves  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges ;  but  who  were,  practi- 
cally, uneducated  so  far  as  University 
Education  was  concerned.  Those  were 
the  very  people  they  would  get  at  by 
this  Bill.  The  hon.  Members  for  Lis- 
keard and  North  Warwickshire  were 
understood  to  bo  fighting  the  phantom 
of  clericalism  ;  but  they  were,  in  point 
of  fact,  fighting  the  battle  of  clericalifim. 
The  young  men  to  whom  he  refeiTed 
were  shut  out  from  University  Education 
because  their  parents  had  objections 
against  their  entering  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges, and  the  consequence  was  they 
were  sent  into  clerical  seminaries.  That 
was  what  tho  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard 
and  others  were  doing.  They  were 
actually  promoting  and  upholding  that 
state  of  things,  for  they  advocat'ed  the 
system  which,  of  all  others,  was  moi4|f 
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calculated  to  fix  clericalism  on  the 
country.  Did  they  tell  him  the  people 
in  Ireland  were  different  to  the  people 
in  other  parts  of  the  world  ?  They  knew 
well  that  the  people  would  say — ''Hands 
off,"  if  they  put  the  education  into  the 
hands  of  the  clericals,  and  they  over- 
stepped their  bounds.  He  did  not  deny 
that  the  Queen's  Colleges  were  good 
institutions ;  but  he  did  assert  that  the 
system  in  Ireland  was  not  educating  the 
large  proportion  of  the  people  of  the 
country.  They  wanted  a  loyal  and 
understanding  people  in  Ireland ;  but 
how  were  they  to  get  that?  Ireland 
must  have  that  which  it  required,  and 
in  the  name  of  this  great  Empire,  and  of 
all  that  was  called  liberty,  he  asked  that 
it  should  be  granted  them.  He  depre- 
cated the  action  of  those  who  were  but 
theoretic  upholders  of  liberty,  and  who 
said  if  they  did  not  educate  their  sons 
in  a  certain  fashion  they  would  not  edu- 
cate them  at  all.  In  a  short  time  he 
thought  they  would  have  some  of  these 
gentlemen  endoavouriug  to  regulate 
their  breakfasts.  In  his  belief,  the  Libe- 
ral intolerance  of  the  Liberals  was  the 
worst  of  tyranny  ;  and  if  they  were  to 
be  governed  by  the  hon.  Members  for 
Hackney  and  Liskeard,  backed  by  a  few 
Gentlemen  opposite,  life  would  be  abso- 
lutely unbearable.  They  ought  to  ap- 
proach the  question  from  the  point  of 
utility,  and  if  they  did  that  they  would 
find  that  the  Bill  afforded  a  very  fair 
opening.  [Mr.  Sxjllivan  :  No.]  Again 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
said  ' '  no."  Would  he  tell  them  what  his 
Party  would  give  ?  [Mr.  Sullivan  : 
The  Home  Rule  Party  is  my  Party.] 
Well,  the  Leader  of  that  Party  had  dis- 
tinctly endorsed  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  and  if  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  would  follow  his 
Leader  he  would  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  because,  if  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  could  not  get  what 
he  wanted  in  its  entirety,  he  had  not 
refused  what  the  Government  offered 
him.  No  doubt,  the  hon.  Gentleman 
would  endeavour  to  secure  the  adoption 
of  his  Amendment ;  but  if  it  should  be 
rejected  he  must  take  the  milder  pro- 
position. With  regard  to  the  provisions 
of  the  measure,  he  ventured  to  say  that 
they  enabled  the  sons  of  Roman  Catholics 
to  obtain  a  thorough  education.  At  the 
same  time,  there  were  some  which  might 
well  be  considered  for  amendment,  so 

Dr.  Ward 


that  the  scope  of  the  propoBal  might 
be  somewhat  widened.  Whatever  was 
done,  however,  the  House  should  be  most 
careful  not  to  hold  the  responsibility  of 
rejecting  the  Bill.  It  was  a  grave  thing 
that  three  generations  of  Irish  young 
men  should  have  gone  down  without 
receiving  University  Education,  while 
they  had  been  quarrelling  in  the  House 
over  mere  words.  He  now  appealed  to 
the  House  to  accept  the  Bill  as  a  fair 
compromise,  and  allow  the  Government 
to  do  this  year  an  act  greater  than  it 
did  last  year  for  Ireland  by  giving 
the  counti^  extended  University  Edu- 
cation. 

Mr.  KAVANAGHjsaid,  that  although 
he  believed  in  the  abstract  truth  of  the 
views  which  had  been  expressed  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  he 
could  not  support  the  Amendment  of 
that  Gentleman,  because    to  pass  that 
Amendment  would  be  equivalent  to  re- 
jecting the  Bill.     Moreover,  he  beliered 
that  he  would  not  be  representing  oo^ 
rectly  the  interests  of  his  Roman  Catho- 
lic friends  in  Ireland,  who  were  anxioos 
to  obtain  increased  facility  for  higher 
education,  if  he  were  to  throw  any  diffi- 
culty in  the  way  of  the  Bill,  even  in  its 
present  form.      He  was  glad  to  obserre 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  enlarged  the 
scope  of  the  Bill  very  much  indeed.  As 
the    Bill    was  originally  introduced— 
namely,  in  the  House  of  Lords — ^he  was 
inclined  to  find  faiilt  with  it,  not  for 
what  it  did,  but  for  what  it  did  not  do. 
He,  however,  thought  it  would  meet  a 
want  which  he  heard  very  generally  ex- 
pressed in  Ireland,  and  upon  that  account 
he  made  up  his  mind  to   support  the 
second  reading  in  the  hope  that  in  Com- 
mittee Her  Majesty's  Government  would 
see  their  way  to  put  a  little  more  fleeh 
on  the  bone.   The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
on  introducing  the  measure,  had  un- 
veiled the  way  by  which  he  hoped  it 
would  be  found  acceptable  to  all  parties 
in   Ireland;   and,    therefore,    he    (Mr. 
Kavanagh)  would  be  all  the  more  sony 
to  support  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork.     Many  remarks  had 
been  made  by  previous  speakers  about 
the  Queen's  Colleges,  and  work  which 
they  had  done  in  Ireland.      He  did  not 
disparage    the    Queen's  Universitv  or 
Queen's  Colleges ;  but  he  did  not  believe 
that  they  had  fulfilled  the  intention  of 
their  founders.    The  Queen's  University 
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and  Colleges  were  founded  for  the  pur- 
poae  of  conveying  to  the  Eoman  Catho- 
Hc8  in  Ireland  equal  advantages  to  those 
poaaesaed  by  the  other  religious  persua- 
sions. Now,  that  he  did  not  think  they 
had  succeeded  in  doing.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney) 
quoted  some  figures  which,  he  said, 
proved  satisfactorily  that  the  Queen's 
Colleees  had  accomplished  their  object. 
He  (Mr.  Kavanagh)  had  not  got  the 
figures  with  him ;  but  the  statistics  he 
had  seen  certainly  proved  the  very  oppo- 
ute.  If  he  remembered  correctly,  the 
itudents  in  the  Queen's  University 
numbered  920  in  the  years  1878  and 
1S79,  and  out  of  that  number  ho  found 
that  there  were  only  230  Eoman  Catho- 
lics. Now,  if  they  compared  the  num- 
ber of  Koman  Catholics  to  the  proportion 
of  the  other  religious  denominations, 
they  would  find,  even  allowing  that  the 
Boman  Catholics,  as  a  rule,  were  of  the 
poorer  class,  and,  perhaps,  did  not  desire 
■0  much  University  degrees  as  the  mem- 
bers of  other  denominations  —  even 
allowing  for  that,  he  thought  they 
would  find  that  the  discrepancy  was  a 
veiy  marked  one  indeed.  If  the  pre- 
lent  Bill  were  passed,  he  believed  that 
University  Education  would  be  placed 
within  the  reach  of  those  people  who  at 
present  were  unable  to  afibrd  it.  He, 
however,    was  desirous  of  taking  this 

Siportunity  of  joining  with  the  hon. 
ember  for  Cork  in  appealing  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 
tiry,  and  to  Her  Majesty's  Government, 
and  to  the  whole  of  the  Party  on  this 
nde  of  the  House,  to  grant  what  he 
asked  in  his  Amendment — namely,  result 
lees.  He  believed  result  fees  would  be 
the  most  rational  and  most  useful  way 
of  assisting  education.  It  was  perfectly 
well  known  that  they  could  not  advocate 
any  scheme  which  bore  the  slightest 
tinge  of  endowment.  The  days  of  en- 
dowment had  gone  by;  but,  although 
that  was  so,  he  thought  it  was  quite  in 
aeoordancb  with  the  old  principles  and 
traditions  of  the  Conservative  Party  to 
be  generous  as  well  as  just.  The  policy 
of  disendownient  had  never  belonged  to 
their  traditions.  On  the  contrary,  if 
they  looked  back  to  history,  from  the 
time  of  Mr.  Pitt,  they  would  find  many 
instances  to  show  that  concurrent  en- 
dowment, and  not  disendowment,  had 
been  the  policy  of  the  Conservative 
Party ;    but  that  policy,  he  was  sorry  to 


say,  had  now  passed.  It  was  no  use 
attempting  to  re-open  that  question,  es- 
pecially since  the  disestablishment  and 
disendowment  of  the  Irish  Church.  He 
did  not  want  to  re-open  it ;  but  he  did 
ask  hon.  Members  on  his  own  side  of 
the  House — some  of  whom  were  strongly 
opposed  to  giving  Eoman  Catholics  any- 
thing— he  did  ask  them  to  put  aside 
their  prejudices,  and  to  be  generous  as 
well  as  just.  Had  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  been  in  his  place,  he  would  have 
suggested  to  him  that  the  best  course 
for  him  to  pursue  might  be  to  withdraw 
his  Amendment,  and  let  them  all  see 
what  Her  Majesty's  Government  were 
prepared  to  do  in  Committee.  Then,  if 
all  their  efforts  failed  to  obtain  anything 
satisfactory,  or  if  the  statements  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  made  proved 
to  be  empty  promises,  the  Amendment 
would  api)ly  with  quite  as  much  force, 
and  with  a  great  deal  more  reason,  on 
the  third  reading  of  the  Bill.  He  be- 
lieved that  it  would  be  a  great  pity  in- 
deed to  reject  the  measure  which,  al- 
though it  might  not  bo  exactly  what  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cork  and  his  Friends 
wanted,  would  afford  the  foundation  to 
build  upon,  and  to  effect  what  he  hoped 
might  become  a  just  and  generous 
settlement  of  this  great  question. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that  it 
was  because  they  believed  that  the  esti- 
mate of  the  duties  and  functions  of  life 
given  by  theological  teaching  was  the 
true  estimate  that  the  Catholic  Church 
wanted  a  safe  and  guarded  kind  of  edu- 
cation. His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  pointed  out  the  in- 
equality which  the  Bill  proposed.  It  was 
admitted  on  all  hands  that  the  measure, 
as  it  now  stood,  only  gave  the  power  of 
receiving  degrees,  but  provided  no  ade- 
quate means  whatever  for  giving  to 
young  men  all  the  benefits  of  University 
Education ;  and  his  hon.  Friend  proposed 
that  the  principle  of  payment  by  results 
should  be  adopted  to  supplement  the 
Bill,  and  to  provide  young  Catholics  in 
Ireland  with  University  Education,  and 
with  all  the  benefits  of  Collegiate  life. 
Now,  tliat  did  not  contain  the  objection- 
able feature  of  denominational  educa- 
tion which  was  regarded  with  dislike  by 
many  hon.  Members.  What  his  hon. 
Friend  claimed  was  Collegiate  Education 
in  secular  matters,  and  not  in  religious 
matters.    Supposing  the  State  consente^^p 
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to  give  them  payment  by  results  for 
secular  matters,  the  State,  undoubtedly, 
would  have  the  right  to  see  that  the 
money  paid  for  results  was  devoted  alto- 
gether for  secular  learning.     Further- 
more, the   State  would  be   intitled  to 
establish  machinery  by  which  to  insure 
that  the  fees  were  devoted  to  purely 
secular  subjects,  and  that  they  were  so 
applied  to  them  as  to  produce  the  best 
possible  good  from  an  educational  point 
of  view.     Let  them  see  what  the  State 
would  be  fairly  entitled  to  do,  in  order  to 
see  that  the  result  fees  served  no  deno- 
minational purpose.     The  first  matter  to 
which  he  would  call  attention  was  the 
appointment  of  Professors.  Much  would 
depend  upon  the  class  of   Professors 
appointed.     In  the  Bill  of   the  hon. 
Member  for  Roscommon  there  was  a 
provision  which    no    Eoman  Catholic 
would  object  to  being  employed  in  the 
appointment    of    Professors  —  namely, 
payment  by  results.     In  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber's Bill  it  was  proposed  that  salaries 
should  be  paid  to  Professors  appointed 
by  the  College  and  approved  by  the 
University.     No  one  was  disposed  to  ask 
for  money  to  be  paid  for  Professors 
solely  appointed  by  the  Bishops  or  the 
Body  in  charge  of  the  affiliated  Colleges. 
They  would  not  do  so,  but  were  perfectly 
willing  that  the  secular  Senate  or  the 
State  should  have  an  equal  voice  in  the 
appointment  of  Professors.     Some  time 
ago  he  made,  through  another  channel, 
the  suggestion    that  the    State  or  the 
Senate  should  have  the  power  of  ap- 
pointment, subject  to  the  approval  of  the 
affiliated  Colleges,  and  that  the  affiliated 
Colleges  should  have  the  power  of  dis- 
missal if  the  Professor  turned  out  un- 
suitable.    If  the  Professors  were  to  be 
paid  by  results,  the  affiliated  Colleges 
should  not  claim  the  paramount  right 
of  appointment.     If  they  had  payment 
by  results,  probably  they  would  insist 
on  the  introduction    of    a  Conscience 
Clause  to  guide  the  studies  in  the  affili- 
ated Colleges.     A  Conscience  Clause  was 
introduced  in  the  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion Act.     In  that  Act  they  were  dealing 
with  schools  in  which  boys  from  1 1  to 
16  years  of  age  were  educated — an  ago 
when  religious  principles  were  formed, 
and  when  the  religious  edifice  of  a  man's 
life  was  built  up.     It  was  said  in  **  an- 
other place  "  that  a  Conscience  Clause 
would  be  useless  in  the  affiliated  Colleges 
of  a  University,  although  it  would  be 
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useful  in  a  school ;  but  he  thought  it  was 
quite  the    other  way.      A  Conscience 
Clause  was  no  use  whatever  for  the 
purposes  of  mixed  education,  because 
no  Catholic  would  think  of  going  to  a 
Protestant    intermediate     Bcnool,    and 
vice  versd.     Therefore,   the  Conscience 
Clause  was  a  mere  sop  of  no  practical 
use  with  regard  to  Int^mediate  Educa- 
tion ;  but  it  was  a  very  different  thing 
with  regard  to  the  halls  of  a  University, 
where  the  young  men  came  to  pursue 
their  secular  studies.    It  was  perfectly 
possible  that  Protestants  would  come  to 
the  halls  of  a  Catholic  College ;  and  if 
a  Catholic  College    was   a  sucoess,  lie 
thought  there  would  be  a  larger  number 
of  Protestants  come  to  it  than  many 
hon.  Gentlemen  supposed ;  and,  there* 
fore,  he  had  no  objection  to  a  good  and 
substantial  Conscience  Clause  to  protect 
the  rights  of  the  Protestants  who  might 
wish  to  come.    Mixed  education  seemed 
to  be  a  source  of  great  anxiety  to  manj 
hon.  Members,  who  said  they  would  be 
glad  to  see  the  Protestants  and  Boman 
Catholics  studying  together.    He  be- 
lieved that  if  they  provided  this  safe- 
guard  for  Eoman  Catholic  education, 
guarding  it,  at  the  same  time,  by  a  Con- 
science Clause,  there  would  be  a  greater 
chance  of  bringing  both  classes  together 
than  there  was  under  the  present  ^em. 
He  would  suggest  that,  if  the  payment 
by  results  was  adopted,  the  State  ^onld 
have  the  right  to  inspect,  by  the  offioen 
of  the  University,  the  affiliated  College! 
of  the  University ;  and  the  State  should 
also  have  the  right  of  seeing  that  the 
money  that  was  given  for  the  pi 
of  furthering  secular  study  was  applied 
for  that  purpose.     He  also  thought  the 
State  should  be  entitled  to  lay  down 
certain  conditions  as  to  the  constitntion 
of  the  Colleges  which  were  proposed  to 
be  affiliated,  in  order  to  secure  that  the 
Colleges  should  not  be  altogether  under 
clerical  control.     The  State,  also,  would 
be  bound  to  see  that  nothing  in  the 
nature  of   an  intermediate  school  re- 
ceived one  halfpenny  of  payment  by  re- 
sults.    In  regard  to  this  matter,  the  hon. 
and  learned  Member  for  Louth  had  been 
misunderstood.    He  had  suggested  that, 
in    the  first  instance,   a  hiud-and-iast 
line  should  be  drawn,  and  that  it  should 
be  determined  that,  until  an  Act  of  Fa^ 
liament  allowed  it,  only  two  or  three 
institutions  in  the  country  should  receive 
any  endowments  in  the  ahape  of  trndi 
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fces.  There  was  an  institution  in  Dub- 
lin known  as  the  Catholic  University, 
and  the  result  of  this  would  be  that  an 
institation  like  that,  having  a  status, 
would  be  a  nucleus  of  University  life, 
and  result  fees  would  pour  in,  guarded 
by  a  Conscience  Clause.  He  desired 
not  merely  to  have  provision  for  instruc- 
tion for  young  men,  but  he  desired  a 
Collegiate  and  resident  University  life  to 
grow  up ;  and  it  was  only  by  excluding 
intermediate  schools  and  seminaries  from 
result  fees  under  this  Bill,  and  confining 
the  fees  to  institutions  which,  by  locality, 
nnmber  of  pupils,  and  absence  of  in- 
termediate teaching  from  their  curricu- 
lum were  qualified,  that  the  wants  of 
the  people  coiild  be  properly  mot.  The 
young  men  of  the  present  day  fell  be- 
hind in  ciilture  the  generation  which 
was  passing  away  ;  and,  he  believed,  if 
hon.  Members  could  see  the  falling  off 
in  Ireland  in  this  respect — talents  lost 
and  capacities  abused,  bad  habits  formed 
for  the  want  of  culture — they  would 
^nerously  make  a  sacrifice  of  principle. 
But  no  sacrifice  of  principle  was  re- 
quired. Besult  fees,  properly  guarded, 
would  involve  no  sacrifice  of  principle. 
With  regard  to  the  Fellowships  proposed 
to  be  created  under  the  scheme,  one 
solution  of  the  question  which  had  been 
proposed  was  to  pay  the  Professors. 
He  would  suggest  that  they  should 
make  the  Fellowships  which  were  to  be 
created  tenable  on  condition  that  the 
Fellows  taught  in  some  University  Col- 
lege affiliated  to  the  University.  He 
thought  that  was  a  fair  solution.  A 
good  deal  had  been  said  about  the  In- 
termediate Education  Act ;  but  it  did  not 
ifibrd  any  worthy  or  satisfactory  analogy 
on  the  present  occasion,  and  it  was  weak 
and  dangerous  to  pursue  that  lino  of 
I  argument.  They  should  accept  the  pro- 
f  posal  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork, 
!  and,  in  connection  therewith,  the  pay- 
ment by  result  fees  would  stand  wpon 
its  own  merits.  As  he  had  sketched 
that  payment,  it  did  not  in  any  way  in- 
Tolve  the  principle  of  denominational 
education,  and  it  was  free  from  the  trait 
which  made  denominational  endowment 
or  denominational  education  so  objec- 
tionable to  the  great  majority  of  the 
Members  of  the  House.  Unless  the 
suggestions  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Corky  or  some  similar  proposal, 
Were  adopted  in  the  Bill,  such  as  would 
give  means  for  growth  of  University 
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life  in  Ireland,  this  question  could  not 
be  regarded  as  settled.  If  an  attempt 
were  made  to  pass  the  Bill  into  law 
without  such  an  addition,  the  Govem- 
ment  would  probably  succeed ;  but  they 
would  only  succeed  in  carrying  a  mea- 
sure unworthy  of  a  Government  which 
pretended  to  deal  seriously  and  effec- 
tively with  this  question,  and  unworthy, 
also,  of  the  warm  approval  of  the  £e- 
presentatives  of  Ireland. 

Mr.  GEEGOEY  had  listened  with  re- 
gret to  the  speech  of  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  had  just  sat  down,  because 
he  thought  theGovemm  ent  had  gone  quite 
as  far  as  many  of  their  supporters,  and 
certainly  as  far  as  he  himself  would  be 
prepared  to  go.  He  could  not  help 
feeling  that,  logically,  hon.  Members 
who  represented  Eoman  Catholic  con- 
stituencies in  Ireland  had  hardly  a  case 
for  the  Bill  which  was  now  introduced. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  it  appeared  to  him 
that  all  the  requirements  of  the  Eoman 
Catholics  were  met  by  the  institution 
of  the  Queen's  Colleges ;  that  there 
was  no  ground,  logically  speaking,  for 
the  prejudice  entertained  by  the  Eo- 
man Catholic  gentry  of  Ireland  against 
those  Colleges.  Some  of  the  leading 
members  of  the  Eoman  Catholic  Church 
in  this  country  had,  he  believed,  sent 
their  sons  to  the  English  Universi- 
ties. He  accepted  the  statement,  how- 
ever, that  the  Eoman  Catholic  gentry  of 
Ireland  objected  to  send  their  sons  to 
the  Queen's  Colleges,  and,  on  that 
ground,  he  was  willing  to  go  so  far  as 
to  accept  the  present  Bill ;  but  it  would 
be  necessary  to  see  that  the  endowments 
under  the  Bill,  whatever  they  were  to 
be,  were  to  be  endowments  of  a  Univer- 
sity, and  not  of  denominational  Colleges; 
and  the  House  did  not  yet  know  what 
those  endowments  were  to  be.  Taking 
the  Bill  as  it  stood,  he  should  give  it  his 
support.  In  so  doing,  he  confessed  he 
did  not  feel  there  was  a  very  strong  case 
made  out  for  the  measure.  He  accepted 
it  on  the  representation  of  certain  Mem- 
bers of  the  Eoman  Catholic  persuasion 
coming  from  Ireland,  and  in  deference 
to  their  feelings  and  prejudices,  rather 
than  on  account  of  any  logical  ground 
on  which  the  measure  stood. 

Major  O'BEIENE  could  not  help  re- 
gretting the  unfortunate  results  with 
which  the  introduction  of  the  first  Bill 
on  this  subject  this  Session  had  beer 
met.     He  was  quite  sure  the  prese 
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Bill  would  not  satisfy  the  demands  of 
the  Irish  people  for  University  Educa- 
tion.    The  proposal  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich, 
in  1874,  would  have  been  far  preferable 
to  them,  for  by  it  Trinity  College,  Dublin, 
would  have  been  converted  into  a  Na- 
tional University,   which  would    have 
been  affiliated  to  the  Catholic  Colleges 
throughout  the  country.     The  present 
Bill  did  not  propose  to  give  any  money 
endowment    to    Catholic    Colleges    in 
Ireland.    It  was   impossible   that   the 
Catholic  people  of  Ireland  could  shut 
their  eyes  to  the  fact  that  denomina- 
tional education  was  at  present  amply 
provided  for  in  England  and  Scotland. 
They  had  only  to  look  at  the  provision 
made  for  elementary  education  in  Eng- 
land and  University  Education  in  Scot- 
land to  see  how  liberally  the  sister  coun- 
tries were  provided  for  in  a  matter  in 
regard  to   which  the  scantiest  justice 
was  denied ;   and  while   this  was  'the 
caBe,  the  Irish  people  had  taxed  them- 
selves to  the  amount  of  £200.000  to  es- 
tablish a  Horn  an  Catholic  University, 
thej'  not  receiving   a    single   farthing 
of  public  money  to  aid   them  in  this 
great  efiPort.     Trinity  College  was  one 
of    the    moat    richlv    endowed    educa- 
tional  establishments  in  the  Three  King- 
doms.    It  had  200,000  acres  of  land, 
museums,  and  libraries,  was  rich  with 
valuable  manuscripts;  but  it  was  tho- 
roughly Protestant.     All  its  Professors 
were  Protestants,  nearly  all  its  students 
Protestants,  and  the  whole  tone  of  the 
institution  showed  it  was,  though  nomi- 
nally   open    to    Catholics,     practically 
as   exclusive  as    if  it  were  closed  by 
law  to  all  but  members  of  the  favoured 
faith.     In  view  of  these  circumstances, 
the    Irish   people    could    not    but    be 
extremely  disappointed  with  the  present 
Bill.     It  was  impossible  that  English  or 
Scotch  Dissenters  could  understand  the 
question  of  Catholic  University  Educa- 
tion in  Ireland.     When  Protestant  Dis- 
senters went  to  a  Protestant  institution 
they  saw  rites  and  ceremonies,  not  the 
same  as  their  own,  no  doubt,  but  not  so 
very  different  as  to  occasion  them  any 
shock,  and  they  took  no  great  exception 
to   the   religious  services  of  the  great 
Protestant  Universities.    Between  these 
denominations  there  was  not  that  enor- 
mous difference  to   be  found   between 
either  ;  and  Eoman  Catholics  could  not 
in  this  respect  act  as  the  Dissenters  did. 

JUojor  O^Beirne 


They   did  not  think  their  aons  could 
learn  history  from  a  Protestant  Pro- 
fessor, because,  to  begin  with,  the  whole 
course  of  Irish  history  took  its  character 
from  what  occurred  200  years  ago ;  and 
the  Catholic  parent  objected  to  history 
distorted  or  coloured  by  the  prejudice 
and  bigotry  of  a  Protestant  Professor. 
They  conscientiously  insisted  that  the 
Professors  who  trained  their  children 
should  be  Catholics,  and  what  they  were 
contending  for  was  reaUy  a  Catholic 
University.      How,    he    asked,  if  the 
tables  were  turned,  would  Protestant 
parents  like  to  send  their  sons  to  an  in- 
stitution where  all  the  Professors  were 
Jesuits,  or  even  Catholic  laymen?    It 
was  only  natural  that  Ireland  should 
insist  in  her  demand  to  have  a  grant  of 
money  for  a  University ;  and  altbongli 
some  hon.  Members  might  be  willing  to 
accept  the  proposition  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  of  payment  hj 
results,  yet,  he  was  sure,   that  would 
never  settle  the  question.     That  settle- 
ment could  only  be  arrived  at  by  disen- 
dowing Trinity  College,  selling  the  pro- 
perty, and  devoting  the  proceeds  to  ot- 
tional  purposes,  and  putting  eveiy  reli- 
gious   denominational    College   on  an 
equality,   or  by   giving    equal  endov- 
ment  to  Homan  Catholic  Colleges. 

Sir  GEOEQE  BOWYER  said,  he 
should  give  his  most  sincere  support  to 
this  Bill,  principally  because  it  dealt  in 
a  genuine  manner  with  the  g^at  zrix^' 
ance  of  which  the  Irish  Homan  Catho&i 
had  hitherto  complained — namely,  that 
there  was  no  University  in  Ireland 
which  gave  degrees  to  persons  educated 
in  denominational  schools  and  CoUegea. 
That  was  so  with  the  Queen's  Unirw- 
sity,  because  that  University  gave  de- 
grees only  to  those  who  had  studied  in 
the  Queen's  Colleges,  and  those  College! 
were  undenominational.  Then  thera 
was  Trinity  College.  It  had,  no  doubt, 
been  made  accessible  to  Koman  Catho- 
lics ;  but  it  was  under  conditions  whidi 
Eoman  Catholics  could  not  accept,  be- 
cause in  that  College  the  education  was 
undenominational.  Parents  had  a  right, 
on  behalf  of  their  sons,  to  insist  upon 
that  form  of  education  of  which  they  ap- 
proved, and  the  Boman  Catholics  of 
Ireland  had  a  right  to  say  their  chil- 
dren should  not  be  denied  a  Univerntr 
degree  because  they  had  been  educated 
in  schools  where  the  Catholic  religion 
was  taught.    They  had  been  told  that 
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IriBliinen  might  come  orer  to  London 
and  take  de^*e68  at  the  London  Univer- 
mty.      Bat  Irishmen  had    a    right   to 
Bay  they  did  not  want   to  come  over 
here,  but  desired  to  have  a  Uniyersity 
in  their  own  country  capable  of  granting 
degrees.     That  was  a  most  reasonable 
feding  on  their  part.    What  would  the 
Scotch  think  if  they  were  obliged  to 
eome  to  the  English  TJiiiversities  to  re- 
ceiTe  their  deg^es?    The  Homan  Ca- 
tholics were  a  majority  of  the  people  of 
Ireland,  and  their  religions  principles 
onght  to  be  respected ;  and,  in  his  opi- 
nion, this  Bill  really  did  remedy  one  of 
their  grievances,  because  the  University 
to  be  created  under  it  did  not  favour 
Boman  Catholics  more  than  anybody 
eke;  at  the  same  time,  it  was  a  con- 
oession  to  those  who  were  in  favour  of 
their  sons   receiving  a   denominational 
education,  because  under  the  Bill  young 
men  who  had  been  educated  in  Koman 
Catholic  Colleges  or  schools  would  be 
ahle  to  obtain  these  University  degrees, 
which  they  could  not  do  at  present.     It 
had  been  contended  at  some  length  that 
in  institution  which  brought  young  men 
together  was  much  better  than  a  mere 
Examining  Board.     No  doubt,  this  was 
trae  but ;  it  was  beside  the  question,  for 
it  did  not  apply  to  the  present  case. 
They  could  not  have  what  was  best  in 
the  abstract,  and  must  content  thom- 
Mlves  with  that    which  best  met  the 
fpecial  circumstances  of  the  case.     This 
mH  did  not  interfere  in  any  way  with 
the   Queen's    Colleges.    It    had    been 
argued  that  the  Queen's  Colleges  ought 
to  be  amplificated.     He  supposed  what 
was  intended  was,  that  there  should  be 
something  in  the  shape  of  the  Supple- 
mental Charter  of  which  so  much  had 
been  said,  and  that  what  had  once  been 
vainly  attempted  by  means  of  such  a 
Charter  should  now  be  effected  by  Act  of 
Parliaoient.     He  maintained,  however, 
that  to  introduce  into  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges principles  which  wore  totally  dif- 
wtent  from  those  upon  which  they  had 
been  founded   would  be   a    process  of 
mere   tinkering  and    cobbling,    which 
eonld  not  lead  to  any  satisfactory  result. 
If  they  wanted  to  redress  the  grievance 
that  admittedly   existed  in  Ireland,  it 
ironld  be  necessary  to  make  a  clearance, 
and  to  erect  something  new.     Had  the 
Queen's   University  been    a  venerable 
institution,  sanctioned  by  age  and  his- 
tory, he  should  have  hesitated  to  destroy 


it;  but,  in  point  of  fact,  it  had  been 
created  by  Act  of  Parliament,  and 
might,  therefore,  be  abolished  by  the 
same  means.  The  wisest  plan  would  be 
to  sweep  it  away,  and  to  set  up  some- 
thing more  in  accordance  with  the  ne- 
cessities of  the  case.  He  had  felt,  with 
regard  to  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Eoscommon  (the  0' Conor  Don), 
that  there  was  a  great  objection  to  it  in 
the  fact  that  it  created  a  third  Univer- 
sity ;  but  the  present  Bill  steered  clear 
of  that  obstacle  to  its  acceptance.  What- 
ever endowments  belonged  to  the  Queen's 
University  would  be  transferred  to  the 
new  University,  which  would,  conse- 
quently, not  have  to  ask  for  fresh  bene- 
factions. The  Bill,  however,  did  not 
interfere  with  the  Queen's  Colleges, 
which  would  still  remain,  and  would  be 
included  in  the  new  University,  which, 
at  the  same  time,  would  grant  degrees 
to  persons  educated  in  denominational 
Colleges.  Ho  had  been  very  anxious 
that  the  Government  should  offer  some 
subvention  to  the  new  University.  When 
the  Bill  had  first  been  introduced  he 
had  felt  that  that  new  University  would 
be  in  forfffd  pauperiitj  and  that  it  would 
not  be  able  to  hold  its  own  against  Dub- 
lin ;  but  the  Government  had  made  a 
considerable  concession  in  the  direction 
of  supplying  it  with  Fellowships  and 
other  advantages  of  that  kind.  How- 
ever, even  if  no  important  concession 
had  been  made,  oven  if  no  money  had 
been  granted,  the  Representatives  of 
Ireland  would  make  a  great  mistake  in 
rejecting  the  Bill.  They  had  made  a 
mistake  in  rejecting  the  measure  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Greenwich.  [**No,  no!"]  He  said 
**  Yes,"  and  he  believed  a  majority  of 
the  Irish  Representatives  would  now 
agree  that  a  mistake  was  made  when 
that  Bill  was  rejected.  They  had  made 
another  mistake  at  the  time  when  Lord 
Mayo  was  in  Office,  and  the  Conserva- 
tive Government  had  been  disposed  to 
make  concessions  to  the  Roman  Catho- 
lics. A  great  step  was  to  have  been 
made  in  that  direction,  whatever  might 
have  been  the  precise  intentions  of  Lord 
Mayo.  Hon.  Members  should  remem- 
ber that  extreme  views  were  fatal  to 
legislation,  and  that,  now  they  had 
thrown  away  several  valuable  and  im- 
portant opportunities,  they  had  to  make 
the  best  of  their  position.  The  Govern- 
ment had  made  a  liberal  offer  in  en- 
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deavouring  to  remove  the  grieyance  of 
which  they  complained.  The  Univer- 
sity of  London,  whether  it  was  in  Picca- 
dilly or  in  Carlow,  was  still  English, 
and  not  Irish,  and  the  Irish  had  a  right 
to  have  an  University  of  their  own  that 
would  give  degrees  to  persons  educated 
in  denominational  Colleges.  He  would 
be  very  glad  to  see  a  purely  Boman 
Catholic  University  endowed ;  but  how 
could  they  expect  such  a  thing  ?  If  any 
Government  proposed  it,  they  would  be 
turned  out  of  Office  in  a  fortnight.  It 
could  not  be  done;  for  neither  the 
strong  Protestants,  nor  the  Nonconfor- 
mists, nor  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment, would  give  their  assent.  They 
might  just  as  well  cry  for  the  moon. 
They  must  not  ask  for  what  was  impos- 
sible, and  they  ought  not  to  expect  any 
Government  to  knock  their  heads  against 
brick  walls,  ending  in  their  political  de- 
struction. No  doubt,  it  would  be  very 
heroic  to  see  that  species  of  martyrdom; 
but  it  was  impracticable.  The  Bill  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Hoscommon,  though 
it  did  not  propose  a  Eoman  Catholic 
University,  certainly  went  very  near  the 
endowment  of  denominational  schools 
and  Colleges ;  but  even  if  the  Govern- 
ment had  supported  him  he  could  not 
have  carried  his  Bill.  Even  in  the  case 
of  the  present  Bill,  which  avoided  the 
difficult  question  of  endowments,  they 
had  had  the  violent  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeara  (Mr.  Courtney), 
and  probably  some  Nonconformist  Mem- 
ber would  join  his  opposition  to  it.  Nor, 
in  fact,  did  lie  himself  think  the  Bill 
perfect ;  but  he  wished  to  avoid  the  grave 
error  of  refusing  a  fair  offer  for  the  sake 
of  the  unobtainable.  He  could  not  vote 
for  the  Amendment,  because,  if  it  were 
carried,  it  would  be  fatal  to  the  Bill. 
Hon.  Gentlemen,  he  was  sure,  would 
not  vote  for  that  Amendment  if  they 
thought  there  was  a  chance  of  its  being 
carried,  because,  if  carried,  it  would  be 
fatal  to  the  Bill.  The  Bill  conceded  as 
much  as  the  Eoman  Catholics  could 
expect — not  so  much  as  they  had  a  right 
to,  but  as  much  as  they  could  get.  He 
did  not  mean  to  say  that  when  the  Bill 
was  in  Committee  modifications  might 
not  be  introduced  in  it;  possibly  there 
might  be.  He  should  be  very  glad  if 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  mo- 
dify the  Bill  in  the  sense  he  had  indi- 
cated. But  ho  gave  a  most  cordial  sup- 
port to  the  Bill,  and,  when  carried,  he 

aS/V  George  Bowyer 


thought  Her  Majesty's  Gh)T6rnineiit 
might  congratulate  themselves  on  hav- 
ing settled  what  the  French  called  a 
burning  question — a  very  difficult  and 
troublesome  question ;  and  he  was  sore 
the  people  of  Ireland  would  find  they 
were  benefited  by  the  Bill. 

Mr.  J.  MAITLAND  thought  the  rea- 
sonable demands  of   the   Irish  in  this 
matter  would  be  conceded  by  the  people 
of  this  country  aa  Boon  as  it  became 
thoroughly    instructed    in    the  matter. 
He  was    humbly    of  opinion  that  the 
people  on  this  side  of  the  Channel  did 
not  know  what  they  themselves  had  id 
the  way  of  Universities,  and  what  the 
people  on  the  other  side  of  the  Channel 
had  not.     He  had  himself  had  a  good 
deal  of  experience  at  various  Universities, 
and  he  should  like  to  point  out,  in  the    * 
first  place,  what  we  had  in  this  vaj. 
The    impression    was    general   in  thif 
country  that  we  had  at  our  great  Uni* 
versities  a  secular  system — that,  in  point 
of  fact,  our  great  Universities  were  not 
Protestant,  and  certainly  not  denomini- 
tional.    Now,  at  Oxford,  not  only  the 
Professors,  but  the  tutors,  Fellows,  and 
students  were  almost  to  a  man  not  onlj 
Protestants,  but  members  of  the  Epiico- 
palian   Church    of  England.     Bendei 
that,  it  was  necessary,  or,  at  least,  the 
custom   and  practice — anyone  who  did 
not  conform  to  it  rendering  himself  an 
outsider — not  only  to  attend  the  College 
Divinity  lectures,  but  to  attend  the  Col- 
lege chapel.     It  was  quite  true  that  the 
Dissenters  in  this  country — and  amongit 
them   he   included  the  Catholics— had 
obtained  the  right  to  go  there  without    ^ 
signing  tests ;  but  that  had  not  been  the 
kind  of   grievance  which  the  Bomu 
Catholics  had  objected  to.     What  they 
objected  to  was,  that  if  a  Homan  Catholk 
allowed    his  son    to  so  to  Proteetant 
chapels  there  was  a  high  probability 
that  he  would  not  leave  it  a  Boman   | 
Catholic,  if  he  did  not  leave  it  a  Proteet- 
ant.    The  same  state  of  things  existed  . 
at  Cambridge.     In  a  much  less  degree 
the  same  thing  prevailed  in  the  Scotch 
Universities.     He  knew  perfectly  wdl 
that  it  was  said  these  Universities  were 
not  mainly  supported  by  the  State,  and  : 
that  the  Professors  did  not  draw  their 
salaries  largely  from  the  Consolidated 
Fund.     At  the  same  time,  there  waa  a   ; 
very  considerable    number   of  Begina  ; 
Professors  who  were  appointed  by  the 
Crown,    and,  he  understood,  receired 
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salariM  from  the  Grown.  This  was  said 
not  to  be  a  public  endowment ;  but  both 
the  Uniyersities  of  England  and  Scotland 
had  a  very  large  amount  of  endowments 
of  Professors,  but  endowments  which 
had,  OTer  and  over  again,  been  dealt 
with  by  a  Parliamentary  Commission, 
which  had  been  treated  as  public,  and 
had  been  handed  over  from  one  Pro- 
fessorship, and  from  one  purpose  to 
another.  It  therefore  appeared  to  bim 
that  these  endowments  were  thoroughly, 
or  in  the  main,  public.  What  was  the 
position  in  Ireland?  The  Protestants 
bad  a  University,  and  a  good  one,  al- 
ready endowed.  But  the  people  of  Ire- 
land—the 4,000,000  of  Catholics— bad 
not  an  endowed  University.  They  had 
not  got  a  University  which  their  religious 
Kmples  or   religious  prejudices  would 

nit  them  to  send  their  children  to. 
as  said  that  if  that  was  so  the 
Citholics  should  put  their  hands  in  their 
own  pockets.     He  maintained  that  to 
ttkthem  to  do  so  was  entirely  unjust, 
as  putting  them  in  a  position  which 
was  totally  ditferent  from  that  of  the 
people  of  England  and  Scotland.     It 
wts  very  difficult  for    an   English  or 
Scotch  Member  thoroughly  to  understand 
the  needs   of  the   people.      The  mere 
offer  of  degrees  to  the  people  of  Ireland 
wu  not  what  they  principally  wanted. 
What  they  wanted  was  education  ;  and 
they  wanted  the  education  to  be  brought 
to  the  poor  people  of  Ireland.     He  was 
veiy  mncb  struck  with  the  speech  of 
the  hon.    Member  for    Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney),  who  seemed   to   think   that 
University  Education  was  only  for  the 
zich.    Why,  anybody  knowing  anything 
of  the  Scotch  Universities  knew  that 
they  were  the  Universities  of  the  people. 
Hon.  Members  would  be  surprised  how 
my  small  a  sum  of  money  would  bring 
a  yonth  up  from  the  country,  and  get 
him  all  the  advantages  of  a  University 
Edacation.     This  was  what  the  people 
of  Ireland  wanted,  and  had  not  got.     He 
hoped   the  Irish   would  stick  to   their 
eoloiiTS,  for  they  were  fully  entitled  to 
have  Bomething   more    than    this  Bill 
would  give  them.     When  the  people  of 
England  and  Scotland  thoroughly  uudor- 
ilood  the  position  of  the  people  of  Ire- 
land— that    they    had    themselves    got 
what  the  people  of  Ireland  had  not  got — 
he  believed  there  was  too  much  justice 
in  this  country  to  make  this  the  subject 
of  a  ^oteatant  cry. 


Me.  holt  said,  no  one  who  under- 
stood the  subject  could  bo  surprised  that 
the  Bill  had  given  rise  to  much  specula- 
tion, and  had  been  sharply  criticized.  He 
was  of  opini(m  that  the  state m en tp  made 
by  the  Home  Secretary  in  that  House, 
and  by  the   Prime    Minister   and   the 
Lord    Chancellor  in    "another  place," 
amounted  to    a  definito  pledge  on  the 
part  of  the  Government,  which  ought  to 
disarm  opposition  on  the  part  of  those 
who  objected  to  denominational  endow- 
ments.    The  conviction  that  such  was 
the  case  would  render  his  criticism  very 
friendly.     He  looked  at  the  Bill,  under 
these  circumstances,  as   an  honest  en- 
deavour to  deal  with  this  question.     He 
had  stated  on  a  previous  occasion  that 
ho  did  not  at  all  approve  the  erection 
of     a    third     University     in     Ireland, 
and  he  must  express  his  regret  that  a 
very  good  institution  now  in  existence 
should  be   destroyed  in  order  to  build 
another  on  its  ruins.     For  his  own  part, 
he  should  prefer  to  retain  the  old  name 
of  the  Queen's  University,  to  enlarge  the 
number  of  the  Senate,  if  need  were,  and 
to    increase   its   powers.     The    subject 
had,  however,  he  had  no  doubt,  been 
carefully  considered  by  the  Government 
in  that  aspect;  but  ho  would  invite  them 
to   explain  to   the  House   the  reasons 
which  had  induced  them  to  destroy  the 
Queen's  University  instead  of  bringing 
in  a  Bill  to  deal  with  it  in  the  way  which 
he  had  just  suggested.     Kegarding,  as 
he  did,  the  constitution  of  the  Senate  to 
be  created  under  the  Bill  as  a  matter  of 
the  greatest  importance,  he  hoped  special 
care  would   be   directed  to  that  point. 
There  appeared  to  him,  he  would  fur- 
ther observe,  to  bo  a  great  deficiency 
in  the    Bill,  as   originally  introduced, 
which,   however,    had    been    to    some 
extent    remedied    by    the    suggestions 
which  had  been  made  by  his  right  hon. 
Friend  who  had  moved  the  second  read- 
ing.    The  Bill  would,  he  thougl.V,  be 
rendered  more  perfect  and  attractive  by 
some  provision   for   University   prizes; 
and  if  the  thing  were  worth  doing  at  all 
it  was  worth  doing  well ;  but  if  Fellow- 
ships and  Scholarships  were  to  be  pro- 
vided, he  hoped  the  University  would 
be  endowed  with  money  voted  annually 
by  Parliament ;    that  the    endowment 
would  bo  kept  entirely  separate  from  any 
Collegiate  institution,  that  the  Fellow- 
ships and  Scholarships  would  be  thrown 
open  to  public  competition,  under  rof^ 
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lations  to  enable  them  to  be  held  by 
students  resident  in  any  part  of   Ire- 
land without  any  restriction  whatsoever 
as  to  creed.     There  was  one  restriction, 
however,  which,  in  his  opinion,  should 
be  imposed,    and  that  was  that  they 
ought  not  to  be  permitted  to  be   held 
along  with  similar  preferments  in   any 
other  University.     He  had  no  objection 
whatever  to  raise  as  to  the  suggestion 
which  had  been  thrown  out  by  the  Go- 
vernment with  respect  to  the  erection  of 
University  buildings,  for  it  was  very  de- 
sirable, he  thought,  that  the  new  Uni- 
versity should  have  a  visible  existence 
and  a  local  habitation.     But  that  would 
not  satisfy  the  wishes  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cork.     His  Amendment  was  en- 
tirely  antagonistic  to  the  principle  of 
the   Bill  as  he  understood  it.     It  was 
alleged    that    the     Eoman     Catholics 
of  Ireland  were  unfairly  treated   with 
regard   to    hip^her   education ;   but    on 
examining   into  the  matter   he  found 
that    they     enjoyed    an    exceptionally 
favourable  position.     Every  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  aware  that  the  Church  of  Ire- 
land   had    long    been    connected  with 
Trinity     College,     Dublin,     and    that 
Churchmen  there   enjoyed    educational 
advantages  of  a  high  order ;   but  they 
were    also    aware   that    the    doors    of 
the    University  of   Dublin   were   open 
to  all  comers.     And,    again,  as  to  the 
Queen's     University,    he    found     that 
for  the  year  1877-8  there  were  in  at- 
tendance at  the  Queen's  Colleges  348 
Presbyterians  and  no  fewer  than  224 
Koman  Catholics,  the  members  of  the 
Church   of  England  being  226,  while 
there  were  88  belonging  to  other  deno- 
minations. The  fact,  therefore,  was  that 
even   though    Presbyterians  were    the 
most    numerous,   the  advantages   con- 
ferred by  the  Queen's  University  were 
enjoyed  by  students  of  all   denomina- 
tions.    He  must,  however,  observe,  as 
to  the  Koman  Catholics,  that  it  seemed 
to  be  generally  forgotten  in  the  course 
of  the  debate  that  there  was  in  Ireland 
such  a  College  as  Maynootb  which  was 
exclusively    the    property    of    Koman 
Catholics,  which  was  not  open  to  Pro- 
testants, and  which  was  entirely   free 
from  the  control  of  that    House,  and 
that  not  less  than  £1,000,000  of   the 
public  money  had  in    one  way  or  an- 
other been   expended   upon  that   Col- 
lege.    That  being  so,  he  could  not  help 
thinking  that,  with  the  Queen's  Col- 
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leges  and  the  University  of  Dublin  also 
open  to  them,  the    complaints   which 
were  made  by  the  Boman  Catholics  of 
Ireland  on  the  score  of  inequality  as  re- 
garded education  were  not  well  foanded. 
No  doubt,  it  was  generally  understood 
that  Maynooth    was  reserved    for  the 
education  of  candidates  for  the  priest- 
hood ;  but  if  the  Roman  Catholic  autho- 
rities were  apprehensive  that  the  minds 
of  young  priests  might  be  contaminated 
by  association  with  laymen  of  their  own 
communion,    that   was    their    concern, 
and   not  the  fault   of  Parliament.    It 
seemed   to    him     that    the    Protestant 
Members  of  that  House  ought  to  do 
everything   which    they    could   to  en- 
courage education  in  Ireland ;  and,  for 
his  own  part,  he  would  concede  to  Bo- 
man  Catholics  everything  which  he  con- 
ceived he  would  be  entitled  to  ask  for 
himself  in  a  Eoman  Catholic  country. 
He  did  not  think,    however,  that  the 
House  ought  to  be  required  to  concede 
more.     He  thought  the  privileges  al- 
lowed to  Protestants  in  the  Cityof  Bome^ 
under  the  temporal  rule  of  the  Pope, 
might  be  fairly  taken  as  the  measure  of 
the  concessions  which  Boman  Gatholioi 
were  entitled  to  seek  from  a  Protestant 
Legislature.     He  would  ask  hon.  Oen- 
tlemen  opposite  whether  any  one  of  the 
Popes  of  modem  times  would  have  given 
to   Protestants  residing  in  Borne  nidi 
advantages  as  were  already  freely  ac- 
corded by  Parliament    to  the   Boman 
Catholics   of  Ireland?      But    he  wu 
willing  to  go  still  further — to  give  them 
more  than  they  would  give  to  him— and 
should  have  no  objection  to  see  the  pco> 
visions  of  the  Bill  extended.    He  shooU 
vote  for  the    second  reading  for  tvo 
reasons — because  he  was  willinff  to  do 
all  that  he  could  to  meet  the  wishes  and 
the  religious  convictions  of  his  Boman 
Catholic  fellow-subjects,  and  because  he 
regarded  the  Bill  as  a  deliberate  decla- 
ration by  Parliament  that  it  was  not 
prepared  to  vote  money  for  the  endow- 
ment in  Ireland  of  an  educational  ineti- 
tution  which  was  not  to  be  under  the 
control  of  Parliament  and  for  the  efficient 
management  of  which  Parliament  could 
take  no  sufficient  guarantee. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  the  genenl 
subject  had  been  so  ably  dealt  with  on 
both  sides  of  the  House  that  he  shoold 
not  refer  to  it  at  any  g^at  length.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  County  of  Co^ 
went  to  a  Division,  he  should 
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sapport  the  Amendment;   but,  at  the 
■ame  time,  he  should  not  vote  against 
the  Bill  of  the  Government.     The  sole 
reason  why  he  did  not  think  he  should 
be  justified  in  voting  against  that  mea- 
sure   was,    that,    although    obnoxious 
and   unsatisfactory  in  probably  every 
other  respect,  it  was  very  satisfactory  in 
this  respect,  that  it  was  an  excellent 
unsettling  Bill.    It  was  a  Bill  which 
broke  up  some  very  obnoxious  institu- 
tions which  introduced  the  thin  end  of 
the  wedge  of  change  into  the  existing 
educational  system  in  Ireland ;  and  while 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  think 
they  were  entitled  to  stop  there  he  had 
no  doubt  whatever  that  the  National 
Party  would  drive  home  the  wedge  before 
they  were  done  with  the  subject.     The 
Bill,  as  it  at  present  stood,  might  be 
thus  summarized,  taken  in  connection 
vith  existing  institutions  which  were 
not  intended  to  be  touched.     They  had 
Intermediate  Education,  recently  roin- 
fozced  and  improved,  with  the  object  of 
vreparing  young  men  for  Colleges.  They 
Did  the  Queen's  Colleges  to  receive  them 
in  view  of  the  supporters  of  denomi- 
Bitionalism  and  secularism  in  Ireland ; 
and  now  they  were  to  have  an  extended 
University,  to  which  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges would  have  the  same  access  as 
erer,  and  which  would  be  assisted  by  a 
considerable  endowment  from  the  public 
fiindf .    It  was  said  the  funds  that  would 
be  spent  on  the  new  University  would 
be  equally  open  to  Catholics.    That  was 
eridently  not  the  case,  because  these 
funds  could  not  be  equally  open  to  com- 

Edtion  BO  long  as  Protestant  and  non- 
tholic  students  had  exceptional  and 
special  advantages  and  facilities  in  pro- 
fiesional  halls  for  being  educated  for 
these  prizes,  while  the  Catholics  of  Ire- 
land received  no  such  facilities  whatever. 
Although  the  Bill,  as  it  stated,  was  an 
amplification  and  extension  of  secular 
education  in  Ireland,   yet  expressions 
liad  been  dropped  by  various  Members 
of  the  Gx)vemment,  and  by  the  more  ad- 
Taaced  and  truly  Liberal  Members  of  i 
file  Liberal  Party,  which  did  not  deprive 
tiie  Irish  Members  of  a  hope  that  the 
ttieasure  might  possibly  be  amended  in 
Committee.    Besides,  the  Bill  proposed 
to  do  away  with  the  Queen's  University 
in  Ireland;  and,  while  it  was  all  very  well 
to  talk  about  the  Queen's  Colleges  being 
left  untouched,  it  would  be  necessary  in 
the  new  University  to  raise  the  standard 


of  secular  education;  and  the  moment 
that  was  done  the  present  education 
given  in  these  Colleges  would  be  no 
longer  fit  to  qualify  men  to  obtain  Uni- 
versity degrees.  It  was  not  known,  ex- 
cept to  those  who  had  studied  this  ques- 
tion, that  the  Queen's  University  was 
founded  for  a  severe  degree  examination, 
and  that  the  Colleges  did  not  prepare 
their  students  to  pass  that  examination, 
and  that  they  accordingly  proposed  to 
lower  it,  and,  in  spite  of  the  protests  of 
the  graduates  of  Cork,  Gal  way,  and 
Belfast,  the  old  degree  examination  was 
adulterated  down  to  the  level  necessary 
in  order,  to  quote  the  words  of  Vice 
President  Andrews — 

"  To  allow  of  the  presentation  of  a  good  number 
of  students  for  degrees  at  the  annual  examina- 
tion in  the  pres^^nce  of  the  public  in  Dublin 
CaaUo." 

This  Bill  could  be  no  settlement;  it 
was  the  beginning  of  great  changes 
in  the  Queen's  Colleges  which,  ulti- 
mately, it  would  revolutionize.  It 
was  impossible  to  lay  hands  on  the 
Queen's  University,  and  to  leave  the 
Queen's  Colleges  untouched.  It  would 
be  necessary  to  raise  the  standard  of 
secular  education,  as  it  now  stood,  to 
qualify  for  a  University  degree.  Then, 
the  Bill  would  encourage  the  National 
Party  in  Ireland  not  to  stop  or  stay 
until,  by  levelling  up  or  levelling  down, 
they  had  placed  the  Koinan  Catholics 
on  a  footing  of  equality  with  thoir 
Protestant  fellow -countrymen.  English- 
men must  not  be  misled  by  the  tigures 
which  were  sometimes  used  to  show  the 
success  of  the  Queen's  Colleges.  There 
were,  it  was  true,  900  students  in  these 
Colleges  ;  but  of  these,  600  were  medical 
or  professional  students.  Only  200  or 
250  of  these  students  were  Art  students, 
yet,  out  of  these,  there  were  25  Eoman 
Catholic  students  at  the  Cork  College, 
20  at  Gal  way,  and  3  at  Belfast.  Now, 
the  Queen's  Colleges  were  not  originally 
intended  to  be  mere  professional  schools. 
They  were  intended  to  be  the  medium 
of  giving  a  University  Education  to  the 
youth  of  Ireland.  In  that  they  had  failed, 
as  the  figures  he  had  quoted  showed. 
How  had  these  Colleges  had  the  success 
which  was  supposed  as  professional 
schools  ?  It  was  perfectly  true  that  the 
Colleges  of  Belfast  and  Cork  were  good 
medical  schools  ;but  good  medical  schoi>Is 
existed  in  those  tt»\vn8  before  the  (iiieen's 
Collt;gos   were    established   there,    a 
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were  not  created,  but  were  simply  an- 
nexed by  the  Colleges.  The  so-called 
Medical  School  of  G-alway  had  no  real 
existence.  Therefore,  even  in  regard  to 
medical  education,  these  Colleges  had 
not  had  the  success  which  was  supposed, 
while  their  Arts  Faculties  had  been  a 
complete  failure.  However  they  might 
regard  the  question,  this  Bill  was  certain 
to  be  the  forerunner  of  great  changes ; 
as  it  stood,  it  was  suspected  by  the  whole 
of  the  Catholics  and  many  of  the  Pro- 
testants of  Ireland.  The  reason  why 
he  did  not  oppose  the  second  reading 
was,  that  the  Bill  held  out  such  hope  of 
thoroughly  unsettling  everything  that 
at  present  existed  in  Ireland  in  the  way 
of  education  as  to  insure  that  the  ques- 
tion must  be  thoroughly  treated  at  some 
other  time  when,  perhaps,  the  Govern- 
ment might  be  a  little  less  afraid  of  the 
ultra-Protestants,  and  the  Front  Oppo- 
sition Bench  might  be  able  to  look  at 
Irish  questions  with  a  little  less  depend- 
ence upon  the  ultra-Bad icals.  Anyhow, 
whether  it  came  to  be  a  question  of 
levelling  up  or  levelling  down,  the  Irish 
people  were  determined  to  be  placed  on 
a  level  in  the  matter  of  education. 

Mr.  J.  P.  COERY  said,  that  as  he 
presumed  he  was  one  of  those  narrow 
and  bigoted  Conservative  Members  to 
whom  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Cork  referred  so  pointedly  in  his 
able  and  humorous  speech  he  felt 
bound  to  say  a  few  words.  Knowing, 
as  he  did,  the  feeling  of  the  North  of 
Ireland  on  this  subject,  he  had  some 
right  to  express  his  views.  His  hon. 
Friend  thought  that  unless  they  had 
denominational  Colleges  endowed  in 
Ireland  there  could  be  no  real  Univer- 
sity Education.  He,  on  the  other  hand, 
was  very  strongly  of  opinion  that  if  this 
Government,  or  any  other,  proposed  the 
endowment  of  Roman  Catholic  Colleges 
it  would  upset  them.  His  hon.  Friend 
had  referred  to  the  Intermediate  Educa- 
tion Bill  of  last  year.  So  far  as  the 
granting  of  Exhibitions  and  premiums 
to  the  students  was  concemea,  he  was 
thoroughly  at  one  with  those  who  sup- 
ported the  proposal ;  but  he  altogether 
objected  to  the  payment  of  result  fees 
to  denominational  institutions.  His  hon. 
Friend  had  said  that  he  (Mr.  Corry)  was 
so  strong  a  Party  man  that,  no  matter 
what  measure  was  proposed  by  the  Go- 
vernment, he  would  vote  for  it.  But  he 
oould  oonscientiously  say  that  if  the  Go- 
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vemment  proposed  to  endow  any  deno* 
minational  institutions  lie  would  cer- 
tainly oppose  them.     His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  North-East  Lancashire 
referred  to  the  money  given   to  May- 
nooth.     That  seemed  to  have  been  kept 
out  of  sight  in  every  debate  since  lb6ij, 
when  a  large  sum  was  handed  over  to 
that  College.    If  it  had  not  been  for 
that,  and  if  the  money  had  to  be  voted 
annually,  they  would  not  have  had  the 
opposition  to  the  grant  to  the  Queen's 
Colleges  which  they  now  had  to  contend 
with   every    year.     He  was    quite   of 
opinion  that  what  the  Chief  Secretaiy 
for  Ireland  had  shadowed  forth  in  ad- 
dition to  this  Bill  would  meet  the  wanti 
of  University  Education  in  Ireland.    In 
connection  with  the  Queen's  Colleges, 
there  was  about  £4,000  a-year  given  in 
Exhibitions.    That  was  a  large  amonnt; 
but  there  were  no  Fellowships  attached 
to  them.     He  would  strongly  urge  the 
Government  to  establish  Fellowships  d 
a  substantial  amount,  to  be  competed 
for,  not  only  by  students  of  the  Queen'i 
Colleges,  but  by  students  from  outside. 
If  an  equal  amount  to  that  now  givea 
in  College  prizes  were  given  to  stnoaiti 
outside,  it  would  be  in  the  first  place,  at 
all  events,  a  very  fair  settlement  of  the 
question.     He  was  very  glad  his  right 
hon.  Friend  intended  to  propose  thit 
there  should  be  University  buildingi^ 
libraries,  museums,  and  other  applianeei 
in  connection  with  the  new  institutioD* 
In  such  matters  the  Queen's  UniverstJ 
had  hitherto    felt  a  great  want    He 
agreed  with  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend 
the  Member  for  West  Sussex  (Sir  WsUer 
B.  Barttelot)  in  preferring  that  the  eriM- 
ingUni  versity  shouldhave  beencontinned 
and  extended  ;  but  he  presumed  the  Go* 
vernment  had  some  reason  forthe  ehtngtt 
proposed.     He  hoped  the  House  wonld 
hear  from  them  the  reason  for  makiof 
the  change.     He  sympathized  with  the 
graduates  of  the  Queen's  Univenitj  in 
the  extension  of  their  University,  and 
he  hoped  the  Gt>vernment  would  teke 
the  views  expressed  by  them  into  seriooi 
consideration.   He  thoronghly  snpDOitfld 
this  Bill,  especially  with  the  adoitaoiif 
foreshadowed  by  lus  right  hon.  Friend 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland ;  and  he 
was  anxious  that  it  should  be  thoroughly 
debated  and  decided  that  night. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  it  would  be 
generally  admitted  that  the  House  had 
been  placed  in  a  position  of  nnnraal— 
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he  might  almost  say  unprecedented — 
perplexity,  by  the  extraordinary  course 
adopted  by  the  Govomment.     So  far  as 
he  was   aware,  what  had  recently  oc- 
cuTed,  and  especially  that  evening,  had 
nerer  happened  before.     A  Bill  calmly 
considered,  and  obtaining  a  large  amount 
of  support,  had  been  introduced  by  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Eoscommon. 
He  had  not  intended  to  support  that 
Bill ;  but  he  could  not  conceal  from  him- 
self that  it  met  with  an  unusual  amount 
of  support  from  Irish  Members  and  from 
many  distinguished  Members  sitting  on 
that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the  House. 
That  Bill  was  fully  discussed,  and  at  the 
snd  of  the  discussion,  without  a  word  of 
warning,  the  Government  suddenly  an- 
nounced that  they  were  going  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  of  their  own.     In  a  Session 
when  Members  were  constantly  told  that 
there   was  not   time   for  the  practical 
Business  of  the  House,  when  many  im- 
portant measures  had  to  be  abandoned, 
when  Supply  had  been  huddled  up  and 
thrust  into  the  last  comer  of  the  Session, 
mrely  a  Gt>yemment  anxious  to  econo- 
mize the  time  of  the  House  might  have 
idopted  some  other  course  than,  at  the 
end  of  a  Wednesday  Sitting,  announcing 
that  they  were  going  to  meet  the  Bill 
of  the  hon.   Member  for  Hoscommon 
with  a  measure  of  their  own  ?      But, 
itraoge  as  that  proceeding  was,  what 
happened  that   evening  was   infinitely 
more  strange.     A  Bill  was  introduced  in 
the  House  of  Lords  by  almost  the  most 
important  Member  of  the  Government — 
the  Lord  Chancellor — who,    above  all 
others,   would  be  supposed,   from  his 
intimate  acquaintance  with  University 
Education  in  Ireland,  to  have  been  pre- 
pared with  a  matured  and  not  an  in- 
choate and  ill-considered  measure ;  that 
Bill  was  discussed  on  the  second  reading, 
and  passed  subsequent  stages  without  a 
word  of  wamingas  to  what  was  coming. 
What  was  the  House  asked  to  do  now  ? 
Not  to  give  a  second  reading  to  the  Bill 
introduced  by  the  Lord  Chancellor,  the 
Bill  which  had  obtained  the  assent  of  the 
House  of  Lords;  but,  without  having 
■sen  it,  to  give  a  second  reading  to  an 
entirely    new    Bill.      He    had    almost 
thought  of  appealing  to  Mr.  Speaker,  as 
a  question  of  Order,  whether  such  a  pro- 
ceeding was  not  absolutely  an  infringe- 
ment of  the  Kules  of  the  House ;  whe- 
ther it  was  not,  at  any  rate,  laying  down 
a  precedent  which  might  have  extremely 


awkward  and  inconvenient  resultfl?  Tho 
second  reading  of  a  Bill  was  not   an 
empty  fonn,  an  idle  sham  ;  it  was  tho 
affirmation  of  a  principle.     What  was 
the  Bill  which  was  introduced  and  had 
passed  the  House   of  Lords — the  Bill 
which,  so  far  as  the  printed  document 
was  before  them,  they  had  to  consider 
that  evening  ?    It  was  simply  a  Bill  for 
extending  the  examining  functions,  the 
degree-conferring  powers  of  an  existing 
University  in  Ireland.     But  what  was 
that  Bill  suddenly,  without  a  word  of 
warning,  converted  into  ?  A  Bill  for  the 
endowment  of  a  new  University.     That 
was   an   entirely  distinct   and  different 
proposal.     He  did  not  wish  hastily  and 
prematurely  to  express  an  opinion ;  but 
he  would  say  that  nothing  was  more 
dangerous  than  for  that  House  to  affirm 
a  Bill  which  they  had  not  yet  seen  in 
print,  and  to  assent  to  proposals  which 
might    assume    altogether    a   different 
character  when  they  had  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  them  on  the  Paper.    Whatever 
their  opinions  might  be  on  the  vague 
and  shadowy  proposals  sketched  by  the 
Government  that  evening,   the  House 
ought  not  to  allow  this  entirely  new  Bill 
to  be  read  a  second  time,  unless  they 
received  from  the  Leader  of  the  House 
some  more  distinct  and  precise  explana- 
tions than  had  yet  been  given  of  it,  and 
also  a  distinct  assurance  that  before  they 
were  asked  to  go  into  Committee  the 
nature  and  the  amount  of  endowment 
should  be  placed  on  the  Table.     Unless 
they  received  a  distinct  assurance  to  tliat 
effect,  after  the  Amendment  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  CMr.  Shaw)  was  dis- 
posed of,  he  should  move  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate.     The  Amendment 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  read  in 
the  light  of  his  speech,  amounted  to  a 
declaration  that  no  solution  of  the  Uni- 
versity Question   in  Ireland  would  be 
satisfactory  without  some  distinct  en- 
dowment in  the  shape  of  result  fees,  or 
in  some  other  form.     To  such  a  proposal 
as  that  he  could  not  give  his  consent. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Cork  had  attri- 
buted  certain   motives  to  a  section  of 
the  Liberal  Party.     He  said  the  Front 
Opposition  Bench  was  influenced,  almost 
coerced,  by  a  section  of  the  Liberal  Party, 
which  had  but  one  object  in  view — to 
steal  away  from  Catholics  that  faith  to 
which  they  were  attached.     The  hon. 
Member  for  Cork  had  a  perfect  right 
to  say  their  opinions  wore  wrong,  '' 
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mischievous ;  but  he  had  no  right  to  at- 
tribute motives.  Let  him  specify  more 
distinctly  who  those  Members  were  to 
whom  he  referred  as  anxious  to  sap  the 
foundations  of  Catholic  faith.  He  could 
only  say  for  himself,  so  far  as  any  opi- 
nions he  had  expressed  or  any  action  he 
had  taken  on  the  subject,  he  had  but 
one  motive — to  place  the  Irish  people 
in  exactly  the  same  position  with  re- 
ference to  University  Education  as  the 
people  of  Eugland  and  Scotland.  In  his 
own  University  no  one  would  work  more 
cordially  than  he  was  prepared  to  do  in 
getting  any  remaining  disabilities  re- 
moved. One  of  the  first  things  which 
the  Liberal  Government  would  be  called 
on  to  do  whenever  they  came  into  Office 
would  be  to  remove  those  disabilities, 
and  if  they  did  not  do  so  they  would  be 
forsaken  by  nine-tenths  of  their  sup- 
porters. They  would  have  to  sweep 
away  every  vestige  of  denomi  nationalism , 
so  as  to  leave  University  Education  in 
England  what  they  wished  it  to  be  in 
Ireland.  In  this  matter  of  University 
Education  there  was  no  middle  course — 
they  must  cither  have  freedom  or  re- 
striction. With  regard  to  the  proposals 
of  the  Government,  of  course,  they  had 
to  consider  both  their  original  and  their 
new  Bill.  There  was  m-eat  force  in  the 
argument  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney) — the  nature  and 
extent  of  what  was  called  the  Irish 
Catholic  grievance  had  been  greatly 
over-estimated.  It  was  said,  for  instance, 
that  the  Queen's  Colleges  had  been 
failures.  But  the  Queen's  Colleges  had 
never  had  a  fair  chance.  The  Irish 
people  had  never  been  allowed  to  go 
freely  to  them.  Not  only  had  they  been 
subject  to  the  constant  opposition  of  the 
Catholic  Prelates,  but,  what  was  worse, 
they  had  been  made  the  victims  of  poli- 
tical intrigue.  When  left  alone  they 
had  exhibited  a  steady  and  sure  pro- 
gress;  but,  from  1865,  they  had  been 
tampered  with.  The  Catholics  had 
shown  great  anxiety  to  g^  to  the  Queen's 
Colleges;  if  not,  why  should  Catholic 
Bishops  have  fulminated  severe  denun- 
ciations against  parents  for  sending  their 
sons  to  them  ?  Cardinal  CuUen  and  Dr. 
Derry  had  gone  so  far  as  to  threaten  to 
deprive  them  of  the  Eucharist  and  of 
the  Last  Sacrament ;  they  could  not 
have  gone  further  if  the  object  had  been 
to  deter  parents  or  their  children  from 
6ome  great  immorality.    Much  of  this 
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Catholic  grievance  was   not  a  natural 
grievance;     it     had     been    artificially 
created ;   and  it  ought   not  to  reoeive 
from  this  House  so  much  oonaideration 
as  it  would  be  entitled  to  if  it  were  a 
natural  grievance  of  spontaneous  growth. 
He  should  be  asked — "  Do  you  think, 
then,  that  nothing  requires  to  be  done, 
and  that  everything  should  be  allowed 
to  remain  as  it  is?"     Of  course,  in 
politics  they  could  not  always  be  logical, 
and  so  anxious  did  he  feel  that  no  Irish- 
man should  be  placed  at  the  least  dis- 
advantage in  regard  to  University  Edu- 
cation that  he  would  sacrifice  some  logical 
consistency  rather  than  run  the  slightest 
risk  of  placing  Catholics  at  a  disadvtn- 
tage.  With  the  precedent  of  the  London 
University  before  him,  and  the  promise 
of  a  Charter  for  a  new  University  for  the 
North  of  England,  he  was  not  prepared 
to  resist  the  claim  embodied  in  the  fint 
draft  of  the  Gt)vemment  Bill,  so  that  it 
might  be  possible  to  obtain  a  deg^ree  in 
Ireland  without  going  to  a  particolir 
institution  for  instruction.     But  he  could 
not  support  the  Bill  of  the  Government, 
because  it  did  a  thing  desirable  in  itself 
in  the  most  undesirable  way  it  was  pos- 
sible for  the  ingenuity  of  man  to  derise. 
Ho  had  not  heard  an  argument  to  shov 
why  the  Government  should  destroy  an 
existing  University  in  order  to  carry  out 
the  small  change  of  conferring  degrees 
on  those  who  had  not  attended  partiealtr 
Colleges.     When  that  principle  was  ap- 
plied to  the  Universities  of  Oxford  and 
Cambridge,  what  would  have  been  said 
if  it  had  been  proposed  to  destroy  them 
in  order  to  set  up  a  new  Univeraitjf 
Why  did  not  the  Government  gifo  ^a 
Queen's  University  the  power  of  con- 
ferring degrees  upon  others  than  thoas 
educated  at  the  Queen's  Colleges?  Than 
would  be  no  legal  dificultiesintheway, 
no  infringement  of  the  Prerogative  of 
the  Crown.    All  that  was  necesaair  vaa 
to  say  it  should  be  lawful  for  the  Qoma 
to  amend  the  Charter  of  the  Queen's 
University,  so  as  to  allow  of  the  deored 
change  being  made.     However,  if  de- 
struction   were    deemed    necessary,  it 
ought  to  be  nominal  only,  and  membaia 
of   the  existing  University  and  of  its 
Senate  should  be  transferred  to  the  new 
University.  As  to  the  sugg^ested  endov- 
ment,  the  Gt)vemment  must  have  soma 
scheme.    It  could  not  be  that  the  Chiaf 
Secretary  for  Ireland  had  simply  said  in 
a  careless  way — *'  Let  ua  throw  in  a  aop» 
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tnd  say  we  will  g^ve  some  endowment, 
just  to  satisfy  the  Irish  Members."  The 
creation  of  a  new  University  was  a  very 
important  matter.     The  House  had  a 
rigQt  to  explicit  information  as  to  the 
amount  of  endowment,  the  number  and 
conditions  of  the  Scholarships,  the  Pro- 
fessorships, and  the  Fellowsnips.  Then, 
again,  they  had  a  right  to  know  whether 
there  would  be  new  University  build- 
ings.    These,  and  other  points,  would 
have  to  be  sifted  before  legislative  sanc- 
tion was  g^ven  to  the  Bill.    As  the  Go- 
Temment  seemed   to  be  perplexed   to 
know  what  to  do  with  the  Irish  Church 
Fnnd,  why  should  they  not  devote   a 
portion  of  it  to  this  purpose,  instead  of 
taking  money  from  the   English   and 
Scotch    taxpayers  ?    The  only    pledge 
that  had  been  given  with  respect  to  the 
Savplus  was,  that  it  should  not  be  de- 
Toted  to  denominational  purposes ;  and 
as  £1,000,000  had  been  devoted  to  Inter- 
mediate Education,  and  £1,500,000  was 
proposed  to  be  applied  to  the  provision 
of  pensions  for    school  teachers,  why 
ihouldnot  the  same  Surplus  furnish  what 
was  required  for  the  new  University, 
imlesB  the  Government  feared  that  it 
would  be  denominational  in  its  character  ? 
Again,  it  would  be  a  great  advantage  to 
•erer  this  new  University  from  an  annual 
Parliamentary  Vote.     Nothing  could  be 
worse  for  a  new  University  than  to  be 
made  the  subject  of  political  discussions 
and  the  victim  of  political  intrigue.     It 
was  sometimes  said  by  Irish  Members — 
"Oh,  a  certain  section  of  English  Mem- 
bers wish  to  govern  Ireland  according 
to  English  ideas ; "    but,   to    make    a 
alight  alteration  in  the  words,  he  thought 
that  a  more    unfortunate  phrase  than 
that  of ''  governing  Ireland  according  to 
Iriah  ideas"  had  never  been  invented. 
Governing  Ireland  according  to   Irish 
ideas  led  straight  to  Home  Eule,  and 
Home  Bule  simply  meant  disruption  of 
the  Empire.    They  all  knew  that  unde- 
nominational education  was  alike  a  boon 
to  England  and  Ireland;  and  they  were, 
flierorore,  determined  to  maintain  the 
principle.      They  believed  that  it  was  a 
great  advantage  to  Ireland  that  people 
of  different  reugious  convictions  should 
be  brought  harmoniously  together,  so 
that  they  might  forget  their  bitter  secta- 
rian differences.     They  blieved  it  was  of 
advantage  for  England ;  and  they  knew 
it  was  an  advantage  for  Ireland;  and 
thej  also  believed  mat  one  of  the  great 


hopes  of  the  people  of  that  country  was 
that  they  should  bo  no  longer  torn 
asunder  by  denominational  difl'erenoos 
and  political  rancour. 

The   O'CONOR    DON    thought  the 
subject  was  quite  wide  enough  already, 
without'  entering  upon  a  discussion  of 
Home  Eule,  or  denominational  educa- 
tion. He  desired,  at  the  outset,  to  express 
the  great  sense  of  responsibility  he  felt 
in  taking  part  in  the  debate.     Ho  could 
only  say  that  he  had  never  addressed 
the   House  under  a  feeling  of  greater 
difficulty  than  at  the  present  moment. 
One  of  the  reasons  why  he  felt  himself 
placed  in  a  position  of  such  great  diffi- 
culty was  the  reason  supplied  by  his  hon. 
Friend  who    had   just    addressed    the 
House   (Mr.    Fawcett)  —  namely,   that 
whilst  a  skeleton  Bill  had  been  before  the 
country  for  the  last  few  weeks — it  was 
not  that  Bill  which  they  were  asked  to 
discuss,  but  something  else  which  had 
been  shadowed    out  in  a   very  vague 
manner  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land. His  hon.  Friend  who  last  addressed 
the  House  spoke  in  his  speech  of  the 
great  change  that  was  to  be  made  in  the 
Bill ;  but  he  (the  O'Conor  Don)  confessed 
that  the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  left  him  quite  uncertain  as  to 
whether  the  actual  Bill  was  to  be  changed 
at  all  or  not.     It  might  be  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  meant  to  ask  them  to 
accept  the  present  skeleton  measure,  and 
merely  to  suggest  that  when  the  Senate 
it  proposed  to  constitute  had  been  firmly 
established   an    application    should  be 
made    to    Parliament     for    funds    to 
enable    it    to    provide   the    prizes    he 
had  indicated.      He   did  not  feel  sure 
that   there    was  to    be    any   provision 
in  the  Bill  upon  the  financial  question, 
and    if    there    was,    they    were    left 
in  ignorance    as  to   its    direction   and 
amount.     They  did  not  know  what  was 
to  be  done,  even  as  regarded  the  present 
emoluments   of  the    Queen's  Colleges. 
If  these  new  Scholarships,  Exhibitions, 
and  prizes  were  to  be  founded  imder 
the  new  University,  were  they  to  be 
competed  for  by  the  Queen's  College 
students,  and  were  the  Queen's  College 
students  to  hold,  in  addition  to  them, 
the  prizes  which  they  had  at  present  ? 
They  were  in  ignorance  on  that  point. 
They  did  not  know  whether  the  Scholar- 
ships which  were  at  present  in  existence 
were  to  be  thrown  open  to  students  who 
would  come  from  other  places  to  havr 
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the  advantage  of  the   University  if  it 
came  into  existence,  or  whether  they 
were  to  be  reserved  as  the  special  prizes 
of  those  students   who  would   also  be 
allowed  to  compete  for  the  new  prizes 
which  were  to  be  given.    In  the  absence 
of  such  information  they  approached  the 
question  under  the  greatest  diiEculties. 
He  had,  personally,  some  reason  to  com- 
plain.  He  had  placed  before  the  House  a 
Bill  ofthe  fullest  character,  and  concealing 
nothing.     He  had  explained  its  object. 
It  was  distinctly  stated  by  several  of  his 
hon.  Friends  who  followed  him  that  if 
the  Bill  was  found  not  to  carry  out  the 
intentions  of  its  promoters,  which  had 
been  clearly  laid  before  the  House,  the 
promoters  were    perfectly    willing     to 
amend  it.     But  what  did  the  Govern- 
ment say  ?     What  did  the  Home  Secre- 
tary say  ?     He  said — "  Oh,  it  is  all  very 
well  for  hon.  Gentlemen  to  talk  about 
intentions.     We  must  look  at  the  Bill 
as  it  is.     We  must  look  at  the  Bill  as 
laid  on  the  Table,  and  the  Bill,  according 
to  our  interpretation,  does  not  carry  out 
the  intentions  which  the  promoters  pro- 
fess to  desire  to  carry  out."     This  objec- 
tion came  from  a  powerful  Government 
with  a  large  majority  at  its  back,  which 
had  it  in  its  power  to  alter  the  measure  as 
it  thought  fit.  And  yet  the  same  Govern- 
ment now  brought  down  a  Bill  which  in 
itself  was  utterly  valueless,  and  said  there 
was  something  else  to  be  added  to  it 
which  ought  to  give  satisfaction.    What 
did    the  Government   propose  to   give 
them  ?    As  far  as  he  could  gauge  their 
promises,  there  were  to  be  certain  prizes 
and  Scholarships  and  Fellowships  estab- 
lished, for  which   the  students   of  the 
Queen's    Colleges,    who    were    to    be 
students  under  the  new  University,  and 
anyone  else,  were  to  be  allowed  to  com- 
pete.    They  proposed,  at  the  same  time, 
to  retain  for  the  Queen's  Colleges  all 
their  present   endowments;    and  then 
they  came  forward  and  told  them  that 
this  was  equality,  and  that  it  ought  to 
give  satisfaction  to  the  Irish   people. 
What  had  been  all  along  the  demand 
of  the  Irish  people  ?    What  they  had 
demanded  was  equality ;  what  they  said 
was  that  they  had  not  been  given  the 
means  of  obtaining  that  education  which 
would  enable  them  to  secure  University 
training.    The  existing  inequality  would 
be  only  made  the  more  patent  by  placing 
in  the  same  University  Colleges  richly 
endowed,  and  then  asking  them  to  com- 
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pete  with  institutions  to  which  the  State 
did   not  give  a    farthing.     Surely  the 
demand  made  by  the  Irish  people  ought 
to  commend  itself  to  the  most  extreme 
politicians  sitting  on  that  side  of  the 
House.     They  were  not  asking  for  any- 
thing in  the  shape  of  religious  endow- 
ments.    They  had  a  right  to  select  the 
institutions  to  which  they  would  send 
their  children  to  receive  secular  educa- 
tion ;  and  those  institutions  ought  to  be 
treated  in  the  same  manner  as  similar 
institutions  were  from  which,  for  con- 
scientious reasons,  many  young  Irishmen 
were  excluded.  That  was  not  a  principla 
held  by  Bom  an  Catholics  exclusively, 
for  it  was  embodied  in  a  Memorial  pre- 
sented to  the  House  by  the  Wesleyan 
body  last  year.  They,  owing  to  conscien- 
tious objections,  could  not  send  their 
children    to    certain     State -supported 
schools,  and  they  complained  that  the 
fact  that  their  own  schools  were  deprived 
of  public  grants  was  an  infringement  of 
religious  liberty;  and  he  agreed  with  the 
memorialists  that  it  was.     As  he  had 
said,  the  parents  had  a  right  to  select 
the  schools  to  which  they  would  send 
their  children,  and  the  State  ought  to 
assist  them  in  obtaining  secular  edaca- 
tion.     That  was  the  principle  to  which 
he   endeavoured  to    give  effect  in  the 
Bill  which  he  had  introduced.    What 
he  asked  for  was  an  extension  of  the 
principle  recognized  and  adopted  in  the 
Intermediate  Education  Bill  of  last  year. 
By   that  Bill,   rewards   were  given  to 
students  ;  but  grants  were  made  also  to 
the  institutions  in  which  they  were  eda- 
cated.     But,  said  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,    the    Intermediate    Education 
Act   dealt    merely  with  children,  and 
the  University  would  deal  with  young 
men  ;   but  the  right    hon.   Gendeman 
forgot  that  the  children  so  dealt  with 
ranged  from  15  to  1 8  years  of  age.  Sock 
an  argument  as  that  used  was  simply  a 
trifling  with  the  House,  because  there 
was  no  real  diff'erence  between  the  clasa 
of  students  who  went  to  the  intermediate 
schools  and  those  who  went  to  the  Uni* 
versity  Colleges.  They  were  told  that  the 
University  Colleges  were  more  denomina- 
tional than  were  the  intermediate  sdioola. 
But  what  were  the  intermediate  schoob! 
Why,  they  were  the  most    essentially 
denominational  schools  to  be  found  in 
Ireland.     There    were    amongst  them 
Jesuit  schools,  schools  conducted  by  reli- 
giouB  ladies,  and  eocesiaatical  aenuBirie^ 
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which  were  attended  by  children  of  one 
denomination  only.   A  Conacience  Clause 
tpplied  to  such  schools  was  a  perfect 
faxce.     He  had  so  stated  last  year,  be- 
cause he  knew  that  to  speak  of  a  Con- 
•cience  Clause  as  regarded  those  schools 
would  be  merely  to  throw  dust  in  the 
eyes  of  the  public.     But  with  respect  to 
the  University  Colleges,  he  thought  a 
Conscience  Clause  might    much    more 
easily  and  effectually  be  applied  than  it 
could  be  to  the  intermediate  schools. 
Then  there  was  the  point  as  to  inspec- 
tion.    The  intermediate  schools,  it  was 
said,  were  inspected,  and  there  was  no 
proposal  to  inspect  the  University  Col- 
leges.    That  was  altogether  a  mistake. 
There  was  no  inspection  of  the  denomi- 
national schools.     How,  he  asked,  could 
they  justify  the  payment  of  the  result 
fees  to  the  intermediate  schools,  and  ro- 
fnse  them  to  the  intermediate  Colleges 
which  prepared  young  men  for  the  1  lui- 
Yereity  ?  The  wording  of  the  Amendment 
of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Curk 
liadbeen  criticized;  but  all  it  asked  was 
aa  extension  of  the  principle  which  had 
been  adopted  last  year.     The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the   Member  for  Liskeard  had 
tvitted  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
vith  his  ignorance  of  the  state  of  educa- 
tion in  the  country*,  and  alluded  to  the  fact 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  seemed  to 
entertain  the  view  that  residence  in  the 
Queen's  Colleges  was  necessary.  [Mr.  J. 
LowTHER  denied  that  he  had  8aid  so.]  He 
did  not  charge  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
with  that;  but  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  did.     Then,  having  informed  the 
House  that  Collegiate  residence  was  not 
necessary  in  the  Queen's  University  sys- 
tem, he  quoted  a  most  eloquent  passage 
from  the  writings  of  Cardinal  Newman, 
with  every  word  of  which  he  (the  O'Conor 
Don)  agreed,    the   whole  point  of  the 
extract  being  in  favour  of  Collegiate 
residence,  and  apparently  thought  that 
he  was  strengthening  by  that  the  case 
for  the    Queen's  Colleges.      The  hon. 
Member  was  also  very  uneasy  lest  the 
very  high  standard  of  education  in  the 
Queen's  Colleges  should  be  injured  by 
the  establishment  of  this  new  University. 
He  wished  the  hon.  Gentleman  really 
knew  what  the   standard  of  education 
maintained    at  the  Queen's  University 
was.     He  had  been  informed  by  a  gen- 
tleman, on  whose  word  he  could  place 
the  utmost  reliance  and  who  was  the 
hMid  of  one  of  the  intermediate  schools^ 


that,  within  the  last  year,  boys  from  his 
institution  who  held  a  very  low  place 
there  had  gone  up  to  the  Queen's  Uni- 
versity and  not  only  matriculated,  but 
gained  Exhibitions  and  prizes,  although, 
in  his  school,  they  were  not  at  all  able 
to  take  front  rank  in  the  examination. 
It  was  notorious  in  Ireland  that  in  order 
to  gain  students  the  Queen's  College  stan- 
dard had  been  lowered  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  prejudice  the  education  of  the 
country.  One  of  the  great  results  which 
he  hoped  would  be  obtained  by  the  in- 
stitution of  a  new  University  was  the 
raising  of  the  standard  of  education, 
which  the  Queen's  University  had  so 
greatly  lowered.  lie  trusted  that  the 
Government  would  explain  more  clearly 
before  the  close  of  the  debate  what  they 
really  proposed,  and  whether  their  pro- 
posals were  or  were  not  to  be  embodied 
in  the  Bill.  For  himself,  hazarding  his 
own  individual  opinion,  ho  did  not 
think  that  a  proposal  which  would  give 
l)rizos  and  rewards  to  be  competed  for 
in  a  common  University  by  institutions 
largely  endowed,  and  institutions  which 
had  no  endowments  whatever,  would  bo 
satisfactory.  To  accept  the  proposal 
would  bo  to  give  up  the  principle  which 
he  and  his  Friends  had  fought  for  so 
long.  Ho  could  not,  tlioreforo,  accept 
tho  proposal  as  a  settlement  of  the 
Universitv  Education  Question. 

Mil.  GOSCHEN  said,  ho  did  not  pro- 
pose to  trouble  the  House  with  any 
longtlioned  obsen-ations  upon  the  Bill. 
Ho  thought  there  was  a  general  feeling 
among  hon.  Members  to  the  efiect  that 
they  were  placed  under  some  disadvan- 
tage in  diseussing  tho  measui*e,  because 
they  did  not  precisely  know  what  tho 
proposals  of  the  Government  were.  His 
hon.  Friend  tho  Member  for  Haeknev 
(Mr.  Fawcett)  had  already  alluded  to 
tho  extraordinary  fact  that  they  learned 
on  that  evening  for  the  first  time  tho 
intention  of  the  Government  with  regard 
to  finance,  in  relation  to  which  not  one 
word  escaped  tho  lips  of  any  of  the  Col- 
leagues of  the  Leader  of  the  House  in 
'♦  another  place."  The  Chancellor  of  tho 
Exchequer  had  been  asked  to  give  ex- 
planations Tipon  this  point.  He  hoped 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  feel 
that  it  was  duo,  not  only  to  that  House, 
but  to  tho  House  of  Lords,  that  those 
explanations  should  be  forthcoming.  At 
tho  same  time,  he  thought  it  was  scarcely 
satisfactory  that  thoy  should  only  hea 
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those  explanations  at  the  end  of  the 
debate.  The  absence  up  to  that  mo- 
ment of  such  explanations  reminded  him 
of  another  occasion,  when,  after  the 
House  had  discussed  a  Bill  for  a  whole 
day,  one  of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  at 
the  close  of  the  debate  gave  some  ex- 
planations which  completely  changed  the 
whole  aspect  of  affairs.  He  hoped  the 
explanations  to  be  given  would  be  satis- 
factory, and  would  not  be  confined  to 
the  one  point  which  he  had  mentioned. 
It  was  quite  possible  that  actual  clauses 
could  not  be  passed  in  the  House  of 
Lords  relating  to  money ;  but  surely  it 
was  incumbent  upon  the  Government  to 
state,  when  presenting  their  Bill,  this 
important  fact — that  the  House  of  Lords 
did  not  have  before  them  the  whole 
case,  and  that  the  most  important  fea- 
ture of  the  Bill — namely,  the  question 
of  finance — was  reserved  to  be  intro- 
duced when  the  Bill  should  be  read 
a  second  time  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
These  circumstances  appeared  to  be  still 
more  remarkable,  when  it  was  remem- 
bered that  a  statement  was  made  in 
**  another  place  "  that  the  Bill  had  been 
carefully  considered,  though  it  appeared 
to  hon.  Members  on  this  side  of  the 
House  that  the  Bill  was  only  a  10 
minutes*  Bill.  If  the  measure  was  in 
the  minds  of  the  Government  before  the 
commencement  of  the  Session,  they  were 
entitled  to  know  whether  this  endow- 
ment of  the  University  formed  part  of 
the  original  scheme.  The  hon.  Member 
who  had  spoken  last  had  indicated  some 
further  questions,  upon  the  answer  to 
which  depended  their  whole  attitude 
towards  the  Bill.  He  regretted  that 
they  had  boon  obliged  to  debate  the 
Bill  without  the  requisite  knowledge 
respecting  those  important  questions. 
Was  it  intended  by  this  Bill  to  open  up 
the  whole  scheme  with  regard  to  the 
endowment  of  Universities,  or  only  to 
introduce  certain  clauses  which  would 
leave  the  Senate  to  deal  with  the  matter 
hereafter  ?  If  it  were  intended  to  fol- 
low the  latter  course,  he  could  only  say 
that  Parliament  would  be  handing  over 
to  the  Senate  of  the  University  difficul- 
ties which  were  baffling  Government 
and  Parliament,  and  which  it  eminently 
baffled  Government  and  Parliament  to 
settle  themselves.  Parliament  was  en- 
titled to  know  the  whole  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government,  and  he  hoped 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 

Mr*  Goschen 


make  what  might  be  called  a  "clean 
breast"  on  this  question.     At  present, 
the  House  was  not  at  all  acquainted 
with  the  scale  of  endowment  which  was 
intended.     Nor  did  they  know  whether 
it  was  proposed  that  the  endowments 
to  be  given  to  the  University  were  to 
be  tenable  by  students  of  the  Queen's 
Colleges,  which  already  possessed  endow- 
ments on  their  own   account— endow- 
ments   intended    for  the   extension  of 
University    Education  in    Ireland,    or 
whether  the  endowments  to  be  proposed 
were  to  be   of  the  nature  of  certain 
Scholarships,  available  only  to  those  who 
were  non-resident  students  and  who  did 
not  belong  to  any  of  the  Colleges.    It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  difference  be- 
tween what  appeared  to  be  the  present 
proposals  of  the  GK)vemment  and  those' 
which  the  Leader  of  the  Home  Bule 
Party  had  announced  himself  ready  to 
accept  had  become  very  small  indeed, 
and  that  possibly  a  golden  opportunity 
might  thus  be  afforded  for  that  settle- 
ment of  the  question  which,  he  believed, 
hon.   Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  most  earnestly  desired.    He  could 
not  admit  that  the  Home  Rule  Ptrtj 
were  begging  the  question,  when  they 
said  they  were  ready  to  accept  results 
fees  in  addition  to  an  endowment,  be- 
cause that  was  much  less  than  had  been 
demanded  by  the   Eoman  Catholics  in 
Ireland  on  previous  occasions.   He  could 
not  but  think  that  Her  Majesty's  Govera- 
ment  would  do  well  to  adopt,  with  modi- 
fications, the  suggestion  of  the  Leader  of 
the  Home  Bulo  Party.  It  appeared  tohim 
that  the  difference  between  the  Govern- 
ment and  those  speaking  on  behalf  of 
the  Irish  was  now  so  small  that,  if  there 
was  any  desire  on  both  sides  to  settle 
the  question,  an  agreement  might  veiy 
soon  be  arrived  at.     He  was  sure  that 
he  spoke  the  views  of  a  great  many  vho 
sat  on  that  side  of  the  House,  when  he 
said  that  they  would   not  grudge  the 
Government  the  credit  of  settling  thi« 
thorny  and  difficult  question  in  a  sati^ 
factory    manner.     The    only  point  of 
difference  between  the  Qovemmentand 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  appeared  to 
be  that  the  Government  proposed  to  pay 
to  the  successful  student  a  certain  Him 
of  money,  whereas  the  Member  for  Cork 
wished  that  the  institution  which  W' 
pared  him  should  share  the  fees.    JBut 
it  had  already  been  pointed  out  that 
this  principle  had  been  accepted  by  Her 
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Majesty's  Gt)veniment,  and  the  distinc- 
tion which  had  been  drawn  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  aa  to  the  youth  of  the  students 
was  not  one  which  would  hold  good. 
He  did  not  wish,  in  the  present  state  of 
thedisenssion,  to  give  any  decided  opinion 
on  the  Bill ;  but  it  appeared  to  him  that 
the  difference  was  now  becoming  so 
small  that,  with  the  goodwill  of  the 
House,  this  difficult  question  might  now 
be  settled.  The  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was,  he  must  say,  a  most  moderate 
one;  so  moderate,  that  it  must  have  com- 
mended itself  not  only  to  those  who  sat 
on  that  side  of  the  House,  but  also  to 
those  who  sat  opposite.  He  stated  dis- 
tinctly the  sense  m  which  he  wished  his 
Amendment  to  he  supported.  He  must 
lay  that  the  course  of  the  Government, 
in  amplifying  their  own  Bill,  showed  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  perfectly  justified 
in  putting  his  Amendment  on  the  Paper. 
Under  the  circumstances,  he  should  feel 
it  his  duty  to  support  the  Amendment  of 
the  hon.  Member;  and  if  that  was  noga- 
tived,  he  should  hope  that  the  Bill  might 
be  80  amended  as  to  bring  about  a  settle- 
ment of  this  thorny  and  difficult  question. 
The  CHANCELLOEof  the  EXCHE- 
QU£B :  Although  I  cannot  say  that  the 
neolt  of  this  evening's  discussion  is  to 
kave  us  in  perfect  harmony  with  regard 
to  sll  the  difficult  points  of  this  question, 

St  I  think  I  may  fairly  congratulate  the 
ouse  on  the  tone  and  spirit  in  which 
the  discussion  has  been  carried  on,  and 
the  evident  desire  that  has  been  mani- 
fested in  all  parts  of  the  House  to  con- 
nder  this  question  in  a  fair  and  reason- 
able spirit,  and,  above  all  things,  the 
denre  to  arrive  at  a  practical  and  useful 
Mttlement    in   which  we  shall    regard 
anch  more  the  object  to  bo  attained 
than  the  credit  which  may  belong  to  par- 
ticolar  persons  in  advancing  towards  it. 
I  am  sure  that  this  is  the  spirit  in  which 
a  question   like   that  now   under  con- 
sderatxon  ought  to  be  approached.     No 
doubt,  there  have  been  for  many  years 
attempts  made  by  different  persons  in 
different  senses,  all  of  which  attempts  I 
«n  willing  to  believe  were  made  in  the 
most  thoroughly  honest  spirit  and  with 
A  full  desire  to  arrive  at  practical  results ; 
ted  I  hope  that  we  are  now  prepared 
Hot  to  go  back  more  than  is  needful  on 
qU  sores,   but  that  we  are  desirous  to 
•irive  at  a  practical  settlement.     I  am 
disked,  in  the  first  place — and  that  is  the 


question  which  I  ought  first  to  attend  to 
— ^to  explain  what  is  the  precise  proposi- 
tion which  the  Government,  as  has  been 
indicated  by  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  desire  to 
make  in  Committee  on  this  Bill.  There 
are  several  points  on  which  I  should 
wish  to  say  a  few  words;  but  after  the 
direct  appeal  which  has  been  made  to 
me  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Goschen)  who  has  just  sat  down,  I  ought 
explicitly  to  state  what  our  proposal  is. 
In  tlio  first  place,  I  must  take  exception 
to  what  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
with  regard  to  this  being  a  proposal 
which  had  no  foreshadowing  in  the  dis- 
cussions on  this  Bill  ** elsewhere."  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  referred  in  such 
terms  to  those  debates  that  it  is  neces- 
sary for  me  to  quote  a  few  words  that 
were  used  by  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Chancellor  in  a  discussion  on 
this  measure.     He  said — 

**  llio  London  University  has  a  grant  made  to 
it  annually  by  the  State  for  that  purpose  in  the 
Votes  of  i*arliament.  For  this  year  vou  will 
liml  that  there  are  several  thousands — I  cannot 
remember  tlie  precise  amount — to  be  paid  to  the 
London  University,  in  order  that  they  may  be 
able  to  confer  Exhibitions,  Scholarships,  and 
rewards  of  that  kind  upon  those  who  pass  ex- 
aminations satisfactorily.  I  want  to  guard  my- 
self to  show  that  it  is  to  a  state  of  things  of 
that  kind  that  my  observations  point.  But  that 
is  not  denominational  education.  That  is  a 
system  of  open  rewards  given  to  all  comers 
capable  of  winning  them,  and  it  is  one  of  the 
best  ways  of  promoting  education.  If  the  Uni- 
versity created  by  the  }$iU  were  to  come  to  Par- 
liament next  year  or  the  year  after,  and  say 
that,  for  the  purpose  of  advancing  learning  in 
Irclund,  it  would  be  highly  desirable  that  we 
should  arm  it  with  the  jKfwer  to  confer  Ex- 
hibitions and  rewards  of  the  samo  kind — if  the 
University  came  to  Parliament  with  a  demand 
of  that  kind,  no  objection  would  be  taken  by 
Parliament  on  the  groimd  that  it  was  a  grant 
for  denominational  education.*' — [3  Jlamard^ 
ccxlvii.  1860.1 

In  those  words  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  exactly  shadowed  forth  the  views 
taken  by  the  Government  of  what  was  the 
nature  of  the  proposal  we  bhould  have  to 
make.  We  have  objected  throughout  thetro 
discussions  to  anytliinginthe  nature  of  un 
endowment  of  a  denominational  system. 
Wo  expressed  that  objection  upon  the 
discussion  of  the  Bill  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Ropcouimon  (the  O'Conor  Don) ; 
and  it  is  the  objection  which  we  enter- 
tain to  the  endowment  of  a  denomi- 
national system  that,  at  the  present  time, 
prevents  us  from  coming  to  an  ag 
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ment  with  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork 
County  (Mr.  Shaw)  and  with  those  who 
desire  to  introduce  proposals  which  we 
think  would  lead  to  the  endowment  of  a 
denominational  system.  Then  we  had  to 
consider  what  we  could  do  in  this  matter. 
The  object  of  this  Bill,  as  it  was  ex- 
plained in  "  another  place,"  and  as  it 
has  also  been  explained  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  to-night,  was  to  remove  a  griev- 
ance, or,  as  my  noble  and  learned  Friend 
the  Lord  Chancellor,  I  think,  said,  rather 
to  supply  a  deficiency  in  the  University 
system  of  Ireland.  That  deficiency  was 
occasioned  by  the  fact  that  there  was  not 
in  that  country  a  National  University  at 
which  degrees  could  be  obtained  by  those 
who  did  not  belong  to  certain  particular 
Colleges,  and  the  scope  of  the  Bill  was 
to  remedy  that  defect  by  providing  for 
the  constitution  of  a  University  which 
would  give  those  facilities.  That  is  the 
particular  and  the  main  object  of  the 
Bill;  but  undoubtedly  we  feel  that  merely 
to  establish  such  a  University  might  be 
considered  a  very  imperfect  act,  unless 
we  were  prepared  to  furnish  the  means, 
which  are  necessary  for  the  conduct  and 
for  the  development  of  a  University. 
My  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  North- 
£ast  Lancashire  (Mr.  Holt)  speaking 
ing  on  this  subject  a  little  while  ago  and 
expressing  his  approval  of  the  course 
which,  in  the  circumstances,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  are  taking  in  this 
Bill,  expressed  also  his  hope  that  we 
should  be  prepared  to  supplement  that 
course  by  making  a  grant,  and,  as  he 
said,  a  liberal  grant  for  prizes  and  Ex- 
hibitions, and  for  other  purposes  con- 
nected with  the  University.  Now,  the 
proposal  which  we  intend  to  make  is 
this.  It  was,  I  thought,  sufficiently  in- 
dicated by  the  remarks  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland, 
when  he  introduced  the  Bill  this  even- 
ing ;  but  as  those  remarks  do  not  appear 
to  have  been  fully  understood  1  will 
endeavour  to  make  them  still  clearer. 
It  is  intended  to  propose  in  Committee 
on  this  Bill  a  clause,  which  clause  my 
right  hon.  Friend  will  place  on  the 
Paper  to-morrow,  and  which  I  think 
he  stated  would  be  to  a  certain  efifect, 
though  he  could  not  at  the  moment  bind 
himself  to  the  precise  words,  because 
they  required  legal  revision.  But  the 
nature  of  the  proposal  is  that  there  shall 
be  in  this  Bill  a  clause  which  shdl  de- 
clare that  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 


Senate,  within  12  months  after  their  first 
appointment,  to  prepare  a  scheme  for 
the  better  advancement  of  University 
Education  in  Ireland  by  the  provision  of 
buildings,  including  examination  rooms 
and  a  library,  in  connection  with  the 
University  to  be  founded  under  this 
Act,  and  by  the  establishmentTof  Exhi- 
bitions, Scholarships,  Fellowships,  and 
other  prizes,  or  any  of  such  matters  in 
which  scheme  the  following  conditions 
shall  be  observed : — 

"  First,  that  the  said  several  prizes  shall  be 
awarded  for  proficiency  in  subjects  of  secular 
education,  and  not  in  respect  oi  any  subject  of 
religious  instruction.  Secondly,  that  thev  shiU 
bo  open  to  all  students  matriculating  ot  who 
have  matriculated  in  the  said  University,  and 
the  schemo  may  propose  that  they  shall  be 
awarded  in  respect  of  either  relative  or  absolute 
proficiency." 

I  call  the  attention  of  the  hon.  and  sal- 

lant  Member  for  Galway  (Major  Noha) 

to  these  expressions — 

**  Thirdly,  in  fixing  the  value  and  number  rf 
the  said  several  prizes,  the  Senate  shall  hare  i^ 
gard  to  the  advantages  of  a  similar  kindolTend 
by  the  University  of  Dublin  and  Trinity  Col- 
lege, Dublin,  to  students  in  that  UniTersity,  so 
as  to  avoid,  as  far  as  possible,  injury  to  the  ad- 
vancement of  learning  in  that  University  ssd 
College.  Fourthly,  that  provision  shall  be 
made  that  no  student  holding  any  Scholanhq» 
or  similar  prize  in  Trinity  Uollcge,  Dablin,  or 
in  the  Queen's  Colleges,  shall  hold  any  prixe  or 
Scholarship  in  the  new  University  fuunded  qb- 
der  this  Act  without  taking  such  other  iScbfllii^ 
ship  or  other  prize  into  account." 

That  is  the  nature,  generally  speakings 
of  the  proposal  which  is  to  be  made. 
[Mr.  Fawcett  :  What  is  meant  by  rd»- 
tive  and  absolute  proficiency  ?]  I  thisk 
the  hon.  Gentleman  will  see  that  relstiTS 
proficiency  means  superiority  in  a  com- 
petitive examination,  while  absolute  pio- 
ficiency  is  rather  in  the  nature  of  conung 
up  to  a  test  standard.  That  is  a  pro- 
posal which,  as  the  House  will  see,  ii 
made  with  reference  to  the  duties  tfast 
the  Senate  will  perform ;  and  directions 
will  be  given  to  it  when  constitnted  to 
prepare  such  a  scheme.  But  it  will  bs 
clearly  understood  that  the  scheme  viO 
be  of  no  effect  whatever  unless  it  is  so- 
cepted,  and  unless  the  funds  to  cany  it 
out  are  provided  bv  Parliament.  There- 
fore, we  are  not  liable  to  the  chsm 
which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Goschen)  suggested  that  we  might  be 
liable  to  of  throwing  on  the  Senate  that 
which  the  House  ought  rather  to  unde^ 
take  to  deal  with ;  but  we  provide  that 
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without  explaining,  to  some  extent' 
what  we  ourselves  were  prepared  to 
do.  What  we  were  prepared  to  do 
at  once  was  that  which  is  indicated 
in  the  Bill  as  to  its  main  purpose ;  and 
with  regard  to  what  might  be  ne- 
cessary in  respect  to  grants  which  might 
be  made  hereafter,  it  appeared  to  us 
that  it  would  be  the  best  course  to  leave 
that  matter  to  be  dealt  with  when  the 
Senate  was  constituted.  That  was  the 
reason  why,  in  the  original  Bill,  as  intro- 
duced into  the  House  of  Lords,  nothing 
was  said  about  the  prizes  and  Exhibi- 
tions, and  other  grants,  because  we 
thought  all  that  would  be  best  left  to 
the  Senate  when  it  was  constituted  and 
brought  into  operation.  That  was  the 
view  the  Lord  Chancellor  had  when  he 
made  those  observations.  But  we  have 
since  thought  that,  in  order  to  prevent 
misunderstanding,  and  to  show  clearly 
what  the  whole  mind  of  the  Government 
was,  it  would  be  better  that  instructions 
to  the  Senate  should  be  put  into  the 
Act  of  Parliament  of  such  a  nature  as  to 
indicate  what  was  the  line  in  which  the 
Government  and  the  Legislature  wished 
the  Senate  to  proceed.  Their  action,  as 
I  have  said  before,  will  not  be  final,  but 
will  be  the  subject  to  the  decision  of 
Parliament;  and  I  hope  the  result  of 
this  will  be  that  we  may  arrive  at  some- 
thing of  a  satisfactory  character.  I 
would  say  a  very  few  words  on  a  point 
which  has  naturally  been  raised  by 
some  few  of  those  who  have  expressed 
themselves  in  an  imfavourable  manner 
towards  this  Biil.  I  say  some  few,  be- 
cause, although  it  has  been  more  or  less 
critical  upon  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment, and  although  some  Members  have 
expressed  their  dissatisfaction  at  the 
Bill  not  going  further,  yet  the  general 
tenour  of  the  debate  has  been  in  favour 
of  a  measure  something  like  this.  But 
we  have  had  from  the  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney)  a  distinct  chal- 
lenge. That  hon.  Member  took  us  to 
task,  and  said — *'Why  do  you  want  a 
Bill  at  all  ?  Why  are  you  not  satisfied 
with  the  University  as  it  now  exists  ? 
You  have  a  most  excellent  University 
in  the  Queen's  University,  and  most 
efficient  institutions  in  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges. They  are  doing  the  work  which 
they  were  set  to  do,  and  there  is  no 
reason  in  the  world  why  the  people  of 
Ireland  should  not  be  content  with 
them.    And  if  there  is  any  want  of  satis- 
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a  icheiiie  of  an  academical  character, 
and  which  must  be  framed  with  a  due 
ngmrd  to  academical  considerations, 
than,  ixL  the  first  instance,  be  elaborated 
\fj  an  academical  body,  in  the  quiet  of 
ite  own  apartments,  and  then  suomitted 
&r  approval  to  Parliament  in  order  that 
poTuion  may  be  made  for  giving  effect 
to  it.  Having,  I  hope,  now  explained 
It  all  events,  what  the  view  of  the  Go- 
vetnment  is,  our  conduct  will,  I  think, 
be  seen  to  have  been  entirely  consistent 
in  this  matter.  I  do  not  know  whether 
(here  is  any  further  explanation  that  may 
be  asked  tor ;  but  I  shall  be  most  ready 
to  give  any  that  can  be  desired. 

Mb.  QOSCHEN  :  Why  was  not  that 
latrodaced  when  the  Bill  was  before  the 
Eooae  of  Lords? 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  have  said  already  that  in  the 
ffiMnisnons  in  the  House  of  Lords  the 
Lord  Chancellor  did  state  what  the  views 
of  the  Government  were.    But  I  must 
BBmind  the  House  of  what  has  been  the 
position  which  the  Government  has  taken 
ffl  the  matter  frt)m  the  commencement 
of  the  Session.     In  the  beginning  of  the 
Sonion,  and  before  it  began,  there  is  no 
doabtthat  the  subject  of  University  Edu- 
Mtion  occupied  the  attention  of  the  Go- 
Tomment  both  here  and  in  Ireland,  and 
Ait  it  was  a  question  for  us  whether  we 
durald  or  should  not  deal  with  that  sub- 
ject in  the  present  Session .    We  commu- 
aioated,  and  we  considered,  and  we  dis- 
cnoied  the  question,  among  ourselves; 
Imt  we  came  to  the  conclusion  that  we 
would  not  undertake  to  bring  in  a  Bill 
Alt  Seaaion;   and  among   the  reasons 
we  pive  for  not  bringing  in  a  Bill, 
-and  it  was  a  very  important  one— 
this.   That  we  had  last  year  estab- 
lidiad  a  new  system  with  regard  to  Inter- 
Viodiate  Education,  and  we  were  anxious 
l»wait  until  we  had  seen  how  that  new 
Mtem  worked  before  we  proceeded  f  ur- 
t&ar  in   the  task  of  dealing  with  the 
k^her  or  University  Education.  It  was 
&  oonaeauence  of  the   action  of  the 
Vmu  Hember  for  Roscommon — the  action 
^^Uah  he  had   clearly  the  most   com- 
plete right  to   initiate,  but   which   he 
•kad  taken  without  communication  with, 
^  without  any  reference  to,  the  Go- 
vernment— it    was  in   consequence    of 
our  being  obliged  to  say   ''Aye"  or 
•■  No  '*  to  his  proposals,  that  we  felt 
it  impossible  to  say  "Aye,"  and  also 
ioipoeaible  to  give  a  simple  negative 
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faction,  if  in  any  respect  these  institu- 
tions do  not  g^ve  penect  satisfaction," 
adds  the  hon.  Gentleman,  ''I  am  a 
member  of  the  Senate  of  the  Universitj 
of  London,  and  we  are  ready  to  supply 
all  deficiencies."  Well,  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, of  course,  comes  forward  as,  to  a 
certain  extent,  a  competing  tradesman, 
if  I  might  use  the  expression,  and  he 
offers  to  the  people  of  Ireland  his  wares, 
in  case  they  they  are  not  pleased  with 
those  they  now  have. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  :  I  never  said  I 
was  a  member  of  the  Senate  of  London 
University. 

The  chancellor  ofthb  EXCHE- 
QUEE :  I  beg  pardon ;  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman is  an  Examiner  of  that  Uni- 
versity. He  spoke  with  some  sensi- 
tiveness, I  think,  with  regard  to  the 
proposed  new  University;  because  he 
said  that  the  London  University  can  do 
what  is  required,  and  he  complained 
that  this  new  University  would  be  a 
competitor  with  the  London  University. 
I  do  not  all  blame  the  hon.  Member  for 
speaking  up  for  the  London  University. 
It  is  a  most  admirable  institution,  and 
one  that  cannot  be  spoken  of  with  too 
much  praise.  But  I  must  say  that  I 
feel  a  little  sympathy  with  those  Irish 
Gentlemen  who  say  that,  good  as  the 
London  University  may  be  as  a  stop- 
gap, they  would  much  prefer  to  have  a 
University  of  their  own.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman says  that  the  Irish  people  ought 
to  be  content  with  the  University  they 
have.  I  will  not  enter  into  that  ques- 
tion. Perhaps  they  ought;  but,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  they  are  not.  The  case 
is  one  in  which  nobody  knows  where  the 
shoe  pinches  so  well  as  the  wearer  of  it. 
And  as  for  the  hon.  Gentleman  saying, 
**  I  am  sure  the  shoe  cannot  hurt  you, 
because  it  is  exceedingly  well  made," 
that  is  not  an  answer  to  the  observations 
made  from  the  other  side.  And,  more- 
over, the  authority  of  statesmen  of  all 
Parties,  as  well  as  that  of  the  Irish 
people  themselves,  is  against  the  hon. 
Gentleman,  because  we  have  for  years 
found  statesmen  of  every  Party  and 
every  shade  of  political  opinion  coming 
forward  and  saying  there  is  no  doubt 
that  a  need  of  this  kind  exists.  There- 
fore, I  think,  we  may  set  that  aside.  It 
is  not  necessary  to  go  minutely  into 
questions  of  statistics.  These  have  been 
given  over  and  over  again.  I  think  we 
may  assume  that,  with  the  exception  of 

J7ie  Chancellor  of  the  JEkehoqu§r 


the  hon.  Member  for  Lbkeard,  every- 
body is  of  opinion  that  there  is  room  for 
improvement  in  the    Irish  University 
system.    Well,  granting  that  that  is  so, 
we  are  met   with  another  question — 
"  Why  do  you  propose  to  dissolve  the 
present  Queen's  University  ?    Why  not 
expand  it  ? "     I  quite  admit  there  is 
something  to  be  said  on  that  point — ^I  do 
not  at  i3l  disregard — I  honour — the 
sentiment  of  honourable  jealousy  which 
animates  those  who  have  been  educated 
at  that  University,  and  who  are  reluctant 
to  see  it  apparently  set    aside.     But 
we  have  to  consider  the  object  which  we 
desire  to  accomplish — to  provide  for  the 
deficiency  in  Irish  University  training. 
When  Sir  Eobert  Peel  established  the 
Queen's  University  he  had  not  the  ex- 
perience we  have  gained  by  the  great 
development    of   the   London  Univer- 
sity since  those  days.    That  great  de- 
velopipent    of   the  London    University 
has  shown  what  might  be    done   by 
the    expansion    of   the    Queen's  Uni- 
versity.   But  since  its  establishment  the 
Queen's  University  has  acquired  a  cer- 
tain character  of  its  own ;  and,  moreover, 
there  is  that  connection  between  the 
Queen's  University  and  the  Queen's  Col- 
leges which  renders  it  exceedingly  diffi- 
cult to  expand  the  Queen's  University 
without  appearing  to  maintain  a  system 
which  a  large  portion  of  the  Irish  people 
declare  to  be  unsatisfactory.  If  you  want 
to  establish  an  Examining  Universi^, 
such  as  is  now  proposed,  and  to  put  the 
Queen's  Colleges  upon  an  even  footing 
with  other  institutions,  I  think  you  gain 
a  great  deal  by  dissolving  the  existing 
University  and  making  a  new  departure. 
If  a  mere  expansion   of  the   existing 
University  took  place,  new  institutions 
would  come  in,  so  to  speak,  on  a  second- 
ary footing.   Then  we  are  asked — *'  Why 
are  you  going  to  endow" — as  the  expres- 
sion is,  though  we  do  not  use  it — "Why 
are  you  going  to  endow  by  annual  Totes, 
and  not  out  of  the  Church  Surplus?" 
Of  course,  there  is  a  great  temptation  to 
endow  out  of  a  fund  like  the  Church 
Surplus,  and  to  put  the  matter  quietly 
out  of  the  control  of  Parliament.     But 
that  is  exactly  what  we  think  ought  not 
to  be  done,  and  what  we  understand 
Parliament  would  not  assent  to.    We 
have,  no  doubt,  done  it  in  the  case  of 
Intermediate  Education  ;  and  I  think,  on 
the  whole,  we  were  justified  in  making 
the  experiment.  But  the  House  will  feel, 
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oonadering  the  thorny  nature  of  the  sub- 
ject, that  &ere  is  much  more  delioaoy  in 
dealing  with  a  great  UniyerBitj  Question 
than  with  a  system  of  Intermediate  Edu- 
cation; and  although  we  not  like  annual 
wrangle,  we  think  the  new  system  ought 
to  be  brought  under  the  annual  review  of 
Parliamentuntil,  atleast,  ithas  taken  root. 
It  would,  no  doubt,  be  a  great  relief  to 
get  rid  of  these  annual  Votes  for  educa' 
tion,  and,  perhaps,  even  the  learned 
Bodies  ooncemed  would  benefit  by  it. 
But  that  time  has  not  yet  arrived.  We 
do  not  holdout  the  idea  of  any  sectarian 
endowment;  but  we  agree  that  some 
means  should  be  adopted  to  secure  for 
the  Irish  people  the  advantages  in  the 
matter  of  a  University  whidi  they  do 
not  now  feel  themselves  able  to  obtain. 
We  hope  that  the  Bill  may  be  accepted 
in  the  spirit  in  which  it  is  presented ;  and 
we  are  very  much  encouraged  by  the 
mode  in  which  the  proposition  has  been 
made,  and  by  the  language  that  has 
been  used  in  all  quarters,  and  which, 
though  not  always  in  perfect  ag^ement 
with  us,  has,  nevertheless,  been  on  the 
whole  of  a  sympathetic  character.  I  trust 
this  may  be  the  beginning  of  a  settle- 
ment, which  may  be  of  the  greatest 
utility  to  our  friends  in  the  sister  coun- 
try. We  hope  and  believe  that  a  pro- 
posal which  is  made  in  the  fall  faith  that 
if  it  is  fairly  worked  it  will  accomplish 
great  good,  even  if  not  the  whole  of  the 
ffood  that  some  may  expect — we  sincerely 
hope  and  believe  that  if  that  proposal  is 
accepted  in  the  spirit  in  which  it  is  made 
it  will  be  one  which  will  confer  real, 

S*eat,  and  lasting  benefits  both  on  Ire- 
nd,  and,  I  trust,  also  on  this  country. 
Mb.  GLADSTONE :  I  entirely  share 
the  general  desire  of  this  House  that 
these  discussions  should  be  so  conducted 
as  in  no  way  to  impair  whatever  chance 
or  prospect  there  may  be  that  the  present 
Bill  may  be  made  the  basis  of  settlement 
of  a  very  difficult  question.  But  the 
course  of  proceedings  with  regard  to  it 
on  the  part  of  the  Gbvemment  has  been, 
I  think,  so  important,  and  has  produced, 
also,  so  unusual  and  so  important  a  bear- 
ing upon  the  Forms  of  this  House,  and 
the  Kules  of  this  House,  that  are  so 
essential  to  the  character  and  conduct  of 
its  Business,  that  I  cannot  help  making 
it  the  subject  of  notice.  I  shall  en- 
deavour to  do  BO  as  in  no  way  to  pre- 
judice the  general  discussion.  I  must 
say,  however,  at  least,  that  I  heard  with 
surprise,  and  especiaUy  I  heard  with 


surprise  for  the  first  time  in  my  life,  a 
responsible  Member  of  the  Gbvemment 
and  a  Departmental  Minister,  propose 
to-night  the  second  reading  of  a  Govern- 
ment Bill  closing  his  speech  by  express- 
ing a  hope  that  Members  would  not  con- 
sider this  an  opportunity  for  questioning 
any  principle.  ["No,  no!"]  Well, 
those  were  the  words  used  by  tne  right 
hon.  Gentleman.  Now,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  must  be  perfectly  well  aware 
that  the  second  reading  of  a  Bill 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  I  referred  to 
dividing  against  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE:  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  did  not  use  the  words, 
'*  divide  against  the  BiU."  He  used  the 
words,  "  questioning  any  principle  of  the 
BilL"  Does  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
disclaim  the  words  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  What  I  meant 
to  say  was,  ^at  I  hoped  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man who  moved  the  Amendment  would 
not  think  this  was  an  opportunity  which 
would  justify  him  in  challenging  the 
principle  of  the  Bill. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  :  That  is  an 
amendment  of  the  words ;  but,  still,  it 
seems  to  me  an  extraordinary  invitation 
to  address  to  any  hon.  Member,  because 
the  second  reading  of  a  Bill  is  the  pre- 
cise opportunity  presented  by  the  Bules 
of  the  House  K>r  accepting  or  chal- 
lenging the  principle  of  the  Bill.  I  am 
bound,  however,  to  say,  though  I  can- 
not approve,  I  can  peif ectly  understand 
the  singular  attitude  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  and  which  I  think  is  the 
reason  that  lay  at  the  bottom  of  it.  The 
reason  is  this — he  has  in  his  hands,  and 
he  is  asking  the  House  now  to  give  a 
second  reading  to  one  Bill ;  whereas  he 
has  in  his  mind,  as  we  all  know  from  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  the  most 
important  portion  of  the  provisions  which 
really  point  to  another  thing.  The  Go- 
vernment Bill  which  is  now  proposed  for 
second  reading  is  a  totally  different  mea- 
sure horn  that  which  we  are  asked  to 
discuss  in  Committee.  I  put  the  points 
to  this  test — supposing  uiat  my  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Koscommon  (the 
O'Conor  Don),  or  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett) — ^I 
am  not  now  quoting  them  with  reference 
to  the  opinions  of  this  or  that  Gentle- 
man, or  any  particular  Gentleman— -had 
brought  a  Bill  into  this  House  to  con- 
stitute an  Examining  Board  in  Ireland, 
and  on  the  second  readine  had  said  he 
would  not  be  himsdf  loUi  to  see  Intro* 
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duoed,  or  he  would  himself  propose  to 
introduce,  in  the  Committee  provisions 
for  enabling  the  Senate  of  a  University 
to  present  to  Parliament,  with  its  official 
authority,  a  complete  scheme  of  endow- 
ment for  certain  purposes,  I  am  quite 
sure,  from  all  I  have  seen  of  the  practice 
of  this  House,  he  would  have  been  met 
on  all  sides  with  the  observation — ''  The 
Bill  which  you  are  now  shadowing  forth 
to  us  may  be  good  or  bad ;  but  it  is  a 
different  Bill  from  that  which  you  have 
laid  on  the  Table.  Your  proper  course  is 
to  withdraw  the  Bill  you  have  laid  on  the 
Table,  and  present  to  us  for  second  reading 
a  Bill  which  you  really  mean  us  to  dis- 
cuss." It  has  just  been  said  by  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  that  there  was  an 
indication  in  ''  another  place"  of  some- 
thing of  this  kind.  Now,  I  have  some 
information,  which  I  remember  well,  on 
that  subject,  and  it  is  this — that  consider- 
able efforts  were  made,  at  a  period  cor- 
responding to  that  which  we  have  now 
reached,  to  draw  forth  the  intentions  of 
the  Government  on  the  subject;  that 
these  efforts  ended  in  entire  failure,  and 
that  the  expression  used  was  that  the 
Bill  expressed  the  present  intention  of 
the  GK>vemment.  The  words  which  were 
used,  and  which  have  now  been  quoted 
by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  are 
extremely  vague  words,  and  I  think  I 
am  right  in  stating  that  they  were  not 
words  used  either  on  the  introduction  or 
on  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
Therefore,  Sir,  the  House  of  Lords  was 
asked  to  examine  a  Bill  totally  different 
in  its  conditions  from  the  Bill  now  sha- 
dowed forth  by  the  clause  of  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer.  I  am  entirely 
at  a  loss  to  know  why  that  clause  should 
not  have  been  made  known  to  the 
House  of  Lords.  I  apprehend  it  is  in 
no  sense  a  clause  such  as  the  House  of 
Lords  could  have  no  power  to  entertain. 
On  the  other  hand,  I  think  it  a  most 
unfortunate  thing  that  a  tolerably  ac- 
curate acquaintance  with  the  views  and 
intentions  of  the  Gk)vemment  should 
not  be  obtained  at  the  time  when  a  Bill 
is  originally  introduced  to  Parliament 
by  a  responsible  Minister — the  House 
of  Lords  should  not  even  have  before  it 
the  Bill  which  is  presented  to  us  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  or  even  the  official 
statement  with  which  it  is  submitted  to 
us,  and  by  which  we  6rst  become  aware 
of  the  reed  value  of  what  is  intended,  at 
the  close  of  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading.    I  feel  it  quite  neoessaiy  to 
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offer  this  protest  against  this  mode  of 
proceeding,  beoause  I  am  quite  sure  if 
it  were  allowed  to  pass  as  a  precedent 
without  such  a  protest — if  the  Govern- 
ment, who  ought  always  to  be  watched 
more  strictly  in  remrd  to  these  matters 
even  than  private  Members,  on  account 
of  the  gpreat  power  and  influence  they 
possess    over    the   proceedings  of  the 
House— if  they  were  to  make  a  prin- 
ciple of  this  manner  of  making  known 
in  debate  in  the  House  of  Commons  a 
complete  transformance  in  their  mea- 
sures,   the  consequence  would   be  to 
throw  into  total  confusion  the  Busineii 
of  the  House,  and  to  make  some  of  iti 
most  important  Rules  perfectly  uselesi. 
These  observations,   however,  are  de- 
voted entirely  to  the  method  of  procs- 
dure  which  has  been  adopted ;  and  I, 
for  one,  am  quite  prepared  to  say  that  I 
will  not  desire,  on  this  occasion,  so  to 
use  any  reg^ation  connected  with  the 
mode  of  procedure  as  to  impede  the  pn^ 
gross  of  this  Bill,  or  to  diminish  iti 
chances  of  success.    There  are  a  num- 
ber of  important  points  raised  in  tht 
measure,  three  of  which  I  will  endea- 
vour to  discuss.    First,  it  is  intended  to 
make  over  to  the  Senate  the  initiative, 
the  whole  scheme  of — ^what  shall  I  isf  f 
— the  endowment  ? — the  dotation  ?— the 
subvention  ?    I  do  not  want  to  raise  a 
question  on  the  form  of  the  word.    %^ 
condly,  it  is  intended  that  that  sabven- 
tion  shall  be  given  by  an  annual  Tote ; 
and,  thirdly,  it  is  intended,  as  indeed  is 
implied  in  what  I  have  said,  that  no 
recourse  shall  be  had  to  the  fund  of  the 
Established  Church  Surplus.    AH  tldi 
must  appear  to  me  to  be  matter  wbidi 
calls  for  a  good  deal  of  discussion.   I 
have  some  doubt  as  to  the  principle  of 
the  present  division,  and  whether  fto 
Bill  ought  to  make  over  any  such  right 
of  initiative ;  and  I  have  a  still  gresler 
doubt  whether  it  is  wise  to  leave  that 
scheme  to  the  annual  discussion  of  Par- 
liament, and  the  chances  there  may  be 
that  passion,  prejudice,  and  Pkirty  in- 
terest may  gather  round  it.     I  thizik,  w 
the  ChanceUor  of  the  EbLcheqner  says,  it 
may  be  long  before  the  institutiooe  of 
this  University  have  completely  entered 
into  the  habits  and  feeling  of  the  conn- 
try  so  as  to  conform  to  its  general  vieva. 
But  I  must  say,  if  there  is  any  general 
class  of  institutions  in  the  whole  orde  of 
our  institutions  which  it  is  desirable  to 
exempt  from  the  influence  of  another 
diflcossion  in  Parliament  the  daai  of 
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infltitatioiiB  is  the  one  we  know  by  the 
name  of  a  University.     Something  like 
solidity,  something  tranquili  something 
like  freedom  from  the  waves  of  passion 
and  Party  interest  is  absolutely  neces- 
wuj  to  enable  these  institutions  to  con- 
doot  their  work  with  freedom.  However, 
these  are  matters  which  may  be  discussed 
in  Oommittee,  and  that,  no  doubt,  will 
be  the  proper  place  for  discnssion.    I 
shall  Toto  without  any  difficulty  with  my 
hon.  Piiend  the  &£ember  for  Cork  (Mr. 
Shaw).    It  appears  to  me  that  this  sub- 
vention ought  to  go  beyond  that  which 
hu  been  described  by  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
in  the  clause  which  he  has  read.      I  do 
not  intend  at  present  to  attempt  to  give 
•ny  special  construction  to  the  Motion  of 
ay  hon.  Friend,  for  which  I  am  prepared 
to  Tote.      He  has  put  his  own  construc- 
tion; but  that  construction  is  not  so  ex- 
passed  in  the  Motion  as  to  make  it  bind- 
ing npon  our  consciences  or  understand- 
ing; and  there  is,  as  I  think  he  will  be 
qute  prepared  to  admit,  and  as  we  have 
Men  in  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
br  Bofloommon  (the  O'Conor  Don),  room 
for  a  considerable  variety  of  opinions  as 
to  the  precise  form  in  which  it  may  be 
Bg^t  to  make  the  pecuniary  aid  of  Par- 
fiiment  contributorv  to  the  advancement 
of  a  superior  education  in  Colleges  in 
Ireland.    That  liberty  of  opinion  I  wish 
to  reserve  on  my  own  part.      That  with 
iriiieh  I  agree  is  a  sentiment  which  he 
ku  declared.     I  should  be  very  sorry 
indeed  to  take  the  responsibility  upon 
ayself,  having  failed  in  an  attempt  to 
Mttla  this  great  question,  to  introduce 
any  obstacle  in  the  way  of  those  who  are 
a^dnff  an  endeavour  to  settle  it.      The 
ale  which  I  wish  to  take  for  my  own 
gnidance  is  this — this  is  pre-eminently 
an  Irish  question,  and  I  do  not  wish, 
mlew  driven  by  some  high  consideration 
cf  Imperial  policy,  to  separate  myself  in 
neh  a  matter  from  those  who  represent 
tiie  general  and  well-considered  feelings 
^C  Irelaiid.   Moreover,  I  will  not  lightly, 
w  without  good  reason,    nor  without 
aaeh  consideration,  and  then  only  with 
Sdnetanoe,  determine,  if  I  find  I  am  com- 
piUed,  no   to  separate  my  path  from 
ttoin.     This  is  their  question  more  than 
itinoim.      They  have  made,  and  are 
taking,  the  moat  intelligent  and  concilia- 
tory efforts  to  arrive  at  some  settlement. 
It  in  my  duty  and  business  to  co-operate 
^th  thism  aa  far  as  I  can,  and  as  far  as 
X  aae,  and  that  co-operation  I  cheerfully 


offer.  Undoubtedly,  one  thing  I  could 
not  do  ;  having  been  myself  a  party  to 
larger  efforts  and  proposals  than  are 
contained  in  the  Bill  before  the  House,  I 
could  not  be  a  party  to  forcing  upon  Ire- 
land the  acceptance  of  a  Bill  which  I 
believe  in  itself  to  be  inadequate.  That, 
Sir,  is  a  principle  which  I  shall  endea- 
vour to  be  governed  by  in  all  future  pro- 
ceedings in  this  matter.  And  it  will  be 
to  me,  as  it  will  be  to  them,  and  to  all 
Members  of  this  House,  a  sincere  satis- 
faction if,  out  of  an  imperfect  adminis- 
trative proposal  which  is  now  on  the 
Table,  and  in  the  shape  of  a  printed  Bill, 
such  a  measure  can  be  framed  as  shall 
tend  to  give  to  Ireland  the  fulfilment  of 
her  highest  expectations  on  a  question 
of  that  vital  importance. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  :  Sir,  under  no  ordi- 
nary circumstances  would  I  rise  at  a 
moment  like  this,  at  an  hour  so  far 
advanced,  and  when  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers regard  the  debate  as  closed.  Yet 
I  do  appeal,  as  I  never  did  before,  to  be 
allowed  to  speak  what  I  feel  must  be 
spoken,  at  all  hazards,  before  this  Divi- 
sion, in  justice  to  myself,  in  justice  to 
the  House,  and  in  justice  to  the  people 
I  represent.  It  is  hard  on  me  to  inter- 
rupt the  flow  of  amiable  felicitations  by 
a  jarring  note  of  unpleasant  truth ;  but 
there  is  something  I  value  beyond  the 
applause  of  these  Benches,  and  that  is 
my  own  character  for  truthfulness  and 
honest  dealing,  and  I  slioidd  be  deficient 
in  each  if  I  allowed  you  to  act  under  the 
impression,  which  seems  to  prevail  on 
all  sides,  that  with  this  BiU  you  are 
happily  going  to  satisfy  and  settle  the 
Irish  IJuiversity  Question.  The  remark- 
ably conciliatory  tone  and  substance  of 
the  speech  delivered  by  my  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr. 
Shaw),  and  the  extremely  moderate 
proposals  he  made  to  the  Government 
may,  perhaps,  induce  the  Government 
and  the  House  to  think  that  because  he 
spoke  in  such  a  moderate  and  conci- 
liatory tone,  he  places,  or  we  place,  but  a 
small  value  on  the  demands  he  made. 
Let  no  one  suppose  that  my  hon.  Friend 
attaches  but  a  slight  importance  to  the 
suggestion  he  has  made ;  because  the  fact 
and  truth  is,  if  the  Government  are  not 
in  a  position  to  accept  the  proposal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork,  this  Bill  will 
not  be  acceptable  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land, and  will  not  even  temporarily  settle 
the  Irish  University  Question.  I  would 
ask  the  House  to  avoid  se\i-dc\\\n\on 
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and  consequent  waste  of  effort.     What 
is  it  that  is  demanded   and  required? 
The  Catholics  of  Ireland  require   and 
demand  a  University  to  which  they  may 
send  their  sons  for  Collegiate  training 
and  University  Education  without  vio- 
lence to  their  conscientious  convictions. 
No  one  else  in  Ireland  is  asking  you  for 
change,  because  you  have  already,  nay, 
long  ago,  satisfied  all  others.     If,  then, 
this  Bill  does  not  meet  the  necessity  of 
the  Irish  Catholics,  and  liquidate  their 
demands,  there  is  no  reason  for  the  Bill 
at  all,  and  you  are  simply  wasting  your 
time.     [**  Oh  ! "]     Well,  just  answer  to 
yourselves  candidly  the  question — Does 
this  Bill  give  the  Irish  Catholics  Uni- 
versity Education  as  acceptable  to  them 
and  as  consonant  with  their  conscien- 
tious convictions  as  Trinity  College  is  to  I 
the  Irish  Protestants,  or  the  Queen's 
Colleges  are  to  the  Irish  secularists  ? 
This  proposal  of    the  Government    is 
simply   a  sort  of   London   University, 
with  a  few  money  prizes  tacked  on  as  a 
bait  to  the  youth  of  Ireland.     Setting  up 
an  Examining  Board  is  not  what  we  have 
asked.     Would  the  men  of  your  Oxford, 
or  our  Protestant  Trinity,  exchange  their 
University  for  an   Examining  Board? 
I  do  not  want  to  unfairly  disparage  the 
London  University.     In  this  matter  of 
University  Education  I  am  liberal  enough 
to  recognize,  and  freely  concede,  that  in 
a  country  possessed    of   what    I    call 

fenuine  Universities,  one  like  this  may 
e  found  exceedingly  useful  for  young 
men  whose  circumstances  preclude 
them  from  a  course  in  Collegiate  life. 
But  to  say  that  this  shall  be  the  best, 
the  first,  last,  and  only  University  ac- 
ceptable to  the  Irish  Catholics,  is  not 
meeting  their  demands  and  necessities. 
You  are,  in  fact,  delivering  us  over  to 
mere  **  pass  "  learning.  This  is  the  en- 
thronement of  *'  cram."  You  may  dis- 
tribute amongst  the  youth  of  our 
Diocesan  Seminaries  a  few  hundreds  of 
pounds  in  prizes  ;  but  vou  are  going  to 
destroy  in  us  for  ever  all  hope  of  possess- 
ing a  genuine  University — a  great  cen- 
tral. National  Institution — in  which  the 
youth  of  Catholic  Ireland  might  enjoy 
the  advantages  of  an  academic  life  and 
training.  But  you  claim  that  this  Bill 
will  establish  equality — that  its  prizes 
and  rewards  will  be  fairly  and  equally 
open  to  all  comers,  without  advantage 
or  favour  to  one  class  more  than  another. 
But  is  this  so  ?  No,  nothing  of  the  kind. 
Inequality  and  injustice  are  never  more 
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I  reprehensible  than  when   they  dotho 
I  themselves,  as  in  this  Bill,  in  the  garb 
>  of  equality  and  justice.    No,  you  do  not 
(deal  out  fair  play.     On  the  contraiy, 
this  Bill  perpetuates  in  its  worst  and 
most  offensive  form  the  inequality  and 
partiality  of  which  we  oomplain.    For 
you  retain  to  the  Queen's  Colleges  all 
their    endowments   out  of  the  puUie 
funds,  and  you  propose  that  the  students, 
whom  you  thus  educationally  feed  and 
equip  and  train  at  the  public  expense^ 
shall  compete  in  the  race  against  then 
towards  whose  training  or  equipmoit 
you  refuse  to  vote  a  farthing.    Andthii 
is  what  you  are  pleased  to  call  eqoalitf 
and  fair  play.    The  intellectual  reqnire- 
ments  of  a  small  section  of  our  pc^rali- 
tion  are,  forsooth,  to  be  lavishly  provided 
for,  while  those  of  the  great  bulk  of  the 
nation  must  be  met  at  their  own  ex- 
pense !    This  is  a  state  of  affairs  witk 
which  the  Irish  Catholics  will  never  be 
content— never !     [•*  Oh ! "]    Nodoubi 
we    hear    to-night    some    capitulatiag 
voices ;  and  far  be  it  from  me  to  blami 
too  severely  men  who  dread  to  saciifiee^ 
as  they  view  it,  a  certain  present  meip 
sure  of  good  for  the  sake  of  t  fdtore 
they  despair  of.      I  consider  for  their 
difficulty ;  but  it  is  their  faint-hearted- 
ness.      I  would  remind  them  that  lonff 
before  1829    the  Catholics  of  Ireland 
might  have  had  large  instalments  of 
Catholic  Emancipation,  which  thej  it- 
fused  to  accept,  though  many  of  their 
Mends  and  advocates  thought  Uieae  were 
valuable   and    substantial    conoeseioni. 
But  I  am  not  for  rejecting  any  inital- 
ment,  if  it  does  not  in  itself  perpetrate  n 
injustice  upon  us,  and  prejudice  our  in* 
defeasible  right  and  claim.    I  only  want 
it  to  be  on  record  that  you  werehonesdj 
warned,  and  frankly  and  fairly  tdd  t^ 
night,  that  this  Gk)vemment  Bill,  aa  it 
now  stands,  will  not  and  cannot  settle  tha 
question.      You  but  put  it  off  a  year  or 
two.    It  will  return,  as  of  old,  to  plague 
you  here.    I  know  that  even  some  of  my 
own  Friends  think  we  ou^ht  not  to  aay 
this  now,   but  let  you  mink  yon  ai« 
going  to  make  an  end  of  your  difficoltj. 
I  cannot  lend  myself  to  such  tactics.    I 
tell  you,  honestly,  we  Iriah  Catholicamnat 
have  equality,  and  mean  to  be  contant 
with  nothing  less.      I  say,  moreover,  I 
cannot  allow  this  question  to  be  lil 
down  to  the    low    level    of  a  paltiy 
squabble  about  a  few  pounds  for  school 
prizes.    No ;  there  ia,  in  my  oonoeptioB, 
something   higher,  and  gztndflr,  and 
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nobler,  in  the  object  before  us  than  this ; 
and  I,  for  one,  will  be  no  party  to  closing 
the  f  atnre  upon  the  youth  of  Ireland,  or 
selling^  away  their  birthright,  to  buy  for 
ourselyes  a  petty  and  transient  ease. 
The  object  of  our  hopes,  our  demands, 
is  that  we,  Irish  Oatholics,  may  possess 
ourselves  of,  and  hand  down  to  our 
children,  a  National  University,  around 
which  their  associations  may  twine,  in 
the  halls  of  which  their  ambitions  may 
be  elevated,  and  to  which,  as  to  a  genuine 
Alma  Mater,  they  may  always  look  back 
in  after  life  with  reverence,  afPection, 
and  pride. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KBNNA  hoped 
neither  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  who  immediately  preceded 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
(Mr.  Sullivan),  nor  any  other  Member 
on  either  side  of  the  House,  would 
imagine  that  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  was  entitled  to  speak  on 
behalf  of  Ireland  in  this  debate,  or  to 
pronounce  more  than  his  own  views. 
He  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna)  would  only 
speak  for  himself  on  the  subject ;  but 
he  would  do  so  frankly.  He  could  not 
regard  the  Bill  now  before  the  House, 
or  the  proposed  new  clauses,  as  a  full 
compliance  with  their  demands;  they 
did  not  even  purport  to  be  so ;  but  he, 
nevertheless,  considered  the  Bill,  with 
the  Amendments  foreshadowed  for  Oom- 
mittee,  as  an  honest  effort  and  a  signifi- 
cant step  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
to  settle  the  question;  and,  in  the  same 
spirit,  he  would  thank  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
for  the  speech  he  had  delivered,  and  for 
the  intimation  he  had  g^ven  them  that 
if  they  divided  on  the  question  now 
before  the  House  he  would  be  found 
voting  with  the  Irish  Members.  This 
was  an  important  announcement;  for  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  some  years  ago, 
introduced  a  measure  with  the  same  ob- 
ject in  view  as  the  Bill  now  before  the 
House— namely,  with,  as  he  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna)  believed,  an  honest  desire  to 
settle  the  question  for  the  time,  within 
such  limits  of  power — ^and  they  were  not 
always  very  extensive — as  a  Minister  or 
a  Oabinet  could  exercise  over  Parlia- 
ment. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  was  not 
then  met  in  a  considerate  spirit.  He  (Sir 
Joseph  M'Kenna)  was  not  mixed  up 
with  the  educational  polemics  of  those 
days,  and,  therefore,  could  speak  his 
opinion  freely ;  but  he  regarded  the  cir- 


cumstances at  present  as  analogous  to 
those  at  the  time  when  the  right  hon. 
Member  for  Greenwich  brought  forward 
his  project  of  a  Supplementary  Charter, 
and  he  hoped  that  a  similar  mistake 
would  not  be  now  made  by  setting  pro- 
posals at  naught  which  were,  at  least, 
well-meant,  and  capable  of  development 
and  improvement.  The  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  had 
taken  upon  himself  to  interpret  the 
sense  in  which  the  Irish  Members  were 
to  accept  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  ;  but  he  had  no 
warrant  for  expounding  it,  any  more 
than  he  (Sir  Joseph  M'Eenna)  had.  If 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  called  for 
a  Division,  of  course,  they  would  all 
follow  him  into  the  Division  Lobby ; 
and  he  apprehended,  when  that  was 
done,  they  would,  en  masie^  subsequently 
vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill. 
That  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for 
Louth  had  no  warrant  to  speak  on  be- 
half of  the  Irish  Members  was  a  fact 
which  might  easily  have  been  gathered 
by  an  attentive  listener.  To  his  speech, 
and  to  those  cheers  which  greeted  its 
most  salient  passages,  he  (Sir  Joseph 
M'Eenna)  was  an  attentive  listener. 
The  voice  that  spoke  was  that  of  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth, 
and  the  cheers  were  those  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney). 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided: — ^Ayes  257;  Noee 
90:  Majority  167.— (Div.  List,  No.  192.) 

Main  Question  proposed,^  "That  the 
Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time." 

Majok  NOLAN  wished  to  express  his 
sentiments  with  regard  to  the  Bill.  He 
was  in  the  position  of  a  man  playing  a 
game  of  cards  whose  cards  were  turned 
down,  and  who  did  not  know  what  they 
might  be.  He  felt  himself  exactly  in 
that  position,  and  would  not  take  any 
part  in  the  Division  on  the  second 
reading,  because  he  should  not  know 
what  he  was  voting  for.  On  the  third 
reading  he  would  probably  be  better 
informed.  He  might  say  that  he  had 
reason  to  believe  that  there  were  a  good 
many  other  hon.  Members  who  enter- 
tained the  same  feelings  as  himself  with 
regard  to  the  matter ;  they  did  not  know 
whether  they  would  be  doing  right  or 
wrong  in  voting  for  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill. 
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Mb.  MITCHELL  HENRY  said,  that 
lie  would  certainly  vote  for  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  did  so  with 
the  clear  conviction  upon  his  own  mind 
that  the  only  object  of  the  proposal  of 
the  Government  was  to  adjourn  the  con- 
sideration of  that  question  for  another  12 
months.  His  reason  for  that  opinion 
was,  that  a  Bill  was  really  to  be  nramed 
by  a  Senate  of  36,  who  were  charged 
to  prepare  a  scheme  within  12  months. 
What  would  be  the  result  of  that  ?  To 
his  mind,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
find  in  Ireland  a  Senate  nominated  by 
the  Oovemmenty  which  would,  within 
12  months,  hit  upon  a  scheme  which 
would  be  satisfactory  to  those  who  en- 
tertained the  same  views  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cork,  and  to  all  other 
hon.  Members  who  entertained  different 
views.  The  result  would  be  that  when 
a  scheme  of  that  kind  was  drawn  up 
it  would  be  submitted  to  the  Govern- 
ment 12  months  hence;  but  the  Bill 
itself  could  not  be  brought  into  operation 
during  the  present  Parliament.  The 
whole  residt  of  the  proceeding,  which 
he  looked  upon  as  one  of  the  most  adroit 
proceedings  that  had  ever  disting^shed 
the  reign  of  an  adroit  Government, 
would  be  that  the  question  would  really 
and  truly  be  adjourned  until  after  the 
General  Election.  In  the  meantime,  the 
Government  would  reap  the  advantage 
of  having  taken  steps  to  meet  the  views 
of  the  Irish  people.  It  was  not  to  be 
taken  that  he  objected  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  begged  to  say 
that  Irish  Members  could  see  as  far  into 
a  millstone  as  others. 

Sib  WILFRID  LAWSON  rose  for 
the  purpose,  not  of  makinga  speech,  but 
of  proposing  a  Motion.  The  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Galway  (Major 
Nolan)  had  said  that  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  Bill,  and  he  thought  a  good 
many  other  hon.  Members  were  of  the 
same  opinion.  He  did  not  remember,  in 
the  whole  course  of  his  Parliamentary 
experience,  ever  having  seen  the  House 
so  mystified  and  obfuscated.  The  Go- 
vernment, in  bringing  the  Bill  from  the 
House  of  Lords,  had  really  brought  in 
a  completely  new  Bill.  That  being  the 
case,  he  did  not  think  that  they  ought  to 
be  called  upon  to  decide  upon  the  merits 
of  the  Bill  at  that  time.  They  knew 
nothing  about  it — the  country  knew 
nothing  about  it — and,  under  those  cir- 
oumstuLces,  he  fell  himself  justified  in 


moving  that  the  debate  be  now  ad- 
journed. 

Mb.  EVANS  had  pleasure  in  second- 
ing the  Motion,  and  he  should  like  the 
attention  of  the  House  for  a  few  moments 
while  he  explained  his  reasons  for  doing 
so,  as  that  was  only  the  second  or  third 
time  that  he  had  ever  had  anything  to 
do  with  moving  the  a4joumment  of  the 
debate.  In  the  last  Division  he  voted 
with  the  Government,  because  he  did 
not  approve  of  the  Amendment  moved  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Cork ;  but  he  did 
agree  with  what  had  been  said  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Garlisb 
(Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  and  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Member  for  Galway.  He 
thought  that  the  House  had  not  been 
fairly  treated  by  the  Gt>veniment  on 
that  question ;  the  Gt>vemment  were  a 
long  time  before  they  made  up  their 
minds  whether  they  should  introduce  a 
Bill,  and  now  they  had  done  so  they 
had  left  the  House  very  much  in  the 
dark  as  to  what  they  intended  to  do. 
Up  to  11  o'clock,  when  the  riglit  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer made  his  speech,  he  did  not 
know  what  the  provisions  of  the  measure 
were  that  the  Government  had  brought 
forward.  The  whole  Bill  seemed  to  him 
to  turn  upon  a  clause  the  substance  of 
which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
proposed  to  introduce  in  Committee. 
He  did  not  consider  that  that  was  the 
way  in  which  the  House  of  Commons 
ought  to  be  treated,  and  he  really  could 
not  form  any  opinion  as  to  the  way  in 
which  he  ought  to  vote  upon  the  ques- 
tion of  the  second  reading.  He  had  not 
been  able  to  make  himself  sufficienUy 
master  of  the  proposals  of  the  Bill  in  the 
state  in  which  it  now  was — ^he  said  that 
with  perfect  sincerity,  and  not  with  any 
desire  to  cause  obstruction,  and  he  was 
sure  that  hon.  Members  would  admit 
that  he  did  not  cause  obstruction  in  that 
House.  His  reason  for  seconding  the 
Motion  was  solely  that  hon.  Members 
were  not  sufficiently  informed  upon  the 
merits  of  the  Bill  to  be  able  to  vote 
upon  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned." 
— (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson,) 

Mb.  COGAN  could  not  allow  the  de- 
bate to  conclude  without  giving  expres- 
sion to  his  opinion  with  regard  to  the 
measure.     Some  of  the  speeches  that 
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Kad  been  made  by  certain  Irish  Members, 
and  more  especially  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  Borough  (Dr.  Ward),  and 
by   the    hon.    Member    for    Youghal 
^Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna),  compelled  him, 
m  rising,  to  say   that    he    could    not 
agree    with    the    criticisms   that    had 
been  passed  upon  the  Bill  by  them.    If 
it  were  not  calculated  to  increase  the  ad- 
vantages of  Collegiate  Education  in  Ire- 
land, he  belieTcd  that  the  measure  would 
leave  the  question  in  as  unsatisfactory  a 
state  as  ever.     For  his  own  part,  he 
sincerely  felt  that  the  most  important 
part  of   University    training   was   the 
Collegiate  life;  and  he  did  not  think 
that  any  proper  solution  of  the  Univer- 
sity Qaestion  in  Ireland  could  be  arrived 
at  by  the  institution  of  an  examining 
University  as  was  provided  by  this  Bill. 
To  such  a  University  there  would  be 
aflGQiated,  on  the  one  hand,  a  number 
of    endowed  Colleges;    while,   on   the 
other,    it  would    have    a    number    of 
College  supplying  its  students  which 
poeaessed    no    endowments    whatever. 
The  students  from  the  Colleges  without 
endowments  could  not  enter  into  a  fair 
competition  for  University  honours  with 
those  who  came  from  richly  -  endowed 
Colleges  with  large  stafiBs  of  Professors, 
and  libraries,  and  all  the  appliances  of 
«dacatioii.     He  did  not  think  that  a 
measore  which  would  promote  a  state 
of  things  of  that  character  would  be 
■tis&ctory ;  and   he   could  not,  there- 
tve,  allow  die  debate  to  conclude  with- 
oat  expressing  his  entire  disapprobation 
of  the  Bill,  which,  in  his  opinion,  would 
be  liEital  to  the  hopes  of  future  Collegiate 
life  for  Irish  Catholics,  and  would  leave 
to  scattered  and  small  seminaries  inter- 
mediate schools,  and  private  crammers  to 
C'de  University  scholars  instead  of 
Lg  them  trained  in  a  great  College. 
Sir    GEOEGE    CAMPBELL    said, 
that  last  year  the  House  had  passed  an 
Intermediate  Education  Bill  for  Ireland. 
Some  hon.  Members  did  not  like  that 
measure.    It  seemed  to  him  that  they 
should  not  be  asked  to  pass  the  present 
Bin  in  a  hurry.    It  was  only  a  reason- 
able proposal,   as  the  Bill   had  been 
ipnmg  upon  them,  that  they  should  be 
allowed  time  to  consider  it. 

Mb.  SHAW  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle  (Sir 
mifrid  Lawson)  would  not  press  his 
Motion.  It  would  be  quite  impossible, 
■t  that  period  of  the  Session,  to  press 


on  the  Bill,  if  the  debate  on  the  second 
reading  was  adjourned.  The  proper 
time  for  discussion  would  be  on  tho 
Motion  for  going  in  Committee,  when 
the  House  would  be  in  possession  of  the 
Amendments  of  the  Government. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  when  the  Bill  had 
been  read  a  second  time  the  Govern- 
ment then  proposed  to  put  upon  the 
Paper  a  clause  which  he  had  already 
described.  They  did  not  propose  to 
take  the  Committee  for  some  little  time, 
in  order  to  give  hon.  Members  opportu- 
nity to  consider  the  proposals.  He 
could  not  name  any  particular  day  at 
the  present  moment;  but  he  would 
promise  that  sufficient  time  should  be 
allowed  for  the  consideration  of  the 
clause. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  was  sure  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Carlisle 
would  not  unnecessarily  put  the  House 
to  the  trouble  of  a  Division.  They  did 
not  want  to  put  any  unnecessary  impe- 
diment in  the  way  of  the  conduct  of 
Public  Business  by  the  Government;  but 
he  was  sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
would  feel,  with  his  usual  fairness,  that 
they  had  been  placed  in  a  somewhat 
awkward  position  by  the  course  taken 
with  regard  to  the  Bill.  The  practical 
difficulty  which  they  felt  was  not  that 
the  Bill  was  a  new  one,  but  that,  without 
any  notice,  the  Bill  had  been  materially 
changed  in  its  character.  There  were 
two  points  upon  which  they  thought  they 
could  freely  claim  to  have  further  infor- 
mation before  accepting  the  principle  of 
the  Bill.  Upon  those  two  important  points 
they  had  had  no  information  at  all ;  but 
if  that  information  were  given  them,  he 
should  suggest  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle  should  not  put  the  House  to  the 
trouble  of  a  Division.  The  points  were 
— first,  were  they  distinctly  to  under- 
stand that  the  Government  did  not  pro- 
pose in  any  way  to  make  it  a  teaching 
University?  The  second  was  this — as 
he  understood  it,  the  new  University  was 
to  be  constituted  mainly  from  a  scheme 
to  be  prepared.  He  thought  they  had 
a  right  to  know  something  of  what 
would  be  the  character  of  the  new  Uni- 
versity. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not  a 
word  of  objection  to  allege  against  the 
existing  Queen's  University ;  but  he 
considered  it  was  necessary  to  substii 


ta^0^ 
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another  Uniyersity  in  the  place  of  that 
institution.  Could  he  give  the  House 
any  assurance  that  a  certain  proportion 
of  the  members  of  the  Senate  of  the 
existing  University  would  be  appointed 
members  of  the  Senate  of  the  new 
University?  That  was  not  an  un- 
reasonable request,  for,  in  the  first  place, 
it  would  be  unfair  to  interfere  with  men 
who  had  been  doing  good  work,  and  men 
with  whom  no  fault  could  be  found ;  and, 
secondly,  it  would  only  be  right  to  give 
the  House  an  assurance  that  a  propor- 
tion of  them  would  be  appointed  to  the 
new  University.  He  thought  the  House 
was  entitled  to  some  assurance  or  to 
some  guarantee  as  to  the  character  of 
the  proposed  University ;  and  as  they 
knew  the  character  of  the  Senate  of  the 
present  University,  it  would  give  them 
some  assurance  of  the  character  of  the 
new  University,  which  was  to  have  the 
administration  of  so  large  an  amount  of 
public  money,  if  they  knew  that  a  num- 
ber of  those  gentlemen  were  to  be  upon 
the  Senate. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  trusted  the 
information  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  would 
not  be  given  on  a  Motion  for  adjourn- 
ment, but  at  a  time  when  the  House 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  entering 
into  a  discussion  of  the  points  raised. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  hoped  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson) 
would  not  withdraw  his  Motion  for  ad- 
journment. The  Government  Bill  was 
really  worthless  as  a  means  of  settling 
the  Education  Question  in  Ireland ; 
while  as  it  was  equally  clear  that  it 
could  not  pass  this  Session  the  time  of  the 
House  would  be  wasted  by  further  dis- 
cussion. If  the  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  should  be  carried  to 
a  Division  and  negatived,  he  trusted 
some  hon.  Member  might  move — **  That 
the  House  do  now  adjourn."  He  tho- 
roughly coincided  with  the  view  ex- 
pressed by  the  right  hon.  Member  for 
Kildare  (Mr.  Cogan)  that  the  Bill  was 
most  unsatisfactory. 

Mr.  W.  E.  FORSTER  felt,  with  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Fawcett),  that  the  Government  had 
placed  the  House  in  a  very  difficult 
position  by  asking  them  to  give  a  second 
reading  to  a  Bill,  concemine  which  they 
appeared  to  have  no  settled  opinion, 
and  the  House  knew  nothing.  It  had, 
however,  been  stated  that  a  clause  would 

Mr.  Fawcett 


be  in  the  hands  of  hon.  Members  to- 
morrow, which  would  give  some  informa- 
tion upon  the  matter.     Now,  if  the  Bill 
had  been  brought  forward  at  the  be- 
ginning of  the  Session,  he  thought  that 
an  adjournment  of  the  debate  might 
fairly  have  been  asked  for;   but  the 
House  must  remember  that  the  question 
which  it  dealt  with  was  one  that  they 
all  wished  to  get  settled,  and  that  there 
appeared  to  be  a  possibility  that  some 
settlement  might   be  arrived    at   this 
Session,  in  spite  of  the  exceedingly  re- 
markable manner  in  which  the  Bill  had 
been  brought  forward  by  the  Govern- 
ment.   Take  the  views  of  hon.  Members 
for  Ireland ;  they  were  in  favour  of  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.     It  was  im- 
possible to  disregard  the  opinion  and 
wish  of  the  hon.  Member  ror  Galwaj 
(Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  in  this  respect, 
who  had  brought  forward  his  objection 
to  the  Bill  as  it  stood,  nor  that  of  the 
hon.    Member  for  Cork  County  (Mr. 
Shaw),  who  had  embodied  his  objectioni 
in  an  Amendment,  but  had,  at  the  same 
time,  said — ''  If  that  Amendment  is  not 
assented  to  by  the  House,  I  hope  I  maj 
get  something  corresponding  to  it  in 
Committee."     The  hon.  Member  hdd 
out  an  opinion  that  the  Bill  might,  in 
Committee,  be  so  dealt  with  as  to  mab 
it  a  satisfactory  settlement  of  this  qaee- 
tion.    With  the  exception  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Bigear),  he 
thought  that  most  hon.  Members  ki 
Ireland  agreed  with  that  opinion.    Tfait 
being  so,  it  became  a  serious  responsi- 
bility upon  hon.  Members  to  vote  forthi 
adjournment  of  the  debate ;  for  if  that 
Motion  were  assented  to,  or  if  the  proa- 
pect  held  out  to  the  House  by  the  non. 
Member  for  Cavan  were  realized — ^that 
if  it  were  negatived  it  would  be  impoa- 
sible  to  come  to  a  decision  that  night- 
he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  gathered  that 
the  result  would  be  the  shelving  of  the 
question  altogether.     That  reeolt  iraa 
one  which,  in  his  opinion,  the  Honae 
ought  not  to  contemplate  with  satii&o- 
tion.    Nevertheless,  he  thought  all  hon. 
Members  had  a  right  to  say — "  If  ▼• 
assent  to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
to-night,  it  is  in  order  to  give  the  Oo* 
vemment  an  opportimiiy  of  saying  what 
they  really  mean  to  bring  before  the 
House;  but,  in  doing  so,  we  do  notplec^ 
ourselves  to  the  acceptance  of  any  prin* 
ciple  whatever."     He  would   not  bo 
tempted  into  dwelling  upon  the  extra- 
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oidinaiy  position  in  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  placed  the  House ;  but  ex- 
pressed a  hope  that  hon.  Members  would 
asaiat  the  Grovemment  in  their  endea- 
Tonr  to  g^t  the  Bill  into  Committee,  with 
the  object  of  finding  out  what  it  was 
like,  and  in  the  hope  that  it  would  prove 
to  be  a  settlement  of  the  question. 
For  these  reasons,  he  trusted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Carlisle  would  not 
press  his  Motion. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  said,  the  House 
had  heard  from  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr. 
Gladstone),  only  a  short  time  ago,  an 
expression    of  astonishment    that    the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  should  ex- 
pect them  to  read  the  Bill  a  second  time 
without  questioning  the  principles  which 
it  involved.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E. 
Forster)  had  just  said  that  they  could 
affree  to  the   second  reading  without 
pledging  themselves  to    any  principle 
whatever.     How,  therefore,  those  two 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  were  to  reconcile 
their  views  he  was  at  a  loss  to  under- 
stand.    The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Bradford  wanted  to  have 
this  question  settled ;  but  there  was  no- 
thing surprising  in  that,  for  a  g^eat  many 
peo^e  wanted  a  settlement.    The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  urged  the  hon.  Member 
for  Carlisle   (Sir    Wilfrid  Lawson)    to 
withdraw  his  Motion  for  the  adjourn- 
ment of  the  debate  because  the  fag  end 
of  the  Session  had  been  reached  and  the 
qoestion  ought  to  be  settled.    Of  course, 
hoaght  to  be  settled,  for  a  General  Elec- 
tion was  near  at  hand.    But  what  had 
been  said  by  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land upon  the  Motion  for  adjournment  ? 
Why,  commenting  upon  the  statement 
elicited  from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  that 
the  new   University  would  not    be    a 
teaching  University,  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Kildare  (Mr.  Cogan),  and  thehon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar),   had 
both  said  that  Bill  could  not  be  a  settle- 
ment ;  and  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
tn  Louth  TMr.  Sullivan)  had  previously 
expressed  tne  same  opinion.    These  opi- 
nions were  surely  of  some  importance. 
Again,  whose  fault  was  it  that  the  House 
fimnd  itself  discussing  the  Irish  Univer- 
Btj  Education  Bill  at  the  fag  end  of  the 
Session  ?    It  was  the  fault  of  hon.  Gen- 
tlemen who  were  now  supporting  the 
Government.     The  Government  brought 


in  the  Bill  at  the  fag  end  of  the  Session, 
and  when  they  wanted  to  rush  it  through 
Parliament  the  right  hon.  Gontlemaii 
the  Member  for  Bradford  came  for- 
ward to  assist  them  in  doing  so,  how- 
ever much  it  might  be  believed  by  hon. 
Members  near  him  that  it  would  not  be 
a  settlement.  That  being  the  case,  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  having  de- 
clined to  answer  the  Questions  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney,  and  no  Member  on 
the  opposite  side  of  the  House  having 
shown  a  disposition  to  reply,  he  thought 
the  House  ought  not  to  assent  to  the 
second  reading  of  the  Bill.  Nor  could 
he  agree  with  the  view  of  the  right  hon. 
GenUeman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
that  the  House  should  read  the  Bill  a 
second  time  on  the  understanding  that 
in  doing  so  they  bound  themselves  to  no 
principles  whatever.  He  trusted  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Cai'lisle 
would  adhere  to  his  resolution. 

Dr.  WAED  challenged  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  and 
other  hon.  Members  who  opposed  the 
Bill,  to  show  that  the  ecclesiastical  party 
in  Ireland  were  not  willing  to  go  a  long 
way  to  meet  the  Government  in  this 
matter.  On  the  contrary,  they  said  that 
there  was  very  much  good  in  the  pre- 
sent measure,  and  wore  disposed  to  re- 
gard it  in  many  respects  as  a  fair  settle- 
ment of  the  question,  and  one  likely  to 
meet,  to  a  considerable  extent,  the  wishes 
of  the  Irish  people.  He  felt  that  a  very 
serious  issue  was  arrived  at  when  it  was 
found  that  the  education  of  young  men 
in  Ireland  was  to  be  sacrificed  to  the 
exigencies  of  Party  in  the  House  of 
Commons;  and  he  warned  Irish  Members 
not  to  join  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard, 
and  others  who  thought  with  him,  in 
their  endeavours  to  prevent  the  second 
reading  of  this  Bill.  The  House  had 
heard  a  great  deal  about  clericalism  and 
sectarianism.  Why,  the  hon.  Member 
for  Liskeard  was  the  high  priest  of  non- 
sectarianism  and  as  such  proclaimed — '  *  If 
you  do  not  believe  in  my  doctrines  you 
are  heterodox;"  and  then,  forsooth,  he 
must  stand  up  in  the  House  in  the  name 
of  liberty.  The  people  of  Ireland  had 
been  befooled  too  long  over  this  question 
of  education  to  the  injury  of  the  youth 
of  the  country — ["  Hear,  hear !  "]— and 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  forIx)uth, 
who  said  '*  Hear,  hear,"  would  befool  it 
a  little  longer.  The  hon.  and  learn' 
Member  would  support  two  things.    I 
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was  an  early  supporter  of  the  Liberal 
Opposition  of  the  day,  and  an  apparent 
supporter  of  the  clerical  element  in  Irish 
University  Education.  When  Lord  Mayo 
brought  down  the  best  Bill  upon  this 
question  that  had  ever  been  introduced, 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth 
had  said — **  We  will  give  you  something 
more."  And  what  did  he  now  expect 
to  get  from  the  hon.  Member  for  Lis- 
keard  (Mr.  Courtney),  and  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett), 
who  were  urging  on  this  opposition? 
The  House  had  to  decide  whether  this 
Bill  was  to  be  killed  or  not.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  said  it 
was  to  be  killed ;  but  he  woidd  kill  any 
Bill  that  was  ever  brought  into  the 
House.  He  (Dr.  Ward)  reminded  hon. 
Members  who  lent  their  assistance  to  the 
killing  of  Bills  of  this  kind  that  not 
,  merely  were  they  doing  an  injury  to  the 
country  and  to  the  reputation  of  the 
House,  but  were  gravely  compromising 
the  just  claims  and  rights  of  the  Irish 
people.  But  he  asked  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cavan,  and  other  hon.  Members  who 
viewed  things  in  the  same  light  as  he 
did,  whether  a  petty  reputation  built 
upon  mere  obstruction,  or,  indeed,  in- 
dividual reputation  of  any  kind,  was  to  be 
compared  in  importance  with  the  educa- 
tion of  the  youth  of  Ireland  ?  They  had 
been  discussing  this  question  for  years, 
disputing  upon  words  and  compromises, 
while  the  best  part  of  the  Irish  youth 
had  been  kept  waiting  for  University 
Education.  He  believed  that  if  the  Bill 
brought  in  by  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment were  passed,  with  such  modifica- 
tions as  were  proposed  in  good  faith, 
much  good  would  be  done  to  the  Irish 
people. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  said,  the  House  had 
just  had  an  illustration  of  the  incon- 
venience of  discussing  questions  of  this 
kind  under  present  circumstances.  The 
question  was  one  which  ought  to  be  dis- 
cussed in  the  absence  of  all  heat,  and 
finished,  if  possible,  in  the  same  vein  in 
which  it  was  opened  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw).  But 
the  House  now  found  itself  in  a  dis- 
cussion, not  upon  the  merits  of  this  Bill 
nor  as  to  whether  the  debate  should  be 
adjourned,  but  upon  the  relative  merits 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Dr. 
Ward),  an  ex-Queen's  College  student, 
and  the  hon.  Member  for  Uavan  (Mr. 
Biggar).  Wasthe  time  of  some  200  or  300 

Dr.  Ward 


Members  to  be  wasted  in  that  way,  or 
was  the  character  of  the  Irish  Bepre- 
sentatives  in  the  House  of  Commons  to 
be  lowered  by  the  spectacle  of  two  of 
their  number  engaged  in  a  personal  en- 
counter ?    He  most  strongly  complained 
that  the  House  should  be  asked  at  the 
end  of  the  Session,  and  at  that  hour  of 
the  night,  to  pass  this  Bill  in  a  ''  stand 
and  deliver  "  sort  of  way.     He  need  not 
waste  the  time  of  the  House  by  entering 
upon  a  detailed  reference  to  his  own 
efforts  upon  this  question ;  for  he  be- 
lieved it  was  well-known  to  those  around 
him  that,  during  20  years,  according  to 
his  humble  opportunities  and  abilities, 
he  had  been  the  champion  of  the  prin- 
ciples which    he    had    advocated  that 
evening,  that,  as  against  both  Whig  and 
Tory  Administrations,  he  had  held  the 
same  line,  and  that  he  had  defended  the 
right  of  the  youth  of  Ireland  to  Uni- 
versity Education  when  the  hon.  Member 
for  Galway  was  partaking  of  the  emola- 
ments  of   the    godless    system  of  the 
Queen's  Colleges.    It  was  a  thing  of 
every-day  occurrence  in  the    religions 
and  moral  world  to  find  men  trotted  oat 
who  had  undergone  conversion ;  a  con- 
verted collier  would  hold  forth  to-daj, 
and  to-morrow  somebody  else;  bat  it 
had  been  reserved  for  the  House  of 
Commons  to  listen  to  a  converted  Queen's 
College  student. 

The  O'CONOE  DON  said,  he  was  no 
great  admirer  of  this  Bill,  as  wodd 
appear  from  the  speech  he  had  already 
made ;  for  he  could  not  think  that,  con- 
fined to  its  present  limit,  it  was  likelj 
to  bring  about  a  settlement.  Neverthe- 
less, upon  a  question  like  the  present, 
he  felt  that  he  ought  to  follow  the  ad- 
vice given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cork  (Mr.  Shaw),  who  had  been,  by  the 
consent  of  his  Colleagues,  representing 
a  large  proportion  of  the  Irish  Members, 
selected  to  express  their  opinions  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  he  thooght 
that  if  any  point  existed  upon  which  his 
opinion  was  to  be  taken  it  was  soiely 
upon  the  question  of  procedure. 

Sir  WILFEID  LAWSON  remarked, 
that  several  of  his  hon.  Friends  hid 
asked  him  to  withdraw  his  Motion  for 
the  adjournment  of  the  debate;  but  after 
what  had  been  said  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Bradford 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster),  that  nobody  had 
any  principles  with  regard  to  this  ques- 
tion of  Ii'ish  Education,  he  should  go  to 
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a  Dmnon,  in  order  to  give  time  to  hon. 
Members  of  one  Party  or  another  to  find 
ont  what  their  principles  were. 

Question  put. 

The  House  dMded : — ^Ayee  28  ;  Noes 
260  :  Majority  232.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  198.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  a^eed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Tkwsdajf  next. 

PUBLIC  WORKS  LOANS  [ADVANCES,  &c.]. 

Comidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 


The  CHANOELLOEof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:   When,  yesterday,  I  brought 
forward  the  second  reading  of  this  Bill, 
it  was  found  necessary  that  the  Order  of 
the  Day  should  be  discharged,  and  a  new 
Bill  brought  in.    I  explained  that  a  Bill 
would  have  to  be  passed  for  the  raising 
of  such  money  as  would  be  required  for 
loans  that  would  have  to  be  made  in  the 
eonrse  of  the  year.    The  monies  at  the 
disposal  of  the   Qovemment  are  now 
nearly  exhausted,  and  are  not  sufficient, 
I  believe,  to  last  out  the  present  week  ; 
•0  that,  probably,  those  who  apply  for 
loans  may  have  to  wait  a  little  time  be- 
fore they  get  their  money.    It,  there- 
fore, becomes  necessary  to  pass  a  Bill 
for  the  raising  of  a  certain  sum  for  this 
purpose.     I  propose    to  ask    for  very 
mudh  the  same  sums  as  last  year — that 
ii  to  say,  £6,000,000  for  England  and 
£850,000,  or  a  little  more  than  last  year, 
for  Ireland.  I  propose,  also,  to  re-insort 
the  great  bulk  of  the  clauses  that  were 
in  the  Bill  which  has  been  for  some  time 
upon  the  Table  of  the  House  ;  but  it  is 
intended  to  make  a  slight  alteration  in 
the  dauses  relating  to  interest,  which  in 
die  Bill  already  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the  House  stood  at  3f  per  cent  as  the 
lowest  rate  to  be  charged.    I  now  pro- 
pose that  the  rate  of  interest  for  loans 
adranced  for  a  less  period  than  20  years 
dudl  be    8^  per  cent.     I  shall  feol  it 
necessary  to   proceed  with  the  Bill  as 
n^idly  as  the  other  Business  will  per- 
mit; and  I  may  mention  to  the  Com- 
nittee  that  I  feel  myself  absolved  from 
tts  pomise  which  I  gave  some  time  ago 
to  ttie  hon.  Member  for    Birmingham 

Sfr.  Chamberlain),  and  others,  that  the 
ill  should  be  brought  forward  as  a 
fint  Order  of  the  Day,  inasmuch  as 


that  promise  was  made  on  the  imder- 
standing  that  the  Bill  would  be  dis- 
cussed on  its  merits.  Bearing  in  mind 
that  understanding,  I  several  times 
waived  bringing  forward  the  Bill  at  a 
time  when  I  might  have  done  so ;  but, 
yesterday,  when  the  Bill  was  brought 
forward,  the  hon.  Member  for  Burnley 
(Mr.  Eylands),  instead  of  discussing  it 
upon  its  merits,  took  a  technical  objec- 
tion to  it,  and  thereby  delayed  the 
proceedings. 

Mr.  CHILDER8  did  not  agree  that 
the  Government  had  produced  any  jus- 
tification for  breaking  their  promise 
with  regard  to  making  this  Bill  a  first 
Order  of  the  Day.  However,  that  was 
a  matter  which  rested  rather  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Birmingham  than  with 
him.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
asked  the  House  to  authorize  advances 
to  the  extent  of  £6,850,000.  Now,  in 
the  Bill  which  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered in  connection  with  the  Resolu- 
tion, a  change  was  proposed  which  would 
place  local  loans  to  a  great  extent  on  the 
footing  of  that  made  to  the  Irish  Church 
Commission — that  was  to  say,  the  amounts 
required,  instead  of  being  borrowed  on 
Exchequer  Bonds,  would  be  provided 
from  the  Saving's  Bank  balances.  He 
wished,  therefore,  to  ask  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  to  what  extent  he 
would  use  this  power,  and  how  much  ho 
would  boiTOW  in  the  former  manner  in 
the  course  of  the  year  to  meet  those 
loans  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  cannot  now  say  how  much 
I  shall  borrow ;  but  I  will  endeavour  to 
do  so  before  the  Bill  passes. 

Mr.  DILLWYN  said,  a  most  valid 
objection  had  been  taken  to  the  Public 
Works  Loans  Bill  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Burnley,  in  consequence  of  which  it 
had  been  discharged.  The  Bill  came  up 
in  one  shape  last  February,  and  when 
the  second  reading  was  moved  on  Wed- 
nesday it  was  shownr  to  have  been  sub- 
stantially altered.  He  could  not  think 
the  valid  objection  raised  to  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill  absolved  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  from  the  promise 
made  to  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  at  the  beginning  of  tlio 
Session. 

Major  NOLAN  inquired  if  the  pro- 
visions of  Clause   4,  Section  11,  wore 
directed  against  certain  annuities, 
was  a  sweeping  measure  against  pa 
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off  loans  by  means  of  annuities.  Did 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  intend 
to  brinfc  in  a  clause  to  that  effect  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  It  is,  of  course,  very  convenient 
for  borrowers  to  repay  a  loan  by  means  of 
an  annuity;  but  if  the  loan  is  spread 
over  a  long  period  it  is  not  by  any 
means  so  convenient  to  the  lenders.  The 
objection  to  that  mode  of  repayment  is 
that  the  generation  which  profits  by  the 
work  for  which  the  money  is  advanced 
bears  but  a  slight  portion  of  the  expense. 
For  short  terms,  I  see  no  objection  to 
the  loans  being  paid  off  by  annuities ;  but 
to  loans  for  loDg  terms  being  discharged 
in  this  way  I  see  considerable  objec- 
tions. At  the  present  moment,  I  cannot 
go  more  fully  into  this  point,  which  will 
present  itself  more  conveniently  on  the 
general  discussion  of  the  Bill. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  the  point 
was  a  most  important  one,  and  he  hoped 
the  Irish  Members  would  oppose  the 
Bill  in  every  possible  way,  as  he  in- 
tended to  do,  if  it  were  to  be  the  will 
that  no  loans  were  to  be  paid  off  by 
annuities.  The  provision  would  affect 
the  properties  of  all  the  tenants  in 
Ireland,  and  would  stop  many  useful 
works  there. 

(1.)  Besolved,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise 
further  Advances  out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  or  out  of  moneys  in  the 
hands  of  the  National  Deht  Commissioners  held 
on  account  of  Savings  Banks,  or  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks,  of  any  sum  or  sums  of  money 
not  exceeding  £6,000,000  in  the  whole,  to  enahle 
the  Puhlic  Works  Loan  Commissioners,  and  not 
exceeding  £850,000  in  the  whole,  to  enable  the 
Commissioners  of  Public  Works  in  Ireland  to 
make  Advances  in  promotion  of  Public  Works. 

(2.)  Besolved f  That  it  is  expedient  to  amend 
the  Public  Works  Loans  Acts. 

House  resumed. 

Hesolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrouff 
at  Two  of  the  clock. 

OCCUPATION   ROADS    BILL-[Bill  241.] 

{Mr.  Fell,  Sir  Thoma^^Aeland,  Mr.  Rodwell.) 

SECOND    BEADING. 

Order  for  Second  Heading  read. 

Mr.  fell  said,  at  present,  there 
existed  great  difficulties  in  the  way  of 
persons  who  willing  to  maintain  and 
improve  certain  roads.  This  could  only 
be  effected  through  the  medium  of  a 
Private  Bill,  which  was,  in  itself,  a  very 
costly  proceeding.  The  object  of  the 
Bill  which  he  asked  the  House  to  read 

JI£(^or  Nolan 


a  second  time  was  to  enable  ownen  to 

Eei^orm  this  kind  of  work  when  they 
ad  agreed  that  it  was  desirable.  He 
was  aware  that  some  Amendments 
would  have  to  be  introduced  in  Com- 
mittee. He  would  put  the  BUI  down 
for  Thursday  week,  and,  in  the  interval, 
he  should  t^e  the  opportunity  of  going 
further  into  the  question  with  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  President  of  the 
Local  Government  Board. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."— (ifr.  Pell.) 

Mr.  SCLATER-BOOTH  had  no  ob- 
jection to  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill, 
but  was  obliged  to  point  out  that  the 
machinery  proposed  was  of  a  very  com- 
plicated character.    If  the  hon.  Meml>6r 
for  South  Leicestershire  (Mr.  Pell)  would 
confer  with  him  in   the  course  of  the 
week,  it  might,  perhaps,  be  cut  down 
into  a  more  convenient  form. 

Me.  DILLWYN  was  glad  to  hw 
that  the  Bill  was  likely  to  be  cut  dots 
into  a  form  that  would  enable  the  House 
to  discuss  it  this  Session,  which  would 
be  utterly  impossible  if  it  was  of  a  com- 
plicated character. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eommittd 
for  Thursday  next. 


METROPOLITAN  BOARD  OF  WOBK 
(MONEY)  BILL.— LEAVE. 

SiE  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBET80S 
moved  for  leave  to  bring  in  a  Bill  for 
further  amending  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  raising  of  money  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works,  and  for  other 
purposes  relating  thereto. 

Mb.  monk  objected  to  the  IfotioB, 
on  the  ground  that  no  Notice  had  ben 
given,  and  no  explanation  offered  ait» 
the  other  purposes  proposed  to  be  saa^ 
tioned  by  the  Bill. 

Sm  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  when  the  Notice  was  called 
on  by  the  Clerk  at  the  Table  he  (Sir 
Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson)  did  not  knov 
that  it  was  a  Qovemment  Notice.  He 
was,  of  course,  aware  that  the  bon. 
Member  for  Qloucester  (Mr.  Monk)  bad 
power  to  stop  the  Bill  at  this  stage,  and 
if  that  course  were  insisted  upon  be 
should  have  nothing  further  to  say.  He 
merely  pointed   out  that  this  wae  •> 
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mnial  Bill  of  the  Metropolitan  Board, 
nfingihem  renewed  powers  for  borrow- 
ing money  in  accordance  with  the  Acts 
of  Parliament  under  which  their  im- 
norements  were  carried  on.  The  Bill 
Bad  to  be  brought  in  every  year  by  the 
Treasury,  and,  in  doiog  so  on  the  present 
ooeaaion,  he  was  only  following  the 
action  of  his  Predecessors  in  former 
years,  and  that  taken  by  himself  last 
jear. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  opposed  the 
Motion  for  the  first  reading,  as  he  had 
leceiTed  no  assurance  that  the  Bill  would 
not  sanction  the  payment  of  expenses 
illegally  incurred  by  the  Board,  and  dis- 
tUowed  by  the  auditor. 

First    Beadine    deferred    imtil     To- 
mtrroWf  at  two  of  the  clock. 

PARLIAMENTARY  REPORTING. 

Lords  Message  [23rd  July]  eomidered: 
—Printed  Copy  to  be  communicated. 

nsisTBT  COURTS  (irelaitd)  (pbactice) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Callan,  Bill  to  regulate 
pndice  in  Registry  Courts  in  Ireland,  ordered 
to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Gallan,  Sir  Joseph 
.  H'KisniA,  and  Mr.  Fat. 

KlljvMfNM,  and  read  thefirst  time.  [Bill 259.] 

Home  adjourned  at  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    LORDS, 
Fridaif,  25th  July y  1879. 


[ 


tOTOTES.]— Public  Bills— Fir«^  Beading— 

Tsmpike  Acts  Continuance  *  (163). 
^imdJEtitdinff — Conyeyancing  and  Land  Trans- 

br (Scotland)  Act  (1874)  Amendment*  (141). 
(ktmitUe-'Beport'-SlAve  Trade  (East  African 

Courts)  •  (147). 
J^Muidinfi — Ck>mmons  Act  (1876)  Amend- 

«nt*  (162),  Bud  paued. 

AEMT    ORGANIZATION— SHORT    SER- 
VICE— THE  ZULU  CAMPAIGN. 
0B8EBVATI0NS. 

LoBD  8TBATHNAIEN  rose  to  call 
ittention  to  the  unsatisfactory  state  of 
fta  Anny  owinff  to  the  substitution  of 
durt  serrice  without  pension  for  loDg 


service  with  pension  ;  also  to  the  neglect 
of  the  first  and  elementary  rules  of  the 
art  of  war  exhibited  in  the  recent  opera- 
tions in  South  Africa.  The  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  said:  My  Lords,  I  will 
not  now  say  a  word  which  will  not  be 
in  harmony  with  the  general  joy,  in 
which  no  one  shares  more  sincerely  Uian 
myself,  caused  by  the  good  news  of  the 
important  success  in  South  Africa,  gained 
by  a  skilfully-combined  plan  of  opera- 
tions, in  spite  of  serious  difficulties  of 
ground  and  transport,  which  does  great 
credit  to  the  general  officer  in  com- 
mand. The  importance  of  the  mili- 
tary question  to  which  I  solicited  your 
Lordships'  attention  on  the  dOth  of 
May,  and  which  I  now  submit,  cannot 
be  exaggerated.  For  it  is  the  failure— 
the  break  down — of  the  great  experi- 
ment, the  fundamental  change  of  Army 
organization,  the  short-service  system 
without  pension,  and  its  adjuncts,  intro- 
duced by  the  Army  Enlistment  Act  of 
1870  by  the  civil  Head  of  the  Army. 
The  military  Peers,  the  Peers  with  miH- 
tary  interests,  and  nearly  the  totality  of 
the  most  experienced  officers  of  the  Army, 
predicted  this  failure  from  the  first  on 
account  of  the  inherent  defects  of  this 
system,  and  of  which  the  chief  one  is 
its  false  and  impracticable  foundation. 
A  knowledge  of  the  two  services, 
long  and  short,  will  facilitate  the  solu- 
tion of  the  question.  I  beg  to  submit, 
therefore,  their  short  history.  The 
Act  allowed  long  service  with  pensions 
to  continue  its  recruiting ;  but  it  em- 
powered the  War  Office  to  regulate  the 
recruiting  for  both  services.  The  mili- 
tary Head  of  the  Army  differed  from  his 
civil  Colleague  in  the  terms  I  stated  to 
your  Lordships  on  the  30th  of  May  last. 
But  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  engaged  that  the  short  service  should 
not  interfere  with,  but  assist,  long  ser- 
vice. The  illustrious  Duke  the  Com- 
mander-in-Chief accepted  the  engage- 
ment, saying  that  provided  short  service 
went  pari  passu  with  long  service  he 
would  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill.  Your  Lordships  will  see  from  the 
sequel,  and  regret  with  me,  I  am  per- 
suaded, the  impolicy  and  want  of  gratitude 
with  which  tlie  long  service  Army  with 
pension,  and  the  patriotic  lower  classes 
who  have  always  recruited  it,  have  been 
treated — classes  whom  the  Sovereign, 
both  Houses  of  Parliament,  and  the 
Commander-in-Chiefy  have  so  often  a 
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so  sincerely  thanked  for  good  and  gallant 
service  in  every  quarter  of  the  globe. 
The  Recruiting  Department  reported,  in 
1871,  to  the  War  Office  that  the  long 
service  with  pension  was  so  popular  that 
it  was  altogether  outstripping  short  ser- 
vice without  pension,  wmch  would  thus 
be  discredited  and  swamped.  The  War 
Office,  on  this,  in  spite  of  their  engage- 
ment to  the  Commander-in-Chief,  sus- 
pended till  further  orders  the  recruiting 
for  loDg  service.  This  act  created  serious 
dissatisfaction  and  complaints  in  your 
Lordships'  House,  and  the  long  service 
was  released  from  suspension,  but  fet- 
tered with  vexatious  restrictions  as  to 
the  right  of  the  soldier  to  pensions, 
which — coupled  with  the  suspension  and 
the  unfavourable  feeling  to  pension  dis- 
played in  Government  speeches — shook 
the  confidence  of  the  recruiting  classes 
in  the  validity  of  pension  and  in  the 
good  faith  of  the  Government  with  re- 
gard to  it.  This  mistrust  was  increased 
by  a  reduction  of  the  recruiting  for  the 
pension  service  to  25  per  cent,  and  by 
subjecting  the  right  of  the  soldier  to 
pension  to  a  double  veto,  one  from  his 
commanding  officer  and  another  from  the 
War  Office.  The  opponents  of  pension 
did  not  deny  that  pension  was  the  best 
guarantee  of  the  soldier's  discipline,  but 
justified  the  raid  on  the  soldier's  pension 
by  the  necessity  of  diminishing  the  im- 
mense cost  of  the  Army.  But  the  truth 
was,  as  I  said  in  Parliament  at  the  time 
without  contradiction,  that  the  soldier's 
retiring  pension  was  sacrificed  to  pay  the 
officers'  retirement,  abolished  with  pur- 
chase, and  which  the  Gt)vernment  would 
have  had  to  pay.  Thus  encompassed  and 
discredited  by  its  own  authorities,  it  was 
not  possible  that  a  pension  Army  could 
continue,  and  as  such  it  has  virtually 
come  to  an  end.  I  solicit  your  Lordships' 
special  attention  to  the  impolicy  of  shunt- 
ing a  very  efficient  and  successful  pen- 
sion Army,  and  leaving  England  and 
her  foreign  policy  under  the  guardian- 
ship of  a  short-service  Army,  which  not 
only  has  never  been  tested,  but  has 
given  proof  of  unsound  foundation  by 
unparalleled  desertions,  immensely  ex- 
pensive and  inefficient  reliefs  for  India, 
and  then  afterwards  breaking  down 
at  home  and  in  South  Africa,  as  is 
proved  officially  by  despatches,  endless 
Eetums,  and  facts.  In  the  interests  of 
an  efficient  successor  to  the  present  Army 
organization,  I  beg  to  ask  your  Lordships 
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to  listen  to  thedesoriptionoftheadimnUe 
groundwork  and  principles  of  the  long- 
service  system  which  short  senriee  does 
not  possess.  The  groundwork  is  pension 
— which  the  unit^  opinion  of  uie  offi- 
cers and  the  men  of  the  British  Army 
declare  to   be   the  best  g^oarantee  of 
the  soldier's  discipline,   good  oondnct, 
and  esprit  de  eorp%.    The  principles  are, 
firstly,  as  regards  the  physique  of  the 
recruit.    No  Company,   however  great 
and  prosperous,  can  give  a  retiring  pen- 
sion to  their  servants.    The  Government 
alone  can  give  a  retiring  pension  to  their 
soldiers;  and  the  pension  which  saves 
the  soldier  from  the  workhouse  has  not 
only  rendered  recruiting  from  ancient 
time   popular  and  a   household  word 
in  this  country,  but  enables  the  Gt)vern- 
ment  to  obtain  in  the  labour  market  the 
recruit  with  the  best  physique  for  war 
and  its  hardships.    The  English  people, 
as  generous  as  they  are  just,  have  never 
begrudged    the    soldier    his    penmon. 
Secondly,  as  regards  the  morale  of  the 
recruit — pension  has  the  advantage  d 
obtaining  the  recruit  with  enterprizing 
spirit  who  prefers  a  soldier's  life  to  a  life 
of  labour,  and  whom  discipline  makee 
a  capital  soldier ;  and,  for  this  reason, 
foreign  officers  consider  that  an  EDgU 
Army  is  the  most  military  one  in  tiie 
world.    Thirdly,  pension  and  long  sw- 
vice  lessen  the  objection  of  18  years,  our 
enlisting  age,  as  the  recruits  can  be  hus- 
banded for  two  years  till  20,  the  age  of 
medical  efficiency,  and  be  capable  of  8  or 
10  years'  service,  according  to  the  tenni 
of  their  enlistment,  in  the  prime  of  lif6> 
The  old  pensioner — who  is  worth  all  the 
recruiting  sergeants — speaking  with  the 
authority  of  his  long  experience,  teDs 
the  adventurous  spirit  of  the  village  or 
family  who  prefers  a  life  of  adventure  to 
a  life  of  labour  to  do  as  his  forefathen 
did — enlist,  make  the  regiment  his  bom^ 
follow  its  fortunes  wherever  they  leal 
him,  obey  and  respect  his  officers,  who, 
if  he  be  a  ^ood  soldier,  will  be  his  fnenda 
as  well  as  nis  superiors,  to  hesitate  be- 
fore no  sacrifice  of  his  life  and  health; 
and  tells  him  that  if  he  should  be  spared 
from  the  casualties  of  war  he  will  retora 
to  home  with  pension  and  independesco 
from  the  workhouse,  and  with  a  doable 
welcome  from  his  belongings,  one  for 
his  return,  and  the  other  for  his  var 
medals  and  regimental  certificate  of  sood 
conduct — proofs  of  the  gratitude  of  hie 
Sovereign  and  the   generosity  of  hii 
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flonntry.  When  the  Duke  of  Wellington 
entreated  your  Lordships'  House  never 
to  forget    the    value    of   old-seasoned 
loldiera,  he  had  in  his  mind  the  pension 
Army  with  whom,  in  a  series  of  immortal 
Tictories,  he  had  hy  the  most  consummate 
B^tegy — a  diversion  in  the  Peninsula 
against  Napoleon's  universal  conquests 
—saved    England    and    her    liberties 
from  invasion,  rescued  Spain  and  Por- 
tugal from  usurpation  and  military  des- 
potism, forced  his  way  through  the  dan- 
gerous passes  of  the  Pyreneean  ranges, 
ind  established  his  military  power  in 
the  South  of  France  in  support  of  the 
Allied  Armies,  who,  after  Bussia,  by  her 
heroic  and  patriotic  resistance  to  Napo- 
leon's invasion,  had  not  only  expelled 
Ids  Armies  from  her  soil,  but  had  also 
enabled  united  Germany  to  free  herself 
in  1813  from  French  conquest  and  in- 
flnence  by  the  great  victory  at  Leipsic, 
and  the  less  important  one  at  Hanau, 
nocesses  of  which  the  fruits  were  the 
inTadon  of  France  and  the  occupation 
of  Paris  by  the  German   and  Hussian 
Annies.      Waterloo,    won     with     the 
aid  of  the   brave  Prussian  Army,  and 
tile  march  to  Paris,  crowned  the  suc- 
oeiees  of  the  Duke  of  Wellington  and 
of  his  pension  Army.      In   1854,   the 
pension  Army,  under  Lord  Eaglan,  in 
oo-operation  with  our  gallant  Allies  the 
IVench,  won  Alma  and  the  sanguinary 
Wtle  of  Inkerman.    In  1857  to   1868 
the  pension  Army,  under  the  unusual 
llardships  and  trials  of   summer   and 
txopical  heat,  in  hard  sieges  and  engage- 
ments, saved  India.     I  now  venture,  my 
liords,    to    consider    short  service,   its 
Sronndwork  and  principles.  The  ground- 
"Work  is  mixed  civil  and  military  employ- 
Uient,  in  which  the  civil  predominates, 
irith  no  pension.     The  principles  are — 
firstly,  short  service  with  the  Colours 
for  the  first  six  years,   and  discharge ; 
tecondly,  service  in  the  First  Class  Army 
Bcserve  for  six  years,  with  a  small  pay 
from  the  Government  and  wages  of  civil 
employment,   which    the    soldier  must 
find  to  make  up  the  moans  of  existence ; 
tad,  thirdly,  as  he  has  no  pension,  his 
ftitnre  is  civil  employment  for  which  he 
has  acquired  experience  and  taste.    The 
>enilt  is  that  the  short-service  non-com- 
i&issioned  officers  and  privates  look  on 
^vil  service  and  not  the  Army  as  their 
career  and  their  future.     This  feeling, 
the  shortness  of  their  service,  and  the 
instant  transfer  of  officers  and  men 
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from  their  regiments,  and  more  than  all, 
no  pension,  cause  the  non-commissioned 
officers  and  privates  to  have  no  attach- 
ment for  their  officers  and  regiment,  no 
etfprit  de  carps ,  and,  worse  than  all,  an 
immense  amount  of  desertion  which  it 
was  hoped  to  check  by  deferred  pay — a 
very  questionable  attraction,  and  which 
has  had  no  effect  on  the  labour  market. 
These  military  shortcomings  naturally 
engender  lukewarmness  in  the  perform- 
ance of  their  duties  by  the  non-commis- 
sioned officers  and  men.     The  non-com- 
missioned  'officers    are    generally    too 
young  and  inexperienced    to    exercise 
their  authority,  and  the  men  generally 
do  not  obey  with  alacrity,  but  too  often 
with  reluctance.     It  is  a  dangerous  fea- 
ture of  short  service  that  the  best  men 
are  generally  unwilling  to  be  made  non- 
commissioned officers — of  which  the  re- 
sult is  that  unfit  men  are  promoted. 
The  noble  Viscount  (Viscount  Card  well), 
on  the  introduction    of   short  service, 
stated  that  the  Prussian  short  service 
lay  at  the  root  of  all  his  reforms — that 
it  was  his  model ;  but,  my  Lords,  it  was 
an  impossibility  that  he  could  copy  his 
model  and  construct  English  short  ser- 
vice on  the  Prussian  model ;  and  at  his 
first  start  he  was  stopped  by  an  insur- 
mountable obstacle.     The  Prussian  re- 
cruiting   is    perfectly   compulsory   and 
despotic,  whilst  the  English  is  perfectly 
voluntary  and  constitutional;  and,  there- 
fore, the  result  is  as  different  as  nega- 
tive and  affirmative.     The  German  Go- 
vernment  force  the  whole  male  popu- 
lation of  Germany  of  20  years  of  age 
to  join  the  Army,   and  subject  them 
to  two  searching  medical  examinations, 
obtaining  thus  the  flower  of  the  popula- 
tion.    But  the  English  Government  can 
only  obtain  recruits  by  voluntary  enlist- 
ment without  pension;   and  therefore, 
so  far  from  obtaining  the  flower  of  the 
population  at  20  years  of  age,  they  are 
forced  to  take  striplings  at  18,  and  lite- 
rallv  to  take  the  refuse  of  the  labour 
market — so  much  so,  that  the  War  Office, 
to  obtain  a  paper  strength,  are  obliged 
to  shut  their  e3'es  to  fraudulent  enlist- 
ment, which  crowds  the  ranks  of  tho 
Army  with  boys  whom  no  other  em- 
ployer will  engage.     The  recent  official 
and  published  Correspondence  between 
Lord  Chelmsford,  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  and 
the  War  Office,  proves  that  the  urgent 
want    of   the    Commander-in-Chief   in 
South  Africa  was  seasoned  and  well- 
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trained  soldiers,  and  that  as  the  same 
want  of  seasoned  and  well  -  trained 
soldiers  existed  in  England,  for  the  War 
Department  were  compelled  to  send 
1,000  men  of  the  Sea  Forces  to  re-inforee 
the  Land  Forces  in  South  Africa.  Under 
these  circumstances,  the  reflection — than 
which  nothing  can  be  more  serious — 
irresistibly  presents  itself,  that  if  Eng- 
land had  gone  to  war,  two  years  ago,  in 
defence  of  British  rights,  the  exposure 
in  Turkey  of  our  military  inefficiency, 
and  the  lamentable  consequences  which 
have  occurred  in  South  Africa,  would 
have  been  the  most  fatal  blow  to  our 
military  and  political  influence  that  has 
ever  occurred.  The  facts  stated  in  my 
speech  of  the  30th  May  respecting  the 
defects  of  short  service  have  never  been 
answered.  I  have  now,  my  Lords, 
arrived  at  an  aspect  of  the  military 
question  which  is  a  very  delicate  one ; 
but  its  importance  supersedes  its  deli- 
cacy. It  is  the  attitude  of  Her  Maj esty 's 
Government,  and  more  particularly  of 
its  most  distinguished  Premier,  from  an 
early  date,  with  regard  to  short  and 
long  service.  My  noble  Friend,  together 
with  other  Members  of  both  Houses, 
first  supported  long  service  with  pension, 
and  then  suddenly  and  unexpectedly 
made  a  speech  in  the  House  of  Commons 
against  it.  Others  of  Her  Majesty's 
Ministers  adopted  the  military  policy  of 
their  Predecessors  on  coming  into  Office. 
They  stated  as  reasons  for  doing  so  that 
it  was  necessary  to  try  so  expensive  and 
so  extensive  a  scheme.  Others  said 
that,  having  spent  so  much  money,  there 
was  nothing  for  it  but  to  make  the  best 
of  it.  On  the  other  hand,  I  must  ob- 
serve that  the  Ministry  went  farther 
than  that ;  for  they  proposed  to  extend 
the  short  service  to  Cavalry  and  Artillery, 
of  which  other  Peers  and  myself  showed 
the  impossibility.  But  it  is  common 
justice  that  I  should  say  that  several 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ministers  are  said — 
and  I  believe  it  is  so — to  be  opposed  to 
short  service.  I  do  not  wish  to  develop 
further  this  delicate  subject  than  to  say 
that  I  think  your  Lordships  will  agree 
with  me  tliat  it  would  be  extremely  de- 
sirable that  my  noble  Friend  at  the 
head  of  Her  lifajesty's  Government 
should,  in  the  interests  of  the  all-impor- 
tant question  now  before  your  Lord- 
ships' House,  state  whether  they  have 
retained  or  modified  their  present  opi- 
nion, or  £etumed  to  their  former  opinion 
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as  to  long  service  with  pension  and  short 
service  without  pension. 

LoED  ELLENBOROUGH  fully  con- 
curred with  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
in  thinking  that  short  service  had  been 
in  many  respects  injurious  to  the  Army ; 
although,  no  doubt,  if  a  scheme  of  retire- 
ment was  properly  earned  out,  it  would 
have  the  advantage  of  creating  an  effi- 
cient body  of  Eeserves.     He  could  not 
speak  too  strongly  in  favour  of  a  system 
of  pensions.  The  loyalty,  combined  with 
efficiency,  of  the  Madras  Army  during 
the  late  Mutiny  was  to  be  attributed,  in 
a  very  g^eat  degree,  to  the  system  of 
pensions  that  existed  in  that  Presidencj 
of  the  Empire  in  India.     He  believed 
that  all  but  the  youngest  and  most  in- 
experienced officers — namely,  those  on 
whose    opinions    commanding    offioei* 
had  been  told  in  *'  another  place"  to 
base  their  opinions — were  agreed  thit 
it  was  absolutely  necessary  to  have  % 
system  of  pensions  concurrently  with  % 
certain  duration  of  service,  and  to  con- 
tinue such  a  system  in  respect  to  both 
European  as  well  as  East  and  West  In- 
dian soldiers,  of  all  ranks,  in  either  Armj. 

The  Marquess  op  LANSDOWNE 
complained  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  (Lord  Stnth- 
naim)  had  departed  from  the  NoticM 
which  had  for  some  time  stood  in  his 
name  on  the  Paper.  The  Notice,  tf  it 
first  stood,  was — 

"  To  call  attention  to  tho  lamentable  coo»- 
quenccs  reBulting  from  the  neglect  of  tbelM 
and  olcmentary  mlee  of  militarr  tactics  oi 
strategy  lately  exhibited  in  the  recent  opentiflM 
of  He/Majesty's  Forces  in  South  Afnca;  iw 
to  ask  Her  Majesty's  Government  -when  there- 
commendation  of  the  Joint  Committee  of  tke 
War  Office  and  the  Civil  Service  Commiwflofl" 
appointed  to  consider  the  question  whether  the 
present  literary  examinations  for  the  Ainj 
should  be  supplemented  by  physical  competi^ 
will  bo  acted  upon  P  " 

The  noble  and  gallant  Lord  had  keptoB 
the  Notices  a  wholesale  indictment 
against  those  responsible  for  thecondnct 
of  the  recent  operations  in  South  Africa. 
He  allowed  that  Notice  to  remain  upon 
the  Paper  up  to  the  last  moment,  and 
then  withdrew  it,  and  delivered  a  lenglhj 
statement  on  a  subject  which  he  had  only 

Sut  on  the  Paper  that  morning.  The 
fotice,  as  it  appeared  on  the  Papers  de- 
livered to  their  Lordships  that  momingi 
was  divided  into  two.  The  first  Question 
related  to  the  question  of  examinations 
for  commissions,  and  the  second  to  short 
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Old  long  service  systems  and  the  opera- 
tions in  South  Africa.  But  the  nohle 
and  gallant  Lord  never  referred  to  the 
first,  and  did  not  touch  upon  the  second 
branch  of  the  spcond  Motion 

Lord  8TRATHNA1RN  observed,  that 
he  had  stated  his  reason  for  not  bring- 
ing forward  his  original  Motion,  which 
ihowed  the  want  of  foundation  of  the 
criticism  of  the  noble  Marquess. 

The  Makquess  of  LANSDOWNE, 
in  continuation,  said,  that  he  should  not 
then  discuss  the  question  of  long  and 
ihort  service.  Their  Lordships  had  had 
many  discussions  on  the  subject,  and 
the  conclusion  which  was  arrived  at  was 
this — that  the  country  should  have  an 
elastic  Army — an  Army  with  a  Reserve ; 
but  in  all  his  criticisms  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  had  never  attempted  to 
ULow  how  an  Army  with  a  second  line 
eonld  be  supplied  if  we  reverted  to  the 
old  system  of  long  service.  The  question 
▼aa  now  under  the  consideration  of  a 
strong  Military  Commission.  If  the 
short-service  system  required  alteration, 
that  alteration  would,  no  doubt,  be 
made ;  but  he  thought  it  was  too  late  to 
come  to  their  Lordships  and  propose 
that  we  should  revert  to  the  old  system 
of  long  service  with  pension. 

YiscouNT  BURY  said,  he  must  confess 
that  he  had  experienced  the  same  diffi- 
culty as  the  noble  Marquess  with  respect 
to  the  Notice  of  his  noble  and  gallant 
lUend.  Up  to  that  morning,  as  the  noble 
iCarquess  stated,  the  noble  and  gallant 
Xord  had  had  a  Notice  on  the  Paper — 

'*  To  call  attention  to  the  lamentable  consc- 
^nences  resulting  from  the  neglect  of  the  first 
sad  elementary  rales  of  military  tactics  and 
itrategy  lately  exhibited  in  the  recent  operations 
of  Her  Majesty's  Forces  in  South  Africa." 

yifnw,  it  would  be  obvious  to  the  House 
that  a  Notice  that  had  been  on  the 
leaner  for  several  weeks  must  be  taken 
to  nave  contained  the  expression  of  the 
leliber&te  judgment  of  his  noble  and 
gillant  Friend ;  indeed,  the  Notice  they 
Vers  now  discussing  ended  with  words 
to  the  same  effect  and  in  very  much  the 
■nne  terms.  That,  then,  was  the  de- 
liberate judgment  of  his  noble  and  gal- 
luit  Friend  upon  the  conduct  of  the 
operations  in  South  Africa;  although,  in 
Mnseauence  of  the  success  that  had  at- 
tendea  our  arms,  he  would  now  say  no- 
flun^  on  the  subject,  but  be  content  to 
participate  in  the  general  satisfaction. 
He  had  only  one  word  to  say  with  re- 


gard to  our  strategy  in  South  Africa. 
When  the  Notice  that  had  been  so  long 
on  the  Paper  had  first  appeared  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  know  how  to  answer  the 
question,  if  it  arose,  and  had  even  ima- 
gined that  it  might,  perhaps,  be  neces- 
sary for  him  to  renew  his  acquaintance 
with  Hamley's  Art  of  War,     There  was 
only  the  assertion  of  the  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  that  the  elementary  principles 
of  war  had  been  neglected  ;  and  it  was 
difficult,  on  the  strength  of  that  simple 
assertion,  for  him  to  defend  those  who 
were  doing  their  duty  in  a  distant  coun- 
try.    It  was  hardly  fair,  it  appeared  to 
him,  that  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend 
should  have  put  such  a  Notice  as  he  had 
done  on  the  Paper.     The  noble  and  gal- 
lant Lord  was  a  man  whom  the  country 
had  delighted  to  honour ;  he  had  won 
the  baton  of  a  Field  Marshal,  and  had 
obtained  as  the  reward  of  his  services  a 
seat  in  that  House.     Words  of  praise  or 
blame,  therefore,  coming  from  such  a 
man  carried  with  them  a  greater  sting 
and  more  power  to  wound  than  if  they 
had  been  uttered  by  a  person  of  less  dis- 
tinction.    He  was  glad,  he  might  add, 
that  the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  had  not, 
on  the  present  occasion,  gone  into  the 
details  on  which  he  founded  his  opinion 
as  to  the  want  of  military  knowledge  on 
the  part  of  our  Commanders  in  South 
Africa;  and  he  would   only  say  upon 
that  point  that  their  strategy  had,  at  all 
events,  been  crowned  with  success,  and 
that — so  far  as  he  knew  up  to  the  pre- 
sent moment — the  plans  which  had  been 
formed  at  the  beginning  of  the  campaign 
had  been  carried  to  a  triumphal  issue 
and  the  power  of  the  Zulu  Forces  broken. 
Their  Lordships  would  share  with  the 
noble   and   gallant   Lord  the   pleasure 
which  he  had  expressed  at  that  result ; 
but  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  that  we 
did  not  as  yet  know  all  the  difficulties 
which  had   to    be    encountered ;    and, 
speaking,  as  it  was  it  his  duty  to  do,  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  he  must 
deprecate  anything  like  hasty  criticism 
and  pay  regard  only  to  the  solid  results 
which  had  been  obtained.     The  rest  of 
the   speech   of    his   noble  and   gallant 
Friend  had  been  chiefly  devoted  to  pass- 
ing a  panegyric  on  long,  at  the  expense 
of  short,  service.   The  noble  and  gallant 
Lord  had  entered,  in  the  course  of  his 
observations,  into  a  great  many  detail^ 
which  were,  no  doubt,  highly  valual " 
but  there  was  a  Committee  sitl 
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the  subject,  before  which  all  the  evidence 
which  could  be  procured  with  respect  to 
it  was  being  placed,  and  he  now  invited 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  to  lay  before 
that  Committee  his  opinions  and  views 
upon  the  question.  No  man's  evidence 
could  carry  with  it  greater  authority  ; 
and  he  might,  he  thought,  with  confi- 
dence, assure  him  that  the  officers  who 
composed  the  Committee  would  be  only 
too  glad  to  welcome  any  contribution  to 
the  elucidation  of  the  subject  with  which 
they  had  to  deal  which  the  noble  and 
gallant  Lord  might  make.  The  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  said  under  20  was  not 
an  age  at  which  soldiers  should  be  re- 
cruited ;  and  it  was,  he  (Viscount  Bury) 
supposed,  granted  on  all  hands  that  if 
that  it  had  been  won  principally  by  boys, 
recruits  of  maturer  years  could  be  se- 
cured it  would  be  desirable  to  obtain 
them.  It  should  not,  however,  be  "for- 
gotten that  under  our  system  of  recruit- 
ing we  had  to  go  into  the  labour  market 
and  to  compete  with  all  the  various 
trades  in  the  country,  which  were  glad 
to  employ  young  and  active  men.  If, 
therefore,  we  were  not  prepared  to 
pay  the  sum  of  money  which  would  en- 
able the  Government  successfully  to  com- 
pete with  these  trades,  the  only  resource 
which  was  open  was  to  catch  for  the 
Army  the  best  men  we  could.  How  to 
do  so  was  the  very  crux  of  the  whole 
matter  which  was  being  discused  by  the 
Committee  to  which  he  had  already  re- 
ferred. The  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
had  throughout  his  speech  talked  of  long 
and  short  service ;  but  he,  in  the  same 
breath,  talked  of  service  for  10  years, 
which,  as  their  Lordships  were  aware, 
was  not  long  service.  When  men  were 
now  enlisted  for  1 2  years  it  was  a  mere 
matter  of  detail  whether  they  remained 
six  years  with  the  Colours  and  were  then 
passed  into  the  Reserve,  or  whether 
they  were  kept  only  three  years  with  the 
Colours.  The  noble  and  gallant  Lord 
seemed  to  think  that  he  had  a  better 
plan  to  recommend;  but,  if  so,  why 
should  he  not  lay  that  plan  before  the 
Committee  ?  His  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  had  passed  a  well-deserved  eulo- 
gium  on  the  Armies  of  the  Duke  of 
Marlborough  and  the  Duke  of  Wel- 
lington ;  and  he  .had  mentioned  battles, 
such  as  that  of  Waterloo,  which  he 
seemed  to  imagine  had  been  won  by 
long-service  soldiers.  He  (Viscount 
Bury),  however,  had    often  heard  his 
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own  father,  who  was  in  that  battle,  saj 
and  that  the  regiment  in  which  he  him- 
self was  was  composed  of  boys.     So, 
although  the  soldiers  now  in  the  ranks 
of  our  Army  might  be  immature  boys, 
they  had  yet  acquitted  themselves  Uke 
men  in  Zululand.     Of  all  savage  tribes 
which  we  had  ever  had  to  encx>anter — 
he  did  not,  of  course,  mean  to  compare 
them  with  European  Armies — ^the  Zulus 
seemed  to  be,  by  all  accounts,  incom- 
parably the  finest  soldiers.    Neverthe- 
less, outnumbered  many  times  as  they 
had  been,  those  boys,  to  whom  the  noble 
and  gallant  Lord  seemed  to  object,  had 
stood    steady  in    the    field  against  an 
enemy  with  the  prestige  of  having  in- 
flicted on  our  troops  more  than  one  con- 
siderable blow,  and  despite  the  terror 
which  always  accompanied  warfare  of  the 
kind.     They  had,  moreover,  won  a  Tic- 
tory  which  proved  that,  although  they 
might  be  immature  in  point  of  years, 
theyyet  had  themanhoodof  Englishmen, 
and  were,  in  a  word,  true  English  soldiers. 
The  Duke  of  CAMBRIDGE  said,  he 
did  not  propose  to  enter  into  any  of  the 
questions  which  had  been  brought  under 
the  notice  of  their  Lordships  by  his  noble 
and  gallant  Friend — on  whose  opinions 
he  set  the  highest  value — because,  to 
discuss  these  questions  at  the  present 
moment    would,    he    agreed  with  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  be 
somewhat  premature,  remembering  that 
it  was    being  investigated  by  a  Oani- 
mittee    whose  recommendations  might 
lead  to  great  changes.      The  views  of 
the  noble  and  gallant  Lord  were,  un- 
doubtedly, worthy  of  great  attention;  and 
it  certainly  appeared  to  him  that  his  noble 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  made  a  wise   suggestion  in 
advising  his  noble  and  gallant  Friend  to 
go  before  the  Committee,  and  he  hoped 
his  noble  and  gallant  Friend  would  act 
in  accordance  with  that  suggestion.  He 
had    himself   given    evidence  for  two 
hours  that  day ;  and  the  opinion  of  the 
noble  and  gallant  Lord  might  be  taken 
in  the  same  way.     As   he  had  before 
said,  he  did  not  think  he  would  be  jus- 
tified in  giving  any  opinion  one  way  or 
the  other  on  a  question  which  was  at 
present    undergoing,    as    it    were,  » 
judicial    investigation.     Therefore,  he 
hoped  his  silence  on  that  subject  would 
not  be  regarded  as  disrespectful  to  his 
noble    and    gallant    Friend  or  to  the 
House.    He  could  assure  his  noblo  and 
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gallant  Friend  that  nothing  had  given 
him  greater  satisfaction  since  he  entered 
the  House  than  to  hear  the  generous 
statement  of  his  noble  and  gallant 
Friend  that  he  had  struck  out  the  latter 
part  of  his  Notice  of  Motion,  the  pressing 
of  which  might  have  had  the  appearance 
of  some  want  of  cordiality  with  the  men 
who  were  now  fighting  our  battles  in 
Zululand.  There  was  but  one  senti- 
ment of  delight  and  rejoicing  at  the 
great  success  which  our  arms  had 
achieved  in  Zululand,  and  he  was  sure 
that  no  one  entered  more  cordially  into 
that  spirit  of  satisfaction  than  his  noble 
and  gallant  Friend. 

Earl  FORTE30UE  observed,  that 
he  could  not  agree  that  all  discussion 
oaght  now  to  be  suspended  because  a 
Boyal  Commission  had  been  appointed. 
It  required  no  Royal  Commission  to  find 
oat  that  when,  as  had  long  notoriously 
been  the  case,  the  mass  of  recruits  en- 
listed at  about  17,  if  they  were  passed 
into  the  Reserve  after  six  years*  service 
or  less,  instead  of  remaining  with  the 
Colours  for  12  years,  a  very  large  pro- 
portion of  the  Army  must  consist  of  lads 
under  age,  unfit,  as  the  highest  medical 
authorities  had  repeatedly  stated  and 
experience  had  shown,  to  face  either  the 
fatigue  and  hardships  of  a  campaign  or 
exposure  to  tropical  climates.  The  re- 
monstrances of  sanitary  reformers  had 
obtained  a  promise  that  lads  under  20 
ihould  not  be  sent  out  to  India.  There 
▼88  more  apparent  than  real  economy 
in  the  present  system ;  because  the  ex- 
pense, not  only  of  bringing  back  from 
distant  stations  men  whose  term  of  ser- 
▼ice  had  expired,  but  also  of  sending 
out  others  to  replace  them,  was  very  con- 
siderable. At  the  same  time,  it  was  a 
great  thing  to  have,  at  last,  created 
something  of  a  reserve,  though  at  the 
expense  of  the  present  efficiency  of  the 
Amy,  as  regarded  the  general  age,  not 
only  of  the  privates,  but  of  the  non- 
oommissioned  officers,  many  of  whom 
were  now  far  too  young,  some  of  18  and 
19,  many  of  20  and  21.  He  was  glad 
a  Commission  had  been  appointed; 
there  was  much  for  them  to  inquire  into 
and  consider,  and  especially  the  difficult 
queetion  how  our  Army  could  be  pro- 
Tided  with  duly  qualified  non-commis- 
sioned officers  and  men  fitted  by  age 
and  maturity  to  undergo  the  luirdsliips 
of  a  campaign  or  to  be  sent  to  tropical 
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INDIA— CRIMINAL    LAW— USE   OF 
TORTURE.— QUESTION. 

Lord  STANLEY  of  ALDERLEY 
asked  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 
Whether  he  would  lay  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House  the  judgment  of  the  High 
Court  Judges  with  respect  to  the  use  by 
Mr.  Cox  of  burning  camphor  to  elicit 
evidence,  Mr.  Cox's  written  statement, 
and  the  despatch  of  the  Madras  Govern- 
ment on  the  subject  ? 

Viscount  CRANBEOOK,  in  reply, 
said,  a  Question  on  this  subject  was  asked 
in  the  other  House,  and  he  had  no  addi- 
tional information  to  that  given  by  the 
Under  Secretary.  There  was  no  doubt 
Mr.  Cox  had  been  gnilty  of  considerable 
irregularities;  but  there  was  no  question 
of  torture  involved.  No  order  was 
made  by  the  High  Court;  but  on  the 
facts  cominc:  to  the  notice  of  the  Go- 
vernment Mr.  Cox  was  censured.  He 
had  been  seven  years  in  the  Service,  and 
there  had  ^een  no  previous  complaint 
against  him  of  any  kind.  Mr.  Cox, 
during  the  Famine,  had  been  very  active, 
and  it  was  thought  by  his  Grace  the 
Governor  that  the  conduct  of  Mr.  Cox 
having  been  condemned  nothing  more 
need  be  done. 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter  before 
Seven  o'clock,  to  Monday  next. 

Eleven  o'clock. 
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The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
PRIVATE    BUSINESS. 

THAMES  RIVER  (PREVENTION  OF 
FLOODS)  BILL  {by  Order.) 

OONSIDEAATIOK    OF    LOBDS'   AMBKDMIENTS. 

Order   for    Oonsideration  of   Lords' 
Amendments,  read. 

Clause   16a  (Provision    as  to    Dock 
Companies). 

Sib  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  said,  he 
would  not  detain  the  House  for  more 
than  a  few  minutes  by  the  remarks  he 
wished  to  make  in  reference  to  this 
clause;  but  he  should  not  like  to  see 
the  clause  inserted  in  the  Bill,  under 
the  circumstances  in  which  it  had  been 
placed  in  the  Bill,  without  saying  a  few 
words  on  the  subject.  The  Bill  was  one 
which  was  introduced  by  the  Metropoli- 
tan Board  of  Works  for  the  purpose  of 
dealing  with  the  prevention  of  floods, 
and  the  present  clause  was  inserted  by 
the  Committee  of  the  House  of  Lords 
after  the  Bill  left  the  House  of  Com- 
mons. In  the  Committee  of  the  House 
of  Commons,  of  which  he  was  a  Mem- 
ber, the  Bill  was  carefully  considered, 
and  the  Metropolitan  Board  were  suc- 
cessful in  keeping  the  Bill  intact,  so  far 
as  all  its  main  provisions  were  con- 
cerned, and  especially  in  regard  to  the 
area  of  taxation,  upon  which  the  great 
fight  took  place.  There  were,  however, 
secondary  questions  raised,  and  among 
them  was  the  question  of  arbitration. 
The  Bill  was  opposed  by  the  Corpora- 
tion of  London,  Dy  the  Conservators  of 
the  Eiver  Thames,  and  by  various  public 
Bodies — Vestries  and  wharfingers,  and 
local  individuals,  who  had  frontages 
upon  the  River.  A  very  large  number  of 
counsel  made  speeches  to  the  Committee, 
in  which  they  touched  upon  the  question 
of  arbitration  raised  by  the  present 
clause,  and  the  line  taken  by  the  Metro- 
politan Board  of  Works  as  promoters  of 
the  Bill  was  that  of  opposition  to  all 
proposals  of  the  kind.  They  said  that 
they  were  perfectly  competent  to  under- 
take all  the  duties  themselves,  and  the 
Committee  maintained  them  in  that 
view.  He  thought  that  both  the  oppo- 
nents of  the  Bill,  as  regarded  the  prin- 
ciple of  taxation  and  the  promoters  of 


the  measure,  were  unanimous  in  resist- 
ing the  concession  of  arbitration  from 
the  outside,  and  the  Metropolitan  Board 
strongly  contended  that  they,  as  a  public 
Body,  ought  to   be  competent  to  dis- 
charge the  duty.     But  he  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke)  now  discovered  that,  at  that 
very  time,  the  Metropolitan  Board  had 
agreed  with  one  set  of  the  opponents 
represented'  by    counsel — namely,  the 
Dock  Companies — to  introduce  an  arbi- 
tration clause  for  their  benefit,  and  that 
clause  was   accordingly  introduced  ia 
the  House  of  Lords,  the  Committee  of 
the  House  of  Commons  not  having  been 
informed  that  such  an  arrangement  was 
in  contemplation.  He  certainly  thought, 
from  what  he  knew  of  the  opinion  of  the 
Committee  upstairs,  that  many  Members 
of  that  Committee,  if  not  the  majority  of 
the  Members  of  it,  would  have  wished 
to  raise  the  question  of  arbitration  as 
regarded  other  public  Bodies  and  indivi- 
duals, if  they  had  known  that  the  Me- 
tropolitan Board  of  Works  were  going 
to  give  way  at  all.     If  the  principle  was 
to  be  introduced  into  the  Bill  at  all,  it 
ought,  at  all  events,  to  be  considered  in 
the  case  of  every  person  having  a  river 
frontage,   and  not  in  the  case  of  the 
Dock  Companies  only,  who  were  rich, 
and  fully   able  to  take  care  of  them- 
selves.   The  persons  for  whom  provision 
ought  to  have  been  made,  if  it  was  to 
be  made  at  all,  were  not  the  wealthy 
corporate    Bodies,   such   as    the    Dod: 
Companies,  but  Vestries,  Local  Boards, 
and  other  public  Bodies,  who  had  front- 
ages the  same  as  the  Dock  Companies, 
but  no  engineers,   in  the  comfortable 
position  of  the  engineers  of  the  Dock 
Companies  and  the  Metropolitan  Board. 
Not  only  did  the  Metropolitan  Board 
give  way  when  the  clause  was  before 
the  House  of  Lords,   but  he  was  told 
that  they  had  absolutely  put  forth  a 
Whip  in  favour  of  it  that  morning,  so 
that  they  had  not  only  the  Dock  Com- 
panies who  opposed  the  Bill,  but  the 
promoters  of  the  measure  itoelf  support- 
ing the  clause  which  had  been  intro- 
duced into  the  Bill  as  a  matter  of  ar- 
rangement in  the  House  of  Lords.    He 
complained  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Coomions 
had  been  treated  in  the  matter.    The 
Members  of  the  Committee  were  asked 
to  support  the  Metropolitan  Board  in 
resisting  arbitration,  when  all  the  time 
the  Metropolitan  Board  had  decided  that. 
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10  ffur  as  the  Dock  Companies  were  con- 
cernedf  arbitration  should  be  introduced. 
His  own  view  was,  that  the  Metropolitan 
Board  were  competent  to  perform  all 
the  necessary  works  for  themselves,  as 
a  public  representative  Body,  to  the 
satisfaction  of  the  general  public;  but 
if  the  principle  of  outside  arbitration 
was  to  be  observed  it  should  bo  ob- 
lerved  in  every  case.  For  that  reason, 
lia  had  placed  a  Notice  on  the  Paper  of 
his  intention  to  move  that  the  House 
ihoald  disagree  with  the  Lords  in  re- 
gard to  this  particular  clause  which 
they  had  inserted.  At  the  same  time, 
he  was  informed  that  the  Chairman  of 
Committees  (Mr.  Eaikes)  had  made  up 
his  mind  to  support  the  clause,  and  if 
that  was  the  case,  it  would  be  perfectly 
useless,  as  everyone  knew,  to  put  the 
House  to  the  trouble  of  a  Division ; 
and,  having  stated  his  objection  to 
the  clause,  he  should  not  move  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Mb.  BAIEES  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
opposite  (Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke)  wont 
somewhat  further  than  he  was  entitled 
to  go  in  assuming  that  ho  (Mr.  Eaikes) 
had  made  up  his  mind  to  accept  this 
clause.     One  circumstance  weighed  with 
him  very  much  before  arriving  at  any 
positive  conclusion  on  the  subject,  and 
he  had  thought  there  was  a  possibility 
of  that  circumstance  coming  out  in  the 
course  of  the  debate.     If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  who  was  Chairman  of  the 
Select  Committee  to  which  the  Bill  was 
refiBrred  had  been  present  in  the  House, 
and  had  risen  to  support  the  Motion  of 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  had  given  No- 
tice, he  should  think  that,  on  the  whole, 
he  should  have  been  disposed  to  advise 
the  House,  at  all  events,  to  leave  open  the 
question  forfurther  consideration,  because 
he  thought  it  was  a  matter  in  which  the 
House  would  be  inclined  to  stand  by  its 
own  Committee.     That  appeared  to  him 
to  be  a  very  valuable  principle  to  adopt 
as  a  general  rule,  and  if  the  right  hon. 
(^tlemau  the  Chairman  of  the  Com- 
mittee had  recommended  that  course, 
he  (Mr.  Baikes)  did  not  think  he  could, 
Qnder  the  circumstances,  have  dissented 
from  that  view ;  but  he  was  bound  to 
lay  that,  under  any  other  circumstances, 
it  appeared  to  him  that  they  would  not  bo 
warranted  in  acting  in  the  spirit  of  the 
statement  just  made  by  the  hon.  Baro- 
Mt,  and  in  disagreeing  to  the  Amend- 


ment introduced  by  the  House  of  Lords  • 
Perhaps  lie  might  be  allowed  to  point 
out  one  matter  which  appeared  to  havo 
escaped  the  hon.  Baronet,  whose  state- 
ment, as  any  statement   made  by  the 
hon.  Baronet  always   was,   was   gene- 
rally fair  and  candid  in  regard  to  the 
whole  matter.     But  there  was  one  point 
which  the  hon.  Baronet  omitted  to  notice. 
He  stated  that  the  Amendment  which 
had  been  introduced  by  the  House  of 
Lords  was  not  conriidered  by  the  Com- 
mittee of  tlie  House  of  C>)m;nons,  and 
that,  if  it  had  boon,  it  would  probably 
have  been  also  considered  in  regard  to 
other  opponents  who  equally  desired  to 
have  the  privilege  of  arbitration.     Now, 
he  (Mr.  Eaikes)  must  point  out  that  if  the 
oppiments  of  aPrivatoBill  opposed  a  Bill 
on  its  merits  generally  in  the  Houne  of 
Commons  before  a  Select  Committee,  they 
did  not  usually  carry  their  opposition 
further,  for  if  they  did,  they  were  ex- 
cluded by  the  other  House  from  opposing 
the  Preamble  of  the  Bill.     This  was  an 
important  matter  in  this  case,   because 
the  Dock  Companies  could  have  gone 
into  this  clause  in  the  House  of  Commons 
if  they  had  not  wished  to  reserve  to 
themselves  the   ricrht  of  opposing  the 
Bill  in  the  other  House  of  Parliament. 
That,  he  thought,  made  a  material  diffor- 
enco  in  the  question.     Then,  as  regarded 
the  Amendment  itself,  he  was  bound  to 
say  that  it  seemed  to  him  to  be  a  reason- 
able Amendment,  and,  as  far  as  he  could 
judge,  it  was  approved  of  by  both  sides. 
He  did  not  find  that  there  was  any  ob- 
jection  to   the   Amendment  introduced 
into  the  Bill  by  the  Houseof  Lords  jp^rw — 
it  was  merely  argued  that  other  parties 
ought  to  have  the  same  advantage  ex- 
tended to  them.     They  had  now  reached 
a  period  in  the  progress  of  the  Bill  when 
it  became  impossible  for  these  parties 
to   obtain  that  advantage ;  and   if  the 
clause  was  struck   out  of  the  Bill    it 
would  not  help  the  other  frontagers  to 
an   opportunity  of  obtaining  the  same 
advantage.     If  they  were  able  to  re-open 
the    question    altogether,    possibly    it 
might  assume  larger  dimensions,  and 
he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  it  might 
not  be  well  to  give  arbitration  to  the 
frontagers  generally.     But  it  was  too 
late  to  take  that  course  now;  and,  in  the 
absence  of   any  suggestion    from    the 
Select  Committee,   it  would  bo  taking 
an  extreme  course  if  they  were  no^ 
because  certain  persons  had  been  difl 
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pointed  in  obtaining  from  Parliament 
that  principle  of  arbitration  which  they 
desired  to  obtain,  to  exclude  others  who, 
on  their  own  merits,  were  certainly  en- 
titled to  it.  Before  he  concluded,  he 
should  like  to  say  one  word  upon  the 
question  involved  in  the  clause.  These 
Dock  Companies  represented  a  capital  of 
something  like  £  1 7,000,000.  They  were 
incorporated  public  Bodies,  and  they 
employed  the  most  competent  engineer- 
ing skill  they  could  obtain.  That  being 
80,  they  would  certainly  be  exceedingly 
well  advised  as  to  the  works  it  was  de- 
sirable to  carry  out  on  the  river  so  far 
as  their  own  interests  were  concerned, 
and  much  better  advised  than  individual 
frontagers  and  others  who  had  not  such 
engineering  talent  at  their  command. 
It  was  quite  possible  that  public  Com- 
panies like  these,  with  a  large  capital 
and  able  engineers  to  advise  them,  would 
have  a  plan  of  their  own  for  the  construc- 
tion of  works  which  might  be  of  the 
greatest  possible  importance  to  them, 
and  which  they  did  not  wish  to  have 
over-ridden  by  the  mere  ipse  dixit  of  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works.  That 
being  so,  it  did  not  appear  to  him  as- 
tonishing that  the  House  of  Lords  should 
have  attached  importance  to  this  clause. 
It  must  be  borne  in  mind  that  a  clause 
similar  in  effect  was  accepted  by  the 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  at  the 
time  they  brought  in  their  Bill  in  1877, 
and  was  inserted  in  the  measure.  That 
course  was  not  taken  on  the  present  oc- 
casion. He  was  not  in  a  position  to 
give  an  explanation  of  the  reason  ;  but 
it  might  be,  as  a  matter  of  policy,  that 
the  Engineer  of  the  Metropolitan  Board 
was  not  inclined  to  accept  the  principle 
of  arbitration  if  all  the  frontagers  were 
to  have  it.  But  he  thought  the  fact  that 
the  principle  was  not  conceded  generally 
ought  not  to  prejudice  the  right  of  the 
Dock  Companies.  He  hoped  what  he 
had  said  would  guard  him  against  the 
imputation  of  having  formed  a  preju- 
diced view  of  the  matter ;  but  he  did  not 
think  the  House  would  be  acting  in  the 
interests  of  the  frontagers  if,  on  the 
present  occasion,  they  were  to  strike 
out  this  clause.  Under  all  the  circum- 
stances, he  hoped  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  would  not  press  the 
Amendment  of  which  he  had  given 
Notice. 

Sir  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG,  as 
Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of 

Mr.  jRaikes 


Works,  was  anxious  to  say  a  word  o: 
two  before  the  House  came  to  a  decisioi 
upon    the  matter.     The  hon.   Barone 
opposite   (Sir  Charles   W.   Dilke)  ha< 
already  been  set  right  as  to  the  view  o 
the  Chairman  of  Committees ;  but  then 
was  one  other  point  on  which  he  wiahe< 
to  correct  the  hon.  Member.     He  wa 
not  in  the  least  aware  of  any  arrange 
ment  with  the  Dock  Companies  of  ani 
sort  or  kind  to  insert  a  clause  when  th< 
Bill  went  to  the  House  of  Lords.    8i 
far  as  the  feeling  of  the  Metropolitaz 
Board  went,   they  would  much  rathei 
have  the  entire  responsibility  cast  upon 
them.     Their  engineer  was  fully  compe- 
tent in  every  shape  and  form  to  indicate 
what  steps  ought  to  be  taken  to  prevent 
the  flooding  of  the  Biver,  and  the  Board 
were  very  sorry  to  have  any  arbitratioo 
at  all.     But  having  accepted  this  claaas 
in  the  House  of  Lords,  they  felt  honnif 
as  men  of  honour,  to  carry  out  the  anda<> 
standing  embodied  in  the  compromiN 
between  the  Dock  Companies  and  them- 
selves.   At  the  same  time,  he  must  point 
out  to  the  House  that,  in  regard  to  this 
matter,  the  Dock  Companies  stood  (m  a 
very  different  footing  from  other  peonla. 
All  they  did  was  under  an  Act  of  rarlia- 
ment — everything  they  were  entitled  to 
carry  out  must  be  done  in  accordanee 
with  the  provisions  of  their  Act  of  Pa^ 
liament.     They  were,  therefore,  usuaHf 
exempted    from    outside    interferenoo. 
Take,  for  instance,  the  Thames  ConB6^ 
vancy  Bill,  brought  in  during  the  p»" 
sent  year.     In  the  49th  clause  of  that 
Bill,  Sections  4  and  7,  it  would  be  found 
that  the  Dock  Companies  were  speciaUji 
in  consideration  of  their  being  under  aa 
Act  of  Parliament,  exempted  from  the   < 
operation  of  the  Act.     It  was  the  same  j 
in  regard  to  other  Acts  relating  to  ih»  ; 
conservancy  of   the  River.    He  qni**   ; 
endorsed    what   his    hon.    Friend  the  ; 
Member  for  Chester  (Mr.  EaikeB)had 
said  in  regard  to  the  Bill  brought  in  by 
the  Metropolitan  Board  in  1877.   The 
Board,  no  doubt,  did  agree  to  insert  a 
clause  of  this  nature  in  that  Bill;  hot 
they  had  not  done  so  in  the  pressoi 
measure,  because  they  did  not  approft  i 
of  it.    But  they  found  it  necessaiy,  i*  ■ 
this  instance,  to  come  to  a  compromise  : 
with  the  Dock  Companies.    Upon  that  _ 
compromise,  which  was  made  wnen  the 
Bill  was  in  the  House  of  Lords,  tlw 
Dock  Companies  withdrew  their  oppoo- 
tion;  and  he  certainly  did  not  think  tM   , 
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considering  the  extent  of  their  capital, 
and  all  the  interests  involved,  the  Dock 
Companies  could  he  placed  in  the  same 
posiuon  as  the  rest  of  the  frontagers, 
who  had  a  very  small  interest  indeed 
in  the  matter.  He  was  glad  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Chairman  of  Committees 
had  announced  his  intention  of  ahiding 
by  the  Amendments  of  the  House  of 
Lords.  As  Chairman  of  the  Metropolitan 
Board,  he  had  considered  it  desirable  to 
lay  a  few  words  by  way  of  vindicating 
the  action  of  the  Board  in  the  matter. 

Lords'  Amendments  agreed  to, 
QUESTIONS. 


THE  LATE  PRINCE  IMPERIAL. 
QUESTION. 

Sir  FREDERICK  PERKINS  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther there  was  not  time  for  General 
Woodf  after  hearing  of  the  disaster  to 
tha  Prince  Imperial,  to  have  sent  out  on 
the  evening  of  the  same  day,  and  at 
once,  a  force  to  discover  his  whereabouts, 
instead  of  waiting  until  the  following 
morning? 

CJoLowEL  LOYD  LINDSAY,  in  reply, 
nid,  that  the  Question  was  one  rather 
fm  the  Cape  authorities  than  for  the 
Oovemment  at  home ;  but  that,  as  it  was 
decided  on  the  evening  in  question  that 
BO  immediate  steps  should  be  taken,  it 
was  probable  there  was  good  reason  for 
the  deciaion. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  CAPE  COLONY- 
IMPRISONMENT  OF  GRIQUAS. 

QI7ESTI017. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  With 
xcference  to  his  statement  that  the 
Griquaa  imprisoned  at  Cape  Town  are 
treated  as  prisoners  of  war,  if  ho  can  con- 
tradict the  statement  that  many  of  them 
were  brought  in  chains  from  Qriqualand 
to  Durban,  and  from  there  to  Cape 
Town? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH  : 
Sir,  my  statement  the  other  day  was 
that  these  Oriquas  were  treated  as  pri- 
ioners  of  war  at  Cape  Town.  So  far  as 
I  can  recollect,  I  had  heard  nothing, 
imtil  the  hon.  Member  gave  Notice  of 
this  Question,  of  the  way  in  which  they 
might  have  been  brought  there  from 
Qnqnaland.  But  it  must  be  remembered 


that  their  outbreak  was  accompanied  by 
murder,  by  the  plunder  of  property,  and 
by  threats  of  great  violence  to  White 
women  and  children,  which  could  not 
but  cause  great  alarm  to  the  few  White 
residents  in  theircountry ;  and  that,  being 
a  race  of  half-breeds,  the  excuses  which 
might  be  made  for  ignorant  Natives 
are  scarcely  applicable  to  their  con- 
duct. Therefore,  it  is  verv  conceivable 
that  it  may  have  been  thought  necessary 
to  place  them  during  their  journey  under 
the  same  restraint  as  that  to  which  they 
would  certainly  have  been  liable  if  they 
had  been  arrested  as  criminals.  I  may 
add  that  the  wives  of  these  prisoners 
were  left  in  the  occupation  of  their 
farms,  and  have  reaped  the  crops. 

GAME  LAWS  A^IENDMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL.— QUESTION. 

Sir  DAVID  WEDDERBURN  asked 
the  Lord  Advocate,  Whether  it  is  his 
intention  to  proceed,  during  this  Session, 
with  the  Game  Laws  Amendment  (Scot- 
land) Bill ;  and  why  this  Bill,  which  is 
unopposed,  has  not  been  proceeded  with 
since  the  5th  of  May  ? 

The  lord  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wat- 
son), in  reply,  said,  he  did  intend  to  pro- 
ceed with  the  Bill  referred  to,  and  he 
had  put  some  Amendments  on  the  Paper, 
which  would  probably  furnish  an  an- 
swer to  the  hon.  Member's  Question  in 
accounting  for  the  delay  in  proceeding 
with  the  Bill. 


PAELIAMENT— PUBLIC  BUSINESS. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  was  in  a 
position  to  give  the  House  further  in- 
formation as  to  the  course  of  Public 
Business  next  week  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  that  at  this  time 
of  the  year  it  was  cdways  very  difficult 
to  give  any  precise  and  final  information 
as  to  the  arrangements  for  Business ;  so 
much  depended  on  the  progress  made 
on  particular  days.  He  had,  however, 
already  informed  the  House  that  he 
would  proceed  with  the  Irish  Estimates 
on  Monday,  and,  as  regarded  the  other 
Business  of  the  Government,  something 
would  depend  on  the  rate  of  progress 
they  were  able  to  make  with  the  F*^ 
mates.   There  was  one  point,  whi' 
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probabi;  in  tbe  mind  of  hie  right  hoa. 
Friend,  and  wbicb  he  (the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer)  had  also  to  bear  in  mind. 
Some  time  ago,  he  stated  that  he  should 
be  prepared  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  Es- 
timates for  the  South  African  War,  and 
the  Vote  of  Credit,  probably  before  the 
end  of  this  month,  and  Thursday  woitld 
be  the  end  of  the  month.  Now,  the 
news  they  had  received  recently  from 
the  Cape  enabled  them  to  prepare  that 
Estimate  with  greater  confidence  than 
would  have  been  the  case  a  few  weeks 
ago  ;  and  he,  therefore,  hoped  to  be  in  a 
position  to  redeem  hia  pledjfe,  and  to 
bring  that  matter  before  the  House  in  a 
form  which  he  might  present  with  some 
confidence.  There  were  also  one  or  two 
other  matters,  more  or  less  in  connection 
with  the  financial  arrangements  of  the 
year,  which  would  hare  to  be  borne  in 
mind.  Thej  had,  as  the  House  was 
aware,  to  make  provision  for  the  pay- 
ment of  certain  Exchequer  Bonds  which 
fell  due  in  August  and  September.  It 
would  be  neceaaary  to  take  a  Vote  in 
Supply,  in  order  to  provide  the  means 
for  paying  off  those  Bonds ;  and  if  the 
House  agreed  to  the  Bill  now  about  to 
be  proposed  for  a  loan  to  India,  some 
provision  would  have  to  be  made  in 
order  to  raise  the  money  that  would  be 
required  for  the  purpose.  Ho  should, 
probably,  on  Tuesday,  in  Committee  of 
faupply,  propose  a  Vote  for  that  pi 
pose,  and  then  on  Thursday,  in  Co 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Ueane,  as  the  First 
Order  of  the  Day,  he  should  propose  the 
steps  necessary  to  provide  for  the  bills 
wmch  had  to  be  paid  off,  and  also  the 
Estimate  that  would  be  necessary  for  a 
Tote  of  Credit.  The  Government  were 
further  anxious  to  go  on  with  the  Navy 
Estimates  on  Thursday,  if  the  prelimi- 
nary statement  he  had  to  make  would 
allow  sufficient  time.  If  not,  of  course, 
it  would  be  necessary  to  put  it  off  until 
a  later  day.  So  much,  however,  de- 
pended on  the  progress  made  with  other 
Business  which  should  have  precedence, 
that  he  was  not  able  to  give  more  pre- 
cise information  as  to  what  would  be 
taken  on  particular  days. 

PUBLIC   WORKS    LOANS   BILL. 


Ma.  RTLANDS  asked  Mr.  Chanoellot 

of  the  Exchequer,  What  his  intentions 

were  in  regard  to  the  Public  Works 

Tk»  VhmetOor  of  tht  ExektqMtr 
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Xioans  Bill?  He  wan  aware  that  the 
right  hon.  O-entlemau  considered  him- 
self absolved  &om  the  promise  which  he 
had  given  in  regard  to  it;  but  he  trusted 
he  would  place  it  in  such  a  position  on 
the  Orders  as  to  insure  that  it  might  be 
fairly  discussed. 

The  CH  ANOELLOE  op  thk  EXOHE- 
QUEB  thought  that,  aa  regarded  the 
pledge  that  had  been  g'iren  to  a  particu- 
Member,  he  had  sufficiently  redeemed 
n  Wednesday,  when  he  was  preveatad 
m  givingeSect  to  it  by  the  course  tskst 
by  the  hon.  Member  (Mr.  Rylands)  him- 
That,  however,  was  a  matter  oa 
which  he  did  not  wish  again  to  exprea 
his  opinion,  though  he  thought  the  dep 
then   taken    might    have    been    ttkni 
equally  well  three  orfour  montha  befora 
Still,  he  felt  hia  duty  to  the  Hoow  re- 
quired him  to  see  that  a  full  opportiui^ 
was  given  for  discussing  the  Bill. 

EGYPTIAN  AFFAIRS.— QUEaTIOm. 

SrE   JULIAN    G0LD3UID   uktd, 

Whether  an  opportunity  would  be  gi»« 

for  the  disouseion  on  the  interferenoa  d 

the  Government  in  Egyptian  affiunf 

The  chancellor  opthi  EXCHE- 
QUER thought,  considering  the  greit 
pressure  of  Public  Business  upon  than, 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  should  find  a 
opportunity  hime  elf  for  b  ringingthe  qnM- 
tion  forward.  There  would  probBblyba 
plenty  of  opportunities  between  thatdif 
and  the  close  of  the  Session  far  iatio- 
ducing  a  discussion  on  Egyptian  aSun- 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  asked,  Whetheriaj 
other  Business  than  the  Vote  in  SnnlT 
referred  to  would  be  brought  forvan<B 
Tuesday? 

The  OHANCELLOE  ofthe  EXCH& 
QUEB  said,  he  would  repeat  that  b 
would  take  ordinary  Supply  on  Tnead^i 
andperhapstheFublic  Works  Loane  BiU- 

SiE  JULIAN  QOLDSMID  reminded 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that  be  1i>d 
promised  to  give  an  opportunity  for  dit- 
cussing  the  Egyptian  question,  if  print* 
Members  wished  for  it. 

Sia  HENEY  8ELWIN-IBBETS0H 
said,  the  hon.  Baronet  might  find  M 
easy  opportunity  on  the  Apprqiriitii* 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  wmiiked, 
that  the  Navy  Estimates  bad  nerff, 
during  his  recollection,  been  poatponad 
to  so  late  a  period  of  tbe  Session.  IM 
were  generally  brought  on  earliar. 
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ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAT. 

EAST  INDIA  LOAN  (CONSOLIDATED 

FUND)  BILL— [Bill  201.] 

(Mr.  Saik§9,  Mr.  Edward  Stanhope,  Mr.  Chan' 

eeilor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

BEOom)    KEADDfO. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

The  chancellor  opthb  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  Sir,  I  apprehend  that  it  is  now 
mj  duty  to  move  that  the  Bill  be  now 
x«Ad  a  Beoond  time,  and  in  doing  so  I 
will  not  detain  the  House  by  making  a 
long  statement  on  the  subject.    If  any 
auestion  is  raised  in  the  course  of  the 
diBcaasion,  my  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretaiy  of  State  will  be  able  to  give 
farther  explanations,  and  the  House  will 
hare  an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
Amendments  which  have  been  placed  on 
the  Paper.    All  I  wish  now  to  say  is 
tluB — ^we  cannot  in  this  country  hold 
onrselyes  indifferent  to  the  position  of 
Indian    finance,   although    we    cannot 
mdertake  to  control  or  direct  it  from 
this  country.    As  a  general  rule,  the 
principle  upon  which  we  act  in  regard 
to  India  is  that  she  should,  to  use  a 
£uniliar  expression,   ''stand  upon  her 
own  bottom."    That  is  to  say,  we  re- 
oognize  that,  as  far  as  possible,  India 
ihoald  be  responsible  for  her  own  ex- 
paiditore,  and  for  the  means  taken  to 
meet  it;   and  that,   although  her  pro- 
ooedings  are,  from  time  to  time,  brought 
under  the  notice  of  this  House,  and  very 
properly  so,  we  should  interfere  with 
&er  affairs  as  little  as  possible.     We 
moBt  bear  in  mind,  however,  that  al- 
though India  is,  in  a  certain  sense,  self- 
rapporting,  there  are  some  qualifications 
to  that  position.    When  we  say  that  a 
eoantry  should  be  entirely  self-support- 
ing, it  seems  to  me  to  be  a  natural  con- 
dition that  she  should  be  altogether  self- 
soreming;  because,  if  a  State  provides 
her  own  revenues,  it  is,  of  course,  de- 
nrable  and  fair  that  she  should  have 
the  direction  of  her  own  policy,  so  as  to 
be  able  to  accommodate  her  expenditure 
to  her  means.     With  regard  to  the  re- 
lations between  England  and  India,  we 
eannot  say  that  that  is  exactly  the  posi- 
tion of  India.     The  government  of  India 
is,  in  the  first  place,  directed  by  officers 
appointed  by  the  United  Kingdom;  and, 
in  the  second  place,  not  only  is  the  ad- 
ministration   of   Indian  affairs  in  the 
hmds  of  Europeans,  but,  to  a  certain 


extent,  public  opinion  in  England  and 
the  action  of  the  English  Parliament  do 
influence  the  expenditure  of  that  country, 
both  in  civil  and  also  in  military  mat- 
ters. We  call  upon  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment to  undertake  great  public  works, 
to  introduce  improvements  in  education, 
and  in  the  promotion  of  sanitary  matters 
in  that  country,  and  to  undertake  other 
matters  which  are  very  excellent  in  their 
way.  Similarly,  the  engagements  of 
this  country,  from  time  to  time,  and  the 
entanglements  of  its  foreign  policy, 
affect  Indian  finance,  although  we  keep 
it  as  distinct  as  possible  from  English 
finance,  in  a  way  which  we  cannot  view 
with  indifference,  and  involve  India  in 
expense  which  she  would  not  have  in- 
curred if  she  had  been  entirely  separate 
from  ud.  It  therefore  becomes  neces- 
sary, from  time  to  time,  that  we  should 
see  whether  or  not  we  are  under  any 
obligation  to  give  assistance  to  that 
country.  Now,  on  the  present  occasion 
there  is,  as  the  House  is  aware,  a  state 
of  affairs  in  India  which  renders  it  diffi- 
cult for  the  Indian  Government  to  meet 
all  the  demands  upon  it  without  im- 
posing ux>on  the  country  burdens  which 
it  is  undesirable  to  impose,  and  which  it 
would  be  unnecessary  to  impose,  if  tem- 
porary relief  can  be  given.  In  these 
circumstances,  the  proposal  has  been 
made  to  the  Imperial  Government  that 
they  should  come  to  the  temporary  as- 
sistance of  the  Indian  Exchequer  by  an 
advance  of  money  for  a  limited  time  to 
assist  her  in  her  financial  difficulties. 
Hon.  Members  are  aware,  from  the  dis- 
cussions that  have  already  been  held, 
what  the  condition  of  the  Indian  Ex- 
chequer is.  They  know  what  exertions 
are  being  made  to  reduce  the  expendi- 
ture of  the  country;  and  they  know, 
also,  the  two  events  which  have  mainly 
contributed  to  derange  the  Indian  Ex- 
chequer. One  is  the  war  which  took 
place  on  the  North  West  Frontier  last 
year  and  the  beginning  of  this  year,  and 
which  is  now,  happily,  ended ;  and  an- 
other, which  is  also  of  a  temporary 
character,  I  hope,  is  the  derangement 
caused  by  the  peculiar  state  of  the  ex- 
changes, consequent  on  the  fall  in  silver. 
Well,  in  these  circumstances,  the  Indian 
Exchequer  has  applied  for  assistance 
to  the  English  Exchequer,  and  we  have 
intimated  our  willingness  to  propose 
to  Parliament  that  we  should  go  to. 
the  aid  of  the  Indian  Exchequer  by- 
temporary  loan.     The  loan  is  one.' 
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£2,000,000,  and  it  is  proposed  that  it 
shall  be  made  without  interest,  repay- 
able within  seven  years  by  annual  in- 
stalments. There  have  been  many  trans- 
actions   of   a  similar    kind    from    the 
early  days  of  the  last  century;  but  in 
those   cases   it   not   unfrequently  hap- 
pened   that   the   loans  were   made   to 
England  by  the  East  India  Company, 
though  they  were,  perhaps,  to  be  re- 
garded rather  as  payments  for  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  renewal  of  the  Charter 
and  the  other  facilities  which  the  Com- 
pany obtained.     Thus,  in  1708,  a  loan 
was    made    by  India    to    England  of 
£  1 ,200,000,  without  interest.     On  other 
occasions  loans  were  made  to  India  by 
England.     In  1773,  there  was  a  loan 
of  £1,400,000.     In  1810,  there  was  a 
loan  of    £1,500,000;    while    in    1812, 
there    was    what    was,    practically,    a 
loan   of  £2,500,000— for  funded  Debt 
to  that  amount  was  raised   under  the 
guarantee  of  the  English  Government. 
In  addition  to  these,  there  have  been  a 
great  many  cases  in  which  money  has 
been  advanced  by  the  English  Exche- 
quer on  account  to  India,  and  delay 
granted  for  repaying  the  same,  without 
any  charge  being  made  for  interest  in 
respect  of  that  delay.     But  I   do  not 
rest  this  Bill  upon  any  exact  precedent ; 
I  rest  it  upon  the  circumstances  of  the 
case ;  and  I  think  the  proposal  on  be- 
half of  Her  Majesty's  Government  will 
be  considered  fair  and  reasonable  on  the 
part  of  the  House.     I  observe  that  in 
one  of  the  Notices  of  Amendment  given 
upon  this  Bill  it  is  assumed  that  the 
£2,000,000   are   a    contribution  to    be 
made  by  this  country  to  India  on  account 
of  the  expenses  of  the  Afghan  War,  and 
that-  it  represents  the  share  which  Eng- 
land takes  in  the  burden  of  that  war. 
Now,  I  have  never  taken  that  view  of 
the  subject,  for  I  shall  be  glad  to  re- 
mind the  House  what  it  was  I  said  at 
the  beginning  of  the  Session,   now  so 
far  back  as  the  month  of  December  last, 
for  the  House  has  been  sitting  since 
December.     I  said  at  that  time,  when 
we  were   discussing  the  operations  in 
Afghanistan,  that  it  was  right  to  con- 
sider what  the  position  of  India  would 
be  with    regard   to   wars    beyond,   or 
within,  her  own  Borders.     With  regard 
to  wars  within    her    own  Borders,    I 
assume  that  India  ought  to  bear  the 
expense  ;  but  with  regard  to  wars  alto- 
gether beyond  her  own  Frontier — wars 
in  distant    countries— it  was  not   tlie 
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duty,  or,  at  all  events,  it  was  not  con- 
sistent with  the  practice  of  Parliament, 
to  lay  on  India  any  expense  in  connec- 
tion with  such  wars.     It  had  been  done 
in  some  instances  in  former  times ;  bat 
it  was  generally  considered  that  it  ought 
not  to  be  done,  and  that  if  Indian  troops 
and  resources  were  used  for  such  wars 
it  should  be  at  the  expense  of  England. 
But  when  we  come  to  the  case  of  Border 
wars,  and  have  to  consider  wars  withii 
what  may  be  called  the  Indian  circle 
— the  regions  bounding  India — and  win 
that  are  undertaken  for  what  may  be  re- 
garded as  Indian  objects,  it  is  a  matter 
for  adjustment  and  consideration  on  eacb 
occasion  where  the  burden  shall  fall.  Nov, 
I  regard  the  war  which  was  recently  ctf- 
ried  on  on  the  North  West  Frontier  of 
India  as  being  strictly  and  properly  an 
Indian  war.     It  was  as  much  an  Indiii 
war  as  anv  other  of  the  Border  warsii 
which  India  has  from  time  to  time  bMi 
engaged.     To  a  certain  extent,  it  is  tM 
that  the  war  may  have  been  precipititdl 
by  the  action  of  an  European  Groran- 
ment,   and  the  possible  action  of  Ae 
English  Government    may   have  beta 
more  or  less  precipitated    by  ditnuB- 
stances  that  have  occurred  in  EoroM 
and  other  parts ;  but,  speaking  diieoDy 
with  regard  to  the  circumstances  whick 
led  to  that  war,  they  were  of  a  purely 
Indian  character.     It  was  of  importaooe 
to  India  that  she  should  have  a  quet 
Frontier  on  the  North  West,  and  thit 
she  should  live  on  good  and  satisDietoiy 
terms  with  her  neighbours  in  Afghtt- 
istan.    In  order  to  attain  that  end,  Aa 
object  at  which  the  Indian  Gbvemmeik 
aimed  was  to   establish  and  msintiii 
satisfactory  relations  with  the  Baler  of 
Afghanistan,  and,  at  the  same  time,  to 
safeguard  our  interests  by  preventing 
his  entering  into  cordial  and  diplbmitM 
relations  with  any  other  Power.    Well, 
when  circumstances  arose  which  seemed 
to  show  that  the  Ruler  of  Cabnl  wu 
receiving  Envoys  from  another  Power, 
and  not  from  England,  it  was  thought 
necessary  on  the  part  of  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment to  take  steps  to  right  oureelveti 
and  make  it  clear  to  everyone  that  Bos- 
sian  influence  was  not  to  supersede  £nf- 
lish  influence  in  Afghanistan.  The  stme 
feeling  prevailed  in  India,  that  it  ironld 
be  of  serious  detriment  to  the  petce  el 
India;  and,  therefore, itbecameneceessiy 
that  steps  should  bo  taken  to  oountereii 
the  action  of  Russia.     The  step  we  took  , 
to  insure  that  was  of  a  Teiy  smple  sad 
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liarmless  character — namely,  to  send  a 
corresponding  Mission  to  the  Ameer, 
with  a  request  that  it  might  be  received. 
That  mission  was  not  received.  It  was 
repulsed  under  circumstances  to  which  I 
need  not  now  refer,  but,  undoubtedly, 
in  a  manner  which  would  have  tended 
very  much  to  diminish  the  authority  and 
influence  of  the  Indian  Government  on 
the  Borders  of  the  Empire,  if  such  a 
rebuff  had  been  allowed  to  pass  unno- 
ticed. It  was  consequently  felt  neces- 
sary by  the  Government  of  India  to  take 
steps  to  compel  the  Ameer  of  Afghanis- 
tan to  admit  that  Mission,  and  to  come 
to  terms  with  the  Government  of  India. 
The  result  was  that,  after  a  brief  and 
very  brilliant  campaign,  its  object  was 
obtained.  A  satisfactory  peace  has,  we 
trust,  been  concluded  with  the  Ameer ; 
and  I  hope  that  the  relations  now  being 
established  between  India  and  her  neigh- 
bour will  be  conducive  to  the  peace, 
prosperity,  and  tranquillity  of  India.  In 
these  circumstances,  it  was  our  duty  to 
consider  to  what  extent,  if  any,  the  Eng- 
lish Treasury  should  come  in  aid  of  the 
Indian  Treasury  in  respect  of  the  cost  of 
the  war.  I  have  already  stated  that  if  it 
was  to  be  regarded  merely  as  a  Border 
war  I  thought  India  might  very  well 
bear  the  expense ;  but  that  if  it  should 
become  complicated  by  European  intru- 
sion into  it  and  should  take  a  wider 
range,  and  assume  anything  of  the  cha- 
racter of  a  European  and  Imperial  war, 
then  that  it  might  be  a  matter  in  which 
the  Forces  of  the  whole  Empire  would 
be  called  into  play,  and  that  in  that  case 
we  should  come  largely  to  the  aid  of 
India.  Well,  Sir,  that  did  not  happen. 
There  was  no  such  complication,  and,  in 
the  circumstances,  I  think  we  are  doing 
all  that  we  are  called  upon  to  do  in 
making  the  proposal  I  have  now  to  sub- 
mit to  the  House.  We  now  ask  for 
power  to  issue  this  sum,  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund,  by  way  of  loan  to 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India.  If 
that  authority  is  given,  our  intention 
is  to  raise  the  amount  by  borrowing  it 
on  some  proper  security ;  and,  in  point 
of  fact,  I  may  at  once  say  that  it  will  be 
advanced  to  us  out  of  the  funds  at  the 
disposal  of  the  National  Debt  Commis- 
sioners. We  shall  borrow  from  them, 
and  not  in  the  open  market.  I  may  also 
add  that  repayment  will  be  made  an- 
nually in  equal  amounts  over  a  period 
of  seven  years.  The  transaction  is  of 
ft  simple  character  and  capable  of  being  j 


easily  understood,  and,  under  the  cir- 
cumstances, I  beg  to  move  the  second 
reading  of  the  Bill. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time."  —  {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer.') 

Mb.  FAWCETT,  having  presented 
Petitions  from  influential  inhabitants  of 
Bombay  and  Madras,  Native  and  Euro- 
pean, against  the  proposal  of  the  Bill, 
as  entailing  a  disproportionately  heavy 
charge  on  India,  proceeded  to  move,  as 
an  Amendment — 

*'  That,  consideriiig  that  it  has  been  officially 
stated  that  the  Afghan  War  was  undertaken  in 
the  interests  of  England  and  India  jointly,  this 
House  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  unjust  to  make 
India  pay  towards  the  expense  of  the  war  more 
than  seven  times  as  much  as  will  be  contributed 
by  England." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  the  principles  in- 
volved in  the  Bill  were  of  a  most  import- 
ant character.  As  was  evident  from  the 
statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, it  divided  itself  into  two  por- 
tions— first,  the  form  in  which  it  was 
proposed  to  make  this  contribution ;  and, 
secondly,  the  amount  of  the  contribu- 
tion. These  two  questions  ought  to  be 
kept  perfectly  distinct.  To  the  question  as 
to  the  form  he  would  very  briefly  refer,  as 
it  could  be  raised,  if  necessary,  at  a  future 
stage  of  the  Bill ;  but  he  would  remind 
the  House  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
tte  Member  for  the  City  of  London  (Mr. 
Hubbard)  had  stated  that  rather  than 
there  should  be  a  loan  made  to  India 
without  interest  an  adequate  sum  ought 
to  be  paid  down  once  and  for  all.  That 
opinion  had  been  greatly  strengthened 
by  the  statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  He  (Mr.  Fawcett)  wished 
emphatically  to  endorse  the  principle 
laid  down  by  the  right  hon.  Qentleman 
— namely,  that  India  was  bound,  as  he 
expressed  it,  to  **  stand  on  her  own 
bottom,"  and  should  not .  look  to  this 
country  for  grants-in-aid,  or  subventions. 
What  were  the  precedents  as  to  this 
question  ?  The  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer said  that  loans  were  formerly 
made  by  India  to  England.  When  was 
that  ?  Just  at  the  time  the  East  India 
Company  were  seeking  a  renewal  of 
their  Charter.  Could  any  worse  pre- 
cedent have  been  adduced?  The  pro- 
posed contribution  was  either  a  gift  or 
subvention;  or  it  was  given  in  dis- 
charge of  a  legal  and  equitable  obliga- 
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tion.  If  it  were  a  gift,  he  would  be  the 
last  to  object  to  its  adequacy ;  but 
rather  than  have  that  fatal  gift  accepted 
he  would  be  in  favour  of  imposing  in- 
creased taxation  upon  India.  If  India 
was  to  be  encouraged  to  look  to  this 
country  for  grants-in-aid  and  subven- 
tions, the  day  of  sound  financial  ad- 
ministration was  gone  for  ever.  Once 
proceed  on  that  footing,  and  there  would 
be  no  kind  of  wild  enterprize  on  which 
India  might  not  enter,  and  come  to 
England  for  re-payment.  Every  gua- 
rantee for  economy  and  thrift  would  be 
swept  away,  and  full  scope  given  to  a 
career  of  extravagance.  If  the  question 
was  to  be  argued  as  one  of  gift,  he 
would  oppose  the  Bill  in  toto,  and  say  that 
India  ought  not  to  receive  one  penny 
as  a  gift.  For  his  part,  the  motive  that 
had  influenced  him  was  that  if  there  was 
not  greater  economy  the  day  would 
come  when  India  would  not  be  able  to 
stand  on  her  own  bottom,  but  would 
come  to  England  for  grants-in-aid.  He 
did  not  believe  that  day  had  come.  He 
did  not  take  so  gloomy  a  view  as  that. 
Knowing  what  could  be  done  by  wise 
financial  administration,  he  thought  that 
India,  well-administered,  could  stand 
alone,  and  need  not  undergo  the  humilia- 
tion of  being  a  suppliant  to  that  House 
for  grants-in-aid.  He  wished  to  regard 
the  question  as  one  of  legality  and 
equity,  and  did  not  want  India  to  receive 
one  halfpenny  more  than  she  was  en- 
titled to  according  to  the  strictest  j  ustice ; 
for  were  she  to  receive  more  than  she 
was  entitled  to  it  would  only  be  a 
damnosa  hoeredita%.  Ho  thought  there 
could  be  no  doubt  as  to  the  legal 
position  of  the  matter.  Lord  Derby, 
in  introducing  the  Government  of  India 
Act  of  18»58  —  the  Act  under  which 
India  was  governed  at  the  present 
time — said,  in  reference  to  the  55th 
clause,  that  its  object  was  to  protect  the 
financial  interests  of  India,  and  that  it 
accordingly  laid  down  the  principle  that 
if  Indian  troops  should  be  employed 
beyond  the  Indian  Frontier  in  Imperial 
warfare  the  cost  should  be  paid  by  Eng- 
land ;  but  if  in  Indian  warfare,  then  by 
India.  Lord  Derby  added  that  it  would 
be  the  duty  of  the  House  of  Commons 
to  see  whether  such  warfare  as  the 
clause  related  to  was  an  Imperial  or  an 
Indian  enterprize.  Now,  could  there  be 
any  doubt  as  to  the  character  of  the 
recent  Afghan  War  ?  When  it  was 
sought  to  support  the  policy  of  the  war 

Mr.  Fawc0ti 


the  Gk)Yemment  tatiiited  their  opponents 
again  and  again  by  saying — "  xon  are 
such  parochial-minded  politicians  that 
you  do  not  understand  the  nature  of  the 
great  Imperial  enterprize  upon  which 
we  are  embarking."    Such  was  the  lan- 
guage employed  by  the  supporters  of 
the  Government  inside  and  outside  the 
House.    Now,  however,  the  Chancellor 
of  [the  Exchequer  entirely  altered  his 
tone,   saying — ''Oh,  this  is  purely  an 
Indian  war;    purely  a   little  Frontier 
war,   or  Border   dispute  ;    and,  conse- 
quently, India  ought  to  bear  the  larger 
portion  of  the  expense.'*      He  wonH 

Erove  that  this  argument  put  forward 
y  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was 
adduced  for  that  particular  and  Bpecial 
occasion.  If  there  were  two  men  m  the 
world  who  ought  to  know  what  wm 
the  real  character  of  the  Afghan  War 
better  than  anybody  else  they  were  Lorl 
Lytton,  who  was  responsible  in  Ind» 
for  the  war,  and  Lord  Beaconsfield,  wk 
was  responsible  in  England.  Well,  the 
former  said — 

"  After  several  personal  interviews  with  Lori 
Salisbury  (who  was  then  Secretary  of  State  for 
India)  I  went  to  India  determined  to  treat  ov 
Frontier  relations  as  indivisible  parts  of  agrat 
Imperial  question,  mainly  depending  for  its  s^ 
lution  upon  the  foreign  policy  of  the  Goren- 
ment." 

Lord  Beaconsfield,  too,  amid  the  cheat 
of  the  assembled  Peers  of  England, 
when  it  was  a  question  of  manuffiBg 
the  importance  of  the  policy  of  Her  Mi* 
jesty's  Gk>Yemment,  and  not  a  qneitMi 
of  paying  the  bill,  said — 

"  It  is  a  mere  question  of  the  Ehyber  FH^ 
or  of  some  small  cantonment  at  Dacca  or  JeUi" 
labad.  It  is  a  question  which  concerns  the  dtt- 
racter  and  the  influence  of  England  ia  Enrops.* 
— [3  Ifamardy  ccxliii.  619.] 

And  yet,  when  the  Bill  became  dae,  the 
war  was  reduced  by  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment to  the  dimensions  of  a  miin- 
able  Border  dispute.  Now  that  he  hil 
read  these  extracts  he  thought  the  HoM 
would  scarcely  sanction  this  plsn  d 
blowing  hot  and  cold — of  treating  tlw 
war  at  one  time  as  a  great  Imperial  en- 
terprize, and  reducing  it  at  another  to 
the  proportion  of  a  mere  Border  dispota. 
He  would  now  consider  what,  acoorainf 
to  the  statements  of  the  Government 
would  be  the  exact  amount  of  the  con- 
tributions made  towards  the  war  hj 
England  and  India  respectively.  The 
expenses  of  the  war  were  offidsDf 
stated   to   be    £2,600,000.     Townff 
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(hete  ezpeiiBes  England  was  to  contri- 
Imte  £2,000,000  free  of  interest.     This 
capital  waa  to  be  re-paid  in  seven  years, 
the  first  re-payment  being  made  at  the 
end.  of  next  year.    Now,  what  was  the 
exact    amount  which    England    woiild 
lose  by   this   surrender  of  interest  on 
£2,000,000  for  seven  years?    Eeckon- 
ing  compound  interest,  he  found  that 
the  amount  of  England's  contribution 
would  be  lesB  than  £320,000.     India, 
however,  would  contribute  £2,280,000 
towards  the  expenses  of  this  **  great  Im- 
perial en  terprize  undertaken  for  the  main- 
ttnance  of  the  influence  and  character 
of  England."     In  other  words,  wealthy 
England  would  contribute  £1  for  every 
£7  contributed  by  India  on  a  great  Im- 
perial question.     Besides  that,  £60,000 
per  annum  was  to  be  devoted  to  the  new 
Ameer,  and  India  would  have  to  pay 
oreiy  shilling  of  that  sum.     Confining 
Umaelf,  however,  to  the  actual  financial 
ntimate  of  the  direct  cost  of  the  war,  he 
frand  that  the  Bill  of  the  Government 
wonld  virtually  cause  the  House  of  Com- 
loons  to   sanction   this   principle — that 
ibr  every  £1    contributed  by   England 
£7  should    be   contributed  by  India. 
Xe  did  not  seek  to  enforce  his  case  by 
•ppeala   to    generosity  and  sympathy. 
what  he  had  done  was  to  argue  it  on  the 
lasiB  of  strict  justice  and  pure  legality. 
Willis  was  a  consideration  tbat  ought  to 
le  presented  to  the  House  when  the 
^neetioii   arose  as  to  the  proportion  in 
^hich  the  cost  should  be  divided  between 
Skigland  and  India.     If  there  were  any 
doubt  upon  the  matter,  the  benefit  of 
the  doubt  should  be  given  to  India,  and 
Hot  to  England.     As  it  was,  however, 
India  would  have  to  pay  for  the  war, 
Whether  she  liked  it  or  not.    The  Indian 
population  had  no  choice  in  the  matter, 
sa  that  they  were  not  self-governed,  as 
'Were   the  English  people,   who,  if  the 
%ar  had  concerned  them  directly,  as  it 
did  the  people  of  India,  would  have  been 
•Ue  through  the  agency  of  Parliament 
to  bring  public  opinion  to  bear  upon  the 
question.     He  held,  therefore,  that  those 
who  supported  the  Government  in  coni- 
i&encing  the  war  ought  also  to  support 
liim  in  the  Motion  which  ho  was  about 
to  make,  because  they  held  that  the  war 
Was  of  an  Imperial  character  and  not  a 
Were  Indian  Frontier  war,  and  ought, 
therefore,  to  be  willing  to  put  upon  the 
Iwperial  Exchequer  a  far  larger  propor- 
tion of  the  costs  than  was  proposed.  The 
QuuiceUor  of  the  Exchequer  once  said 


that  what  we  required  to  maintain  our 
rule  in  India  was  to  be  just,  as  well  as 
strong.  Could  it  be  just  to  impose  on 
poor  impoverished  India  seven  times  as 
much  as  England  for  a  war  that  was 
undertaken,  he  would  repeat,  not  for 
India,  but  to  maintain  the  influence  and 
character  of  England  in  Europe?  He 
begged  to  move  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That'*  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  ponsidorinp  that  it  has  heen  officially  stated 
that  the  Af j^han  War  was  undertaken  in  the  in- 
ti'restd  of  Knglnnd  and  India  jointly,  this  Uouse 
in  of  opinion  that  it  is  unjust  to  mako  India 
pay  towards  the  expenses  of  that  war  more  than 
seven  times  as  much  as  will  be  contributed  by 
Kngland/"— (J/r.  FaweitQ 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  **That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  said,  he  did 
not  deny  that  the  Afghan  War  was 
undertaken  in  what  were  supposed  to 
be  the  interests  of  the  whole  British 
Empire,  thereby  understanding  those  of 
England  and  of  India  jointly;  but  with 
the  deduction  drawn  by  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawoett) 
he  was  unable  to  agree.  Indeed,  if  the 
principles  on  which  Imperial  expendi- 
ture ought  fairly  to  be  divided  between 
the  difl'erent  parts  of  the  Empire  were  to 
be  revised,  ho  was  satisfied  that  India 
would  be  called  on  for  a  much  larger 
contribution  than  she  now  paid.  It  was 
hardly  going  too  far  to  suy  that  while 
India,  the  Colonies,  and  the  Mother 
Country,  each  boro  its  own  special  (ex- 
penditure, the  whole  burden  of  Imperial 
expenditure  fell  exclusively  on  the  Mo- 
ther Country.  The  amount  which  thus 
pressed  on  the  tax-payer  of  these  Islands 
was  enormous.  Last  year,  for  instance, 
not  only  was  our  military  expenditure 
very  heavy  on  account  of  the  unsettled 
state  of  the  East,  but  there  was  a  special 
Vote  of  Credit  of  £6,000,000,  of  which, 
however,  India  was  not  called  on  to  pay 
one  penny.  It  would  be  remembered, 
moreover,  that  our  Mahommedan  fellow- 
countrymen  in  India  called  on  us  to 
interfere  for  the  protection  of  the  Sultun 
of  Turkey ;  and  though  Her  Majesty's 
Government  did  not  actually  go  to  war 
for  Turkey,  they  put  our  Army  and 
Navy  in  such  a  position  as  they  thoi" 
would  increase  their  weight  and  u 
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ence  in  European  Councils,  and  especially 
with  Kussia.  The  whole  of  the  expense, 
however,  fell  on  us.  Nay,  so  scrupulous 
were  we  that,  when  Indian  troops  were 
brought  to  Malta,  we  bore  the  expense 
ourselves.  Yet  our  interest  in  the  Eastern 
Question  mainly  arose  from  our  Indian 
and  Australian  possessions.  But  for 
them,  we  should  be  no  more  concerned 
in  it  than  Germany  or  France ;  and  he 
contended,  therefore,  that  it  was  not 
unjust  to  ask  India  to  pay  a  portion  of 
the  expenses  incurred  for  the  protection 
of  that  country.  Moreover,  when  his 
hon.  Friend  complained  that  this  country 
was,  under  the  Bill,  bearing  only  one- 
seventh  of  the  cost  of  the  Afghan  War, 
he  must  remember  that  the  population 
of  India  was  five  times  as  great  as  that 
of  these  Islands,  and  if,  from  British 
energy  and  industry,  Englishmen  were 
individually  richer,  they  might  not  un- 
fairly object  to  bear  extra  taxation  on 
account  of  their  own  industry,  though 
he  should  not  be  disposed  to  press  that 
argument  to  its  logical  conclusion.  He 
rejoiced  at  the  successful  termination  to 
which  tlie  skill  and  bravery  of  our 
soldiers  had  brought  this  war  in  Af- 
ghanistan; but,  considering  the  terms 
of  peace,  he  could  but  ask  himsel£  what 
would  have  happened  if  we  had  not  been 
successful  ?  Let  hon.  Members  consider 
the  actual  arrangements  that  had  been 
made.  First,  we  were  to  have  an  Eng- 
lish, instead  of  a  Native,  Eesident  in 
Afghanistan — and  that  did  not  seem  to 
him  a  very  important  matter  either  way ; 
next,  certain  districts  were  '* assigned" 
to  us  ;  we  had  not  annexed  them.  Now, 
**  assigning  was  a  new  term,  which,  as 
far  as  he  could  make  out,  meant  that  we 
were  to  pay  the  expenses,  and  hand  the 
revenues  over  to  Afghanistan;  thirdly, 
we  were  to  keep  the  Hill  Tribes  in  order; 
fourthly,  we  guaranteed  the  Ameer 
against  an  attack  by  Eussia ;  and,  lastly, 
we  consented  to  pay  him  an  annual  tri- 
bute of  £60,000.  And  that  was  the 
result  of  a  war  in  which  we  had  been 
triumphantly  successful.  But  he  would 
not  pursue  that  subject.  The  imme- 
diate question  was  the  mode  in  which 
the  expenses  was  to  be  met.  He  had 
already  objected  to  that  mode,  and  would 
not  repeat  what  he  then  said,  further 
than  to  point  out  that  one  great  objec- 
tion he  had  to  the  Bill  was  with  respect 
to  the  mode  in  which  it  was  proposed  to 
raise  the  money,  because  it  would  intro- 
duce additional  confusion  into  the  ac- 
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counts  of  both  countries,  and  render  it 
more  difficult  for  the  people  of  India  to 
perceive  the  additional  burden  thrown 
upon  them  by  the  policy  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.    But,  while  disap- 
proving the  Bill,  he  could  not  support 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney,  because  the  ques- 
tion must  be  considered  not  only  with 
reference  to  this  particular  item,  but  in 
reference  to  the  general  relations  be- 
tween England  and  India ;  and,  as  he 
had  already  said,  he  believed  that  if  the 
principles  on  which  expenditure  was  dis- 
tributed as  between  India  and  the  British 
Isles  were  to  be  revised  it  seemed  to 
him  that  we  should  be  very  great  gainen. 
The  Expenditure  of   this   country  fell 
under  three  g^at  heads — Civil,  Militaiy, 
and  the  service  of  Debt.     Even  with 
regard  to  our  Civil  Service  Estimates 
there  were  some  items  of  which  Indii 
and  the  Colonies  ought  in  equity  to  betr 
a  share.      The    service  of   Debt  coil 
£28,000,000   a-year ;    and,    of  coone^ 
much  of  our  Debt  was  incurred  for  pa^ 
poses  in  which  India  and  the  Colonies 
had  no  concern  ;  still  there  was  a  large 
part  in    which    they    were   interested. 
Passing,  however,  over  these  two  item^ 
he  came  to  our  Military  and  Naval  ex- 
penditure, which  last  year  amounted  to 
£32,000,000.      For   the  mere  defence 
of  England  probably  £10,000,000  would 
amply    suffice,    and  the   rest   was  re- 
quired,   or    supposed  to  be  required, 
for  the  maintenance   of  the  Empire; 
but   out   of   200,000,000  —  which  WM 
the    total    number  of    Her   Majeetj's 
subjects— only   34,000,000   contributed 
to    it.      Then   let   them   consider  our 
Navy,  for  instance.    Last  year  it  coik 
£12,000,000,    while    India    for  naral 
purposes  only  spent  £70,000,  and  the 
Colonies  practically  nothing.    Our  Me- 
diterranean stations  were  required  te 
keep  np  our  communication  with  India; 
but  the  whole  expense,   amounting  to 
about  £750,000,  was  borne  by  us.   1( 
then,  the  expenses  of  the  Empire  were 
to  be  revised  and  equitably  distributed, 
it  was  clear  that  India  would  have  to 
make  a  very  larg^  contribution.    That, 
of  course,  was  not  now  contemplated. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Hackney  con-  ^ 
plained  that  India  was  paying  towards 
the  cost  of  the  Afghan  War  seven  times  ' 
more  than  England  ;  but,  after  all,  the 
Frontier  question  was  mainly  an  Inditi 
question,  and  the  population  of  India 
was  five  timea  greater  than  that  of  than 
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Islanda.    He  did  not  think  that  his  hon. 
Friend  took  a  sufficiently  wide  view  of 
this  question.     The  Afghan  War  was 
merely  one  episode  of  the  Eastern  Ques- 
tion; and,  taking  that  Question   as  a 
irhole,    England  would  have  spent  at 
least  £10,000,000,  as  against  £1,500,000 
paid  by  India.    It  seemed  to  him,  thero- 
lore,  that  England  was   bearing  even 
more  than  its  fair  share  of  the  burden  ; 
ind,  in  these  circumstances,  while  anxious 
to  treat  India  not  only  with  fairness, 
but  even   with  liberality,  he  was  un- 
able to  support  the  Amendment  of  his 
bon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Ilackney. 
He  must,  however,  say  that,  although  he 
YES  precluded  from  supporting  it,  lie, 
and  he  thought  hon.  Members  generally, 
Yould  agree,  to  a  great  extent,  in  the 
qwech  with  which  the  hon.    Member 
bad  moved  it. 

Mb.  LAING  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir 
Jobn  Lubbock)  was  as  practically  con- 
Tenant  with  Indian  finance  as  he  was 
with  financial  matters  nearer  home,  he 
voold  have  hesitated  before  making  the 
observation  that,  as  regarded  financial 
arrangements  between  the  two  countries, 
England  had  to  complain  of  India.  He 
(Ifr.  Laing)  would  assert,  without  fear 
ef  contradiction,  that  owing  to  the  policy 
inced  on  India  against  the  advice  of  her 
lest  statesmen,  and  to  the  Army  organi- 
xation  scheme,  which  went  entirely  be- 
Tond  Indian  wants,  India  was  paying  at 
least  from  £2,000,000  to  £.3,000,^000  a- 

Jear  more  than  would  be  necessary  if 
er  own  local  authorities  and  GovcrDors 
Qeneral  had  been  allowed  to  organize 
ler  Army  in  her  own  interests.  With 
xegard  to  the  Mahomedans  in  India,  and 
the  pressure  they  could  bring  to  bear  on 

Eblic  opinion  there,  did  not  the  hon. 
jonet  know  that  they  formed  but  a 
minority  of  the  population?  A  sub- 
scription had  been  started  in  India  in 
•apport  of  the  Sultan  during  the  late 
irar,  and,  with  a  Mahomedan  population 
of  60,000,000  or  80,000,000,  the  whole 
•mount  contributed  was  under  £6,000, 
and  he  was  informed  that  £2,000  of 
that  sum  was  given  by  two  largo  Maho- 
Hiedan  houses.  But  the  question  the 
Bouse  had  practically  to  consider  now 
iras,  whether  the  proposal  of  the  Gov  em- 
inent was  a  fair  apportionment  of  the 
^penses  of  the  Afghan  War  as  between 
England  and  India  ?  The  princii)lo  had 
Icen  stated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
exchequer  that  in  cases  of  this  kind 
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there  should  be  a  joint  contribution.  In 
purely  local  wars  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man said  that  India  ought  to  pay  the 
whole  cost ;  in  wars  distant  from  India, 
England  should  pay  the  whole.  Now, 
in  considering  wliether  what  was  pro- 
posed was  fair,  they  should  also  consider 
the  position  of  India  and  her  ability  to 
bear  the  whole  cost.  The  war  was 
stated  by  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer to  have  been  undertaken  almost 
exclusively  for  an  Indian  object.  But 
that  was  at  variance  with  the  statement 
of  Lord  Beaconsfield.  that  the  war  con- 
cerned tlio  character  and  interest  of  Eng- 
land in  Europe.  It  was  because  England 
had  assumed  a  particular  line  of  policy 
that  the  Eussian  Embassy  was  sent  to 
Cabul,  and  so  the  war  originated.  In 
the  financial  position  in  which  India 
was,  who  would  have  thought  of  preci- 
pitating her  into  a  war  for  remote  and 
contingent  dangers?  If  either  Lord 
Canning,  Lord  Lawrence,  Lord  Mayo, 
— ho  quoted  his  name  the  more  readily 
because  ho  was  an  excellent  Governor 
General  and  a  Conservative — or  Lord 
Northbrook  had  been  Viceroy,  that  war 
would  have  been  impossible.  Neither 
of  those  noblemen,  being  opposed  to 
any  idea  of  the  extension  of  our  North 
Wetitern  Frontier,  would  have  under- 
taken it,  which  was  a  conclusive  proof 
that  it  was  unnecessary,  and,  therefore, 
unwise.  Yet,  in  the  face  of  all  that,  we 
were  told  that  this  was  a  mere  Frontier 
war  undertaken  for  Indian  purposes. 
And  now  as  to  tho  capability  of  India  to 
pay  for  the  war.  The  cost  of  the  war 
stood  on  the  Estimates  at  £j^, 670,000. 
He  accepted  that  estimate,  but  with 
considerable  misgiving,  and  he  must 
confess  that  it  would  be  a  most  agree- 
able surprise  to  him  if  it  should  turn  out 
that  it  was  no  more.  But  supposing 
the  expense  of  the  war  to  be  covered  by 
£2,670,000,  that  was  an  insignificant 
part  of  the  cost.  We  should  look  to  the 
permanent  expense  entailed  by  that 
extension  of  the  Frontier.  His  (Mr. 
Lning's)  prediction  that  the  new  scientific 
Frontier  would  render  necessary  an  in- 
crease in  tho  military  expenditure  of 
India  had  been  more  than  realized  ;  for 
Sir  Henry  Durand  had  estimated  a  per- 
manent addition  to  the  Army  of  India  of 
10,000  troops,  and  to  the  military  ex- 
penditure of  at  least  £1,000,000  a-ycar, 
as  the  consequence  of  exchanging  a^^ 
euro  Frontier  at  one  si  do  of  tho 
tains  for  u  scientific  Frontier  bey o; 
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expenditure  of  that  sort  in  the  present 
financial  condition  of  India  was  a  matter 
of  the  most  grave  importance.  He  had 
but  one  complaint  to  make  of  the  speech 
which  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  lately  made  on  the  financial  condi- 
tion of  India  ;  it  was  so  candid  a  state- 
ment, it  was  so  agreeable  a  surprise, 
that  the  Qovemment  at  last  realized  the 
necessity  of  economy,  that  criticism  was 
turned  into  compliment,  and  many 
thought  the  financial  difficulties  of 
India  were  nearly  at  an  end.  That  was 
very  far  from  being  the  case.  The  Debt 
of  Indiahad  increased  from£107,000,000 
in  1874  to  £139,000,000  in  1879,  or  an 
annual  average  increase  of  £6,000,000 
a-year,  and  the  extent  of  the  expenditure 
by  the  extension  of  their  territory  into 
Afghanistan  had  not  yet  been  seen. 
There  was  now  a  net  total  income  of 
£21,000,000,  and  an  expenditure  of 
£24,000,000,  which  was  an  expenditure 
in  excess  of  income,  when,  as  Lord 
Beaconsfield  said,  in  order  to  maintain 
English  influence  in  India  they  rushed 
into  the  Afghan  War.  It  was  only  by 
largely  extended  economies  and  a  great 
reduction  of  military  expenditure  that 
India  could  be  saved  from  bankruptcy,  or 
this  country  from  crushing  taxation.  Our 
acquisition  of  the  new  **  scientific  Fron- 
tier "  of  India  was  to  have  produced  a 
greater  feeling  of  security,  and  a  more 
settled  state  of  affairs  between  England 
and  Hussia.  This  was  the  contention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  and  their 
supporters;  but  there  were  other  per- 
sons who  had  all  along  pointed  out  that 
the  idea  was  delusive,  and  he  was  very 
much  afraid  we  had  not  yet  seen  the  end 
of  our  military  expenditure  in  Afghan- 
istan. All  the  distinguished  military 
authorities  who  had  discussed  the  sub- 
ject were  of  opinion  that  if  we  extended 
our  Frontier  into  Central  Asia,  although 
we  might  easily  conquer  the  Natives, 
the  greater  would  be  our  feeling  of  in- 
security, the  greater  would  be  our  actual 
insecurity,  and  the  greater  would  be  our 
expenses.  Not  only  that,  but  we  should 
be  very  likely  to  involve  ourselves  in  the 
shifting  quicksands  of  Afghan  policy, 
and  every  step  wo  took  would  only  ren- 
der us  more  sensitive  and  nervous  as  we 
approached  the  Eussian  Frontier.  Those 
])r()phmes  were  already  being  fulfilled  ; 
for  the  Russians,  alarmed  and  jealous, 
no  doubt,  in  consoquoiice  of  our  con- 
quest of  part  of  Afghanistan,  were  at 
that  inou>ent  carrying  out  an  expedition 
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further  into  Central  Asia,  and  theBritiili 
Government  was  all  in  a  fidget  lest  the 
expedition  should  attempt  to  advance  on 
Merv.      No  doubt    it  was  said  Meir 
would  not  be  occupied  by  Hussia ;  but 
expeditions  undertaken  by  civilized  oa- 
tions  against  predatory  hordes  must  be 
followed  up,  and   sooner  or  later  the 
place  would  probably  be  occupied  by 
Eussia.     Instead,  therefore,   of  being 
diminished,  we  should  be  obliged  largelj 
to  increase  our  expenditure  on  our  nev 
Frontier,  stationing  there  more  troop  to 
counteract  the  moves  of  Eussia.    Oar 
scientific  Frontier  would,  therefore,  cost 
us  more  than  £1,000,000  a-year.    The 
condition  of  India  with  the  present  d^ 
ficit  was  critical  and  dangerous.    The 
danger  to  our  rule  in  India  lay,  not  cat- 
side  that  country,  but  inside  it,  for  the 
teeming  millions  of  its  Native  population 
required  more  constant  care,  and  wen 
capable  of  being  a  more  terrible  foe  thtt 
Eussia.      Let  them  be  treated  fairiji 
justly,  and  kindly  in.  matters  of  expei- 
diture  and  everything  else,  and  our  role 
over  them  was  safe ;  but  let  them  be 
treated  in  a  contrary  manner,  and  oor 
rule  over  them  could  not  be  maintained. 
Whatever  we  might  think  was  the  effect 
of  our  military  achievements,  the  Hin- 
doos placed  one  quality  much  higher, 
and  that  was  our  sense  of  justice.   It 
was    simply    because    our    Govemffli 
General,   and  their  subordinates,  htd 
been  more  just  than  the  Native  Princes 
that  we  had  gained  such  a  great  hdd 
over  India ;  and  he  trusted  that  neither 
a  mad  determination  to  keep  up  a  great 
military  expenditure,  nor  anything  eke, 
would  cause  Englishmen  to  lose  thor 
reputation  for  justice.     The  main,  in- 
deed he  might  say  the  only,  chance  of 
saving  India,  he  would  not  say  fo® 
bankruptcy,  but  from  depending  directlj 
on  the  British  taxpayer,   was  to  get 
England    to    endorse  and  sustain  ber 
credit,  and  by  a  very  large  reduction 
of  military  and  other  expenditure.   He 
was  afraid,  however,  that  the  conclusion 
of  the  Treaty  with  Yakoob  Khan  ren- 
dered  that  more  difficult  than  befow- 
Indeed,  he  very  much  feared  that  in  « 
short  time  we  should  be  forced  to  go  to 
the  rescue  of  Indian  finances ;  and,  i& 
his  opinion,  it  would  be  far  better  not 
to  pass  this  Bill.     His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett)  de- 
precated any  part  of  the  Indian  charges 
being  thrown  on  the  taxation  of  Y^i' 
land ;  but  he  (Mr.  Laing)  did  not  agr^ 
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with  liim.  It  was  only  through  the 
English  taxpayer  feeling  that  he  must 
ultimately  bear  the  burden  of  Indian  ex- 
travagance in  increased  taxation  that 
any  hope  could  be  entertained  of  finding 
a  remedy  for  the  present  state  of  things. 
He  believed  that  temporary  loans  would 
have  a  pernicious  rather  than  a  bene- 
ficial effect  by  encouraging  extravagance, 
and  that  the  true  policy  was  to  let  India, 
as  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  said, 
«  stand  on  her  own  bottom."  But  there 
was  another  matter  equally  deserving 
attention,  and  that  was  the  manner  in 
which  Indian  public  opinion  had,  on 
more  than  one  recent  occasion,  been  out- 
raged«  What,  for  instance,  could  have 
been  more  damaging  to  the  reputation 
of  England  for  justice  and  straightfor- 
wardness than  the  application  to  alien 
purposes  of  the  Famine  Insurance  Fund, 
the  reduction  of  the  cotton  import  duties 
— not  for  the  benefit  of  India,  but  in  obe- 
dience to  political  considerations  at 
home — and,  lastly,  the  gagging  of  the 
Native  Press  ?  It  might  be  the  desire 
of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment  to  govern 
India  for  the  good  of  India ;  but  their 
policy  during  the  past  few  years,  it  ap- 
peared to  Mm,  strangely  belied  their 
professions.  He  very  much  feared  that 
many  persons  in  this  country  regarded 
the  Hindoos  as  people  who  could  be 
dealt  with  exactly  as  their  Bulers 
pleased ;  but  such  an  idea  was  a  great 
mistake.  There  was  in  India  an  intelli- 
gent and  growing  public  opinion,  which 
could  understand  and  condemn,  as  dis- 
tinctly as  our  own  people,  any  act  which 
violated  the  principles  of  justice,  and 
that  opinion  would,  he  was  convinced, 
condemn  the  proceedings  of  the  present 
Oovemment. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
had  placed  on  the  Paper  the  following 
Amendment,  which  the  Bules  of  the 
House  did  not  permit  him  to  move,  but 
which  he  would  read  as  the  text  of  his 
speech,  seeing  that  it  entirely  set  forth 
his  views  on  the  subject : — 

"  That  there  is  no  reason  for  departing  from 
the  ordinary  rule  which  places  the  obligations 
of  India  on  the  credit  of  India,  and  not  on  that 
of  the  United  Kingdom;  but  any  assistance 
given  to  India  in  respect  of  the  Afghan  War 
should  be  given  from  the  revenues  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  and  not  as  a  loan." 

We  had,  in  what  had  been  consi- 
dered the  interests  of  India,  taken 
means  to  secure  her  against  the  ap- 
proaches of  other  Powers;  he,  there- 


fore, thought  that  she  should  be  called 
upon  to  contribute  towards  the  cost. 
£bigland  bore  the  major  part;  it  was 
only  proposed  to  require  India  to  pay 
the  minor  portion,  and,  holding  the  views 
he  did,  he  regretted  that  he  could  not 
altogether,  on  this  occasion,  agree  with 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Fawcett).  He  did  not  take  what 
might  be  called  the  sentimental  view  of 
our  connection  with  India ;  and  when  he 
came  to  consider  whether  the  money  at 
present  under  consideration  should  be 

Eaid  by  his  constituents  in  Kirkcaldy,  or 
y  the  people  of  India,  he  was  inclined 
to  think  that  a  great  part  should  be 
paid  by  India.  Those  who  argued  to 
the  contrary,  on  the  ground  of  British 
entanglement  in  Eastern  complications, 
must  take  those  complications  as  a  whole, 
and  not  in  detail ;  and  they  would  see 
that,  whether  right  or  wrong  in  being 
jealous  of  Bussia,  we  were  jealous  in  con- 
sequence  of  our  possession  of  India.  The 
major  portion  of  the  expenditure  had  al- 
ready fallen  upon  England,  out  of  whose 
Exchequer,  of  course,  the  Vote  of  Credit 
for  £6,000,000  had  to  be  met.  He 
would  admit  that  the  people  of  India 
were  very  poor ;  but  he  idtogether  denied 
that  we  had  imposed  a  grinding  taxation 
upon  them;  on  the  contrary,  we  had 
relieved  them  from  many  burdens  which 
they  bore  in  earlier  times,  the  only 
serious  burden  imposed  upon  them  being 
the  salt  tax.  If  we  had  not  dealt 
generously  with  them,  we  had,  at  least, 
done  fairly  by  them.  True,  we  had  re- 
cently put  upon  them  the  licence  tax, 
which  was  of  a  somewhat  grinding 
description;  but  that  was  not  a  con- 
clusive proof  that  the  taxation  was  really 
so  grinding  as  it  was  sometimes  sup- 
posed to  be,  because  he  did  not  think  the 
present  Governor  of  India  superlatively 
wise.  He  did  not  take  the  chivalric  view 
that  we  were  to  be  unjust  to  ourselves  in 
order  that  we  might  be  generous  to 
India,  which  we  had  governed  for  the 
benefit  of  its  people.  He  did  not  so 
much  object  to  the  amount  of  the  assist- 
ance that  it  was  proposed  to  render  to 
India  as  to  the  form  in  which  it  was  to 
be  rendered ;  and  that  objection  was 
expressed  in  the  Amendment  of  which 
he  had  g^ven  Notice,  but  which  he  could 
not  now  move.  The  effect  of  the  course 
taken  by  the  Government  was  to  shirk 
the  whole  question  of  this  obligation, 
for  it  was  not  faced  either  by  India  or 
England.    India  did  not  admit  that  she 
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was  ohlifi^ed  to  borrow  money,  and  the 
British  Government  did  not  boldly  take 
it  from  the  taxpayers.  The  forgotten 
preopdents  cited  by  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  were  outweighed  by  the 
fact  that,  in  the  present  century,  in  great 
financial  difficulties  India  had  stood 
alone,  even  when  loans  had  to  be  raised 
at  bi  per  cent.  The  arguments  of  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
have  been  just  as  valid  in  support  of  a 
proposal  to  pledge  the  credit  of  England 
for  the  whole  Debt  of  India,  or  in  sup- 
port of  a  much  larger  loan  by  India 
for  the  expenses  of  the  Afghan  War; 
but  he  entirely  failed  to  show  that  there 
was  any  particular  reason  why  this  par- 
ticular sum  should  be  raised  on  the  credit 
of  England.  There  was  no  such  financial 
stress  as  should  induce  the  Government 
to  depart  from  the  ordinary  rule.  He 
was  driven  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was 
thought  better  to  postpone  facing  the 
charge  than  to  put  it  upon  either  India 
or  England — to  put  it  aside  for  the  pre- 
sent, and  to  leave  it  to  be  dealt  with  by 
the  taxpayers  of  another  generation. 
How  far  were  we  to  go  in  this  imprudent 
course  ?  A  man  would  rather  give  £5 
than  put  his  name  to  a  bill  for  £50, 
which  would  probably  be  followed  by 
another  bill  for  a  larger  amount.  Surely 
the  credit  of  that  country  was  good 
enough,  without  resort  being  had  to  the 
credit  of  this.  If  the  policy  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  were  accepted  by 
the  House,  and  this  bill  were  backed  by 
England,  in  all  probability  other  bills 
would  be  forthcoming  from  the  Govern- 
ment of  India.  With  regard  to  the 
Afghan  War,  he  was  surprised  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  should 
have  taken  the  opportunity  of  pro- 
nouncing a  eulogy  on  the  operations  in 
that  campaign,  and  thus  have  challenged 
discussion  on  that  subject.  He,  for  one, 
did  not  share  the  belief  that  the  Treaty 
concluded  with  Yakoob  Khan  would 
put  an  end  to  all  the  difficulties  connected 
with  the  Afghan  policy.  In  this  case, 
the  Afghan  operations  must  be  followed 
by  increased  expenditure,  for  it  was  ad- 1 
mitted  that  eight  regiments  would  form  ; 
the  garrison  of  the  Khyber  Pass,  while  ! 
as  many,  or  more,  would  be  required  at  \ 
other  posts,  so  that  from  16  to  20  rcgi- 
ments  would  be  occupied  in  holding  the  , 
newly-atquin'd  territory,  while  all  his- 
tory rendered  itprobabhj  thut  we  should 
be  involved  in  many  Frontier  troubles 
with  tribes   whose  trade  was  plunder. 

Str  Georgi  Campbell 


We  should  be  obliged  to  make  endlett 
expeditions,  and  incur  endless  expense, 
before  the  Native  tribes  were  reduced 
to    submission.     W^ith  respect    to   the 
Treaty  entered  into  by  the  Government 
of  India  with  Yakoob   Khan,   if   the 
Ameer    were   able  to  carry  it  out  he 
would  find  no  fault  with  it ;  but  no  one 
who  knew    anything    of   Afghanistan 
could  doubt  that  the  Treaty  could  not 
be  carried  out  without  renewed  trouble 
and  great  expense.     With  respect  to  the 
question  more  immediately  before  them, 
he  feared  that  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment had  entered  upon  a  very  dangerous 
path  and  asked  the  House  to  agree  to  a 
very  doubtful  principle,  and  he  shoald, 
therefore,  give  his  vote  against  it.    With 
reference  to  the  means  to  be  adopted  in 
reducing  Indian  expenditure,  he  quite 
agreed  in  the  propriety  of  providing  that 
the  Natives  should  be  promoted  to  higher 
offices  and  employment  in  the  Oovers- 
ment,  as  they  were  paid  lees  than  Euro- 
peans.  They  were  becoming  more  fitted 
for  such  promotion  every  day,  and  it 
would  be  not  only  an  act  of  justice  to 
them,    but  an  act  of  sound    finandal 
policy  ;  further,  the  Government  must  he 
firm  in  reducing  the  Army. 

Mr.  grant  duff  said,  thatheroii 
chiefly  for  the  purpose  of  deprecating  a 
discussion  of  the  details  of  the  Afghan 
Treaty.      The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was,  no  doubt,  a  little  in  fault  in 
leading  hon.  Members  on  to  that  track; 
but  it  was  clear  that  no  advantage  could 
accrue  to  the  Government,  or  to  the  Op- 
position, from  the  discussion  of  that  sub- 
ject at  present.     They  had  not,  in  fact, 
the  materials  for  that  discussion.    The 
Treaty  could  not  be  understood  without 
the  fullest  explanation.      As  it  stood  at 
present,  it  was  a  most  unintelligible  do- 
cument ;  but  as  far  as  he  coidd  make  it 
out,  if  the  despatches  to  be  laid  bef(N^ 
the  House  did  not  put  a  different  face  on 
the  Treaty,  it  seemed  likely  to  prote  a 
calamity  to  us.      He,  therefore,  hoped 
the  Government  would  lose  no  time  in 
the  preparation  and  production  of  the 
Papers  in  reference  to  it,  as  he  (Mr. 
Grant  Duff)  could   assure    them  that 
nothing  was  further  from  the  intention 
of  the   Opposition  than    to  allow  the 
Treaty  to  pass  without  the  fullest  dis- 
cu.ssion  directly  after  the  despatches  re- 
lating to  it   were  laid   on   the  TaU*- 
With   respect  to   the    Bill  before  the 
Houbc,  looking  at  it  with  Indian  spec- 
tacles, he  could  not  but  think  that  hia 
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hon.  Priend  the  Member  for  Orkney 
(Mr.  Laing)  was  too  severe  in  the  obsor- 
vatioas  he  had  made  in  criticizing  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Momber 
for  Maidstone  (Sir  John  Lubbock).      It 
was  his  (Mr.  Grant  DufiTs)  duty  for  a 
period  of  years  to  watch  the  financial  re- 
lations between  England  and  India ;  and 
it  was  his  firm  impression  that  they  were 
yery  far  indeed  from  dnserying  the  stric- 
tares  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney  (Mr.   Fawcett)   had    passed  upon 
them.      In  fact,  if  those  relations  could 
be  tried  before  some  impartial  arbitra- 
tor, he  was  not  quite  sure  that  the  j  udg- 
ment  would  not  be  that  something  was 
owing  by  India  to  this  country,  and  that 
the  ought  to  pay  more  than  she  now 
paid.    That  view  was  hold  by  some  per- 
lons  who  had  given  the  longest  and  the 
most  anxious  attention  to  the  subject. 
He  agreed  entirely  with  the  first  part  of 
the  Amendment  which  had  been  placed 
on  the    Paper  by   the    hon.   Member 
for  Kirkcaldy  (Sir  George  Campbell), 
ind  regretted    that    it    could    not    be 
'  moved.  With  regard  to  the  Bill  itself,  he 
vas  bound  to  say  that  he  viewed  this 
£2,OOU,000  to  be  handed  over  to  India 
u  a  mere  benevolence,  but  a  benevo- 
lence given  in  the  worst  possible  way. 
It  would  form  a  very  vicious   and  bad 
precedent,  and  was  one  as  to  which  it 
voald  be  better  for  India  that  it  never 
wu  given  at  all. 

Obxeral  Sir  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
opposed  the  Bill,  having  placed  the 
£illowiug  Amendment  on  the  Notice 
Paper: — 

**  That  it  is  alike  dangporous  to  the  finances  of 
India  as  of  England  to  make  loans  to  India  ont 
of  the  taxes  of  the  United  Kingdom ;  that  it  is 
unnecessary  to  aid  India  by  loans  of  this  kind  if 
proper  economies  were  enforced,  and  Indian  ex- 
pen4itnre  restricted  to  that  which  ought  justly 
to  be  charged  on  Indian  revenues  :  that  the  ex- 
penditure in  England,  Ci^nl  and  Military,  now 
chargeable  on  Indian  revenues,  but  under  the 
control  of  the  Government  of  England,  is  sus- 
ceptible of  largo  reductions  to  an  extent  far  in 
excess  of  tho  sum  which  is  needed  to  pay  for 
the  interest  on  two  millions ;  and  that  the  costly 
o^nization  of  the  Imperial  troops  now  forced 
on  India  by  the  Government  of  Kngbind  is 
capable  of  being  so  modilied  as  to  ensure  a 
diminution  of  expenditure,  without  diminishing 
efficiency,  as  would  amount  to  a  sum  far  in  ex- 
eea  of  many  borrowed  millions/' 

The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  said, 
that  no  one  could  consider  the  pre- 
cedents which  tho  Chancollor  of  t)ie 
Exchcfjuer  had  quoted  in  favour  of  the 
present  measure  of  aiding  the  finances 
o(  India  bj  temporary  loams  from  the 


Imperial  Government  without  looking 
forward  to  the  like  evils  to  India  that 
flowed  out  of  tho  former  loans.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  even 
referred  to  loans  which  had  been  made 
to  the  Imperial  Government,  more  es- 
pecially those  which  related  to  the  re- 
newal of  tho  Charters  of  the  Bank  of 
England  and  of  the  East  India  Company, 
without  a  feeling  of  shame  for  the  man- 
ner in  which  the  public  and  India  had 
been  treated  by  this  country.  At  one 
time  the  whole  capital  of  the  Bank  of 
England  had  been  loaned  to  the  Im- 
perial Government,  and  even  at  present 
nearly  the  whole  was  so  lent  to  the  injury 
of  commerce.  And  in  bygone  years 
large  sums  were  also  lent  or  given  by 
the  East  India  Company  in  order  to  in- 
duce Government  to  grant  a  monopoly 
of  commerce.  He  regretted  that  it  was 
now  proposed  to  follow  the  evil  example 
sot  in  former  days,  for  he  feared  that 
the  result  would  be  to  check  economy 
and  to  encourage  extravagance.  If 
any  Member  would  search  the  financial 
record  prepared  by  Mr.  Chisliolm,  and 
laid  before  Parliament  on  the  Motion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich,  he  would  there  find  conclu- 
sive evidence  of  the  way  in  which  India 
was  supplied  with  loans  by  the  Imperial 
Government  in  the  form  of  deprecriated 
Exchequer  Bills,  and  repaid  by  India  at 
nearly  their  full  nominal  value.  No 
doubt,  the  plea  was  put  forward,  both 
formerly  and  at  present,  that  England 
provided  India  with  military  establish- 
ments ;  but  that  attempt  to  manage  the 
affairs  of  India,  instead  of  allowing  India 
to  take  care  of  her  own  matters,  was  a 
great  evil,  both  as  respected  the  costly 
nature  of  the  management  and  its  bad 
results.  He  contended  that  they  were 
not  getting  either  etfiuiency  or  the  worth 
of  the  money  that  had  been  spent  on 
the  Indian  Army.  An  hon.  Member  who 
preceded  him  had  implied  that  the  work 
was  well  done.  In  answer  to  that,  he 
wished  to  state  one  fact.  There  was 
now  one  battalion  under  orders  for  India, 
which  would  embark  within  two  months. 
In  that  battalion  there  were  340  soldiers 
of  less  than  one  year's  service,  and  370 
who  were  under  20  years  of  age.  Would 
anyone  say  that  those  men  were  quali- 
fied and  capable  to  stand  in  the  ranks  of 
the  Indian  Army  ?  He  considered  that 
they  wore  endangering  the  reputation 
and  the  honour  of  the  British  Army 
sending  such    soldiers  into    the  fi 
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After  reminding  the  House  of  the  way 
in  which  India  was  treated  after  the 
China  and  Abyssinian  Wars,  and  the  ac- 
quiring of  Ceylon  and  Mauritius,  he 
would  impress  upon  hon.  Members  that 
the  steps  taken  in  India  with  a  view  to 
economy  were  likely  to  hare  a  contrary 
effect when 

Mb.  SPEAKEB  drew  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member's  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  Question  before  the  House  was 
the  East  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fund) 
Bill. 

QBinsRAL  Sib  GEORGE  BALFOUR 
remarked,  that  his  object  in  mentioning 
the  details  of  bad  management  was  to 
bear  out  the  statement  in  the  Amend- 
ment that  if  India  could  be  allowed  to 
manage  her  own  affairs  that  economy 
and  efficiency  would  certainly  be  secured. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  he  wished  to 
put  a  question  to  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India.  He  would  be  glad  if 
that  hon.  Gentleman  would  state  to  the 
House  what  were  the  present  financial 
relations  between  India  and  this  coun- 
try, as  regarded  the  balance  of  Debt  ? 
Supposing  that  the  House  should  vote 
the  £2,000,000,  would  that  go  in  dimi- 
nution of  the  annual  drawings,  or  would 
the  £2,000,000  be  in  addition  to  the 
present  Debt  of  India  ?  This  point,  if 
cleared  up,  he  held,  could  not  fail  to 
have  a  very  important  bearing  upon  the 
future  financial  transactions  of  the  Gk>- 
vemment  with  India.  He  wished  also 
to  express  his  opinion  that  the  pro- 
posal of  the  Government  to  raise  these 
£2,000,000  by  way  of  loan  to  India 
was  alike  shabby  and  unsatisfactory. 
It  seemed  to  him  that  there  must  either 
exist,  on  the  part  of  the  Government,  a 
sense  that  they  ought  to  contribute  to- 
wards the  war — in  which  case  the  cost 
should  be  treated  as  expenditure— or  a 
sense  that  the  war  was  purely  an  Indian 
affair,  in  which  case  their  proposal  was, 
as  had  been  well  said  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  Elgin  Burghs  (Mr.  Grant 
Duff),  pure  benevolence.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  not,  how- 
ever, said  that  the  finances  of  India 
were  reduced  to  such  a  position  that  it 
was  absolutely  necessary  that  we  should 
make  her  a  charitable  contribution  of 
£70,000  a-year,  the  interest  upon 
£2,000,000.  Why,  then,  was  that  loan 
proposed  ?  From  the  consciousness  that 
the  war  was  not  purely  an  Indian  war, 
and  that  the  Empire  ought,  consequently, 
to  be  called  upon  to  niake  this  oontribu- 
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tion.  If  he  was  right  in  that  conjec- 
ture, he  objected  altogether  to  the  con- 
tribution taking  the  shabby  form  of  this 
loan ;  and  the  proposal  was  not  only 
wrong,  inconsistent,  and  shabby,  but 
most  dangerous  as  a  precedent  for  the 
future.  Let  expenditure  be  borne  where 
expenditure  had  been  incurred ;  let  that 
expenditure  appear  either  in  the  Indian 
or  the  English  Budget ;  but  do  not  let 
the  House  indulge  in  a  kind  of  jugglery 
in  order  to  ease  off  a  transaction  which 
might  not  be  satisfactory  to  either 
country. 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  wished  to  make 
an  appeal  to  the  House  whether,  con- 
sidering the  ample  discussion  that  had 
taken  place,  and  the  late  period  of 
the  Session  that  had  been  reached,  thej 
were  not  in  a  position  to  decide  the 
point  that  had  been  submitted  to  them? 
The  subject  had  been  debated  very  fully 
and  with  great  ability  on  both  sides  of 
the  question.  There  had  been  the  able 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Hackney 
(Mr.  Fawcett),  and  that  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite,  representing 
one  view  of  the  question;  and  the  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone  (Sir 
John  Lubbock),  together  with  the 
speeches  of  other  hon.  Members,  repre- 
senting another  view  of  it.  With  re- 
ference to  the  remarks  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentieman  who  had  just  sat  down  (Mr. 
Goschen),  he  (Mr.  E.  Stanhope)  could 
assure  the  House  that  the  proposal  be- 
fore it  had  not  been  made  in  the  be- 
lief that  the  war  was  not  a  purely  Indian 
war.  On  the  contrary,  it  was  made  in 
the  f  uU  belief  that  this  was  a  purely  In- 
dian war.  The  tone  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  at  the  commencement 
of  the  war,  was  precisely  the  same  as  it 
was  now.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
speaking  when  the  war  began,  said — 

"  We  must  wait  and  see  what  will  liappen. 
If  this  war  assames  a  wider  development,  Uie& 
we  mast  re-consider  the  whole  matter ;  but  if  it 
remains  a  mere  Frontier  war,  there  can  be  no 
reason  why  England  should  go  to  the  aid  of 
India." 

The  war  was  now  over;  the  cost  was 
comparatively  small,  and  it  had  retained 
what  he  might  call  a  local  character. 
The  Government,  therefore,  put  their 
proposal  forward  on  the  distinct  under- 
standing that  the  war  was  almost  en- 
tirely a  purely  Indian  war.  The  reason 
they  made  the  proposal  was  this.  The 
Government  of  In£a  applied  to  the  (io- 
vemment  at  home  to  make  the  advance 
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upon  tliis   groand  :    they  said — "  We 
have  had  this  war  upon  our  hands ;  we 
have  to  meet  its  expense  at  a  time  when 
the  remittances  which  we  have  to  make 
to  England  are  larger  than  ever  thoy 
were  before ;  and,  lookiDg  to  tho  rate  of 
exchange  being  so  high,  it  will  be  hard 
upon    us    to  make  those   remittances. 
Ghrant  us  this  loan,  which  will  not  only 
enable  us  to  meet  the  cost  of  the  war, 
but  assist  us  in  the  matter  of  the  remit- 
tances."    It  was  in  direct  expectation  of 
this  loan  being  gpranted  that  ike  Q-overn- 
ment  of  India  estimated  at  £15,000,000 
the  amount  which  they  would  have  to 
remit  to  this  country   in    the  present 
year,  the  estimate  being  based  upon  a 
calculation  of  the  probable  rates  of  ex- 
change.    Allusion  had  also  been  made 
to  the   cost  which  might  be  entailed 
upon  India  in  the  future,  in  consequence 
of  the  new  Frontier  arrangements  re- 
cently effected  in  Afghanistan.     He  was 
not  yet  in  a  position  to  go  into  details 
on  the  matter;  but  he  might  inform  hon. 
Members — and  there  were  some  hon.  Gen- 
tkmen  present  whose  prophecies  as  to  the 
cost  of  the  war  itself  had  been  completely 
diiappointed — that,  in  his  opinion,  the 
extra  expense  which  those  arrangements 
voald  necessitate  would  not  be    any- 
thiog  considerable.   Eeference  had  like- 
vise  been  made  to  the  subject  of  keep- 
in^^  up  large  garrisons  in  Afghanistan. 
A  question  on  this  subject  had  been  put 
to  him  the   other  day.     The  arrange- 
ments which  he  then  sketched  out  with 
legard  to  the  Khyber  Pass  were  essen- 
tially provisional ;   but,  even  if  it  were 
neoessary  to  continue  such  an  arrange- 
ment as  he  had  indicated,  there  would  not 
necessarily  be  an  addition  to  our  military 
Force,  but  simply  a  re-distribution  of  it. 
He  would  not  go  into  the  question  of  the 
general  state  of  Indian  finances;  but  he 
might  say  that,  looking  at  them  now  with 
the  added  experience  of  two  montliB, 
and  the  more  perfect  knowledge  of  what 
they  had  before  them,  he  believed  that 
if  he  had  to  make  his  statement  now, 
instead  of  two  months  ago,  he  should 
be  able  to  give  a  much  more  favour- 
able impres.sion  than  he  had  then  done. 
He  believed  that  the  pledges  they  then 
gave,  that  if  circumstances  were  favour- 
able they  would  be  able  to  put  their 
finances  upon  a  sound  footing,  would  be 
amply  redeemed. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  observed,  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  described  the  war  in 


which  this  country  had  been  engaged  in 
Afghanistan  as  a  Frontier  war,  and, 
therefore,  one  the  cost  of  which  ought 
to  be  defrayed  by  India.  But  while  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  tho  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  omitted  to  explain  why 
tho  loan  to  India  had  been  proposed, 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
explained  that  it  was  proposed  chiefly 
in  order  to  bring  the  balances  as  between 
India  and  England  into  a  more  satis- 
factory position.  If  that  was  so,  he  (Mr. 
Childers)  should  like  to  know  how  the 
statement  of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer, that  the  war  was  a  mere  Fron- 
tier affair,  the  cost  of  which  ought  to  bo 
borne  by  the  Indian  population,  was  to 
be  reconciled  with  tho  statement  of  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  that  this  loan 
was  to  be  made  on  account  of  tho  war  ? 
But  the  advantage  which  would  be  de- 
rived, in  the  most  favourable  circum- 
stances, by  India  was  so  small — being, 
in  a  financial  point  of  view,  as  between 
English  credit  and  Indian  credit,  only 
£52,500— that  he  could  not  conceive  any 
sufficient  ground  for  the  proposal  which 
had  been  made,  and  had  provoked  so 
much  feeling  in  Parliament  and  in  the 
country.  Neither  could  he  conceive  it 
right,  for  such  an  object  as  that,  to  dis- 
turb the  whole  rules  of  finance.  There 
had  been  no  shadow  or  pretence  of  justi- 
fication in  the  speech  of  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  for  the  proposal  to 
make  a  large  gift  from  tho  English  Ex- 
chequer to  the  Kovenues  of  India,  no 
record  of  which  would  ever  be  found  in 
tho  accounts  laid  before  Parliament  in 
such  a  form  as  that  it  could  be  discussed 
in  Parliament.  He  hoped,  if  the  House 
gave  a  second  reading  to  the  Bill,  that 
it  would  be  so  amended  as  to  remove 
some  of  the  objectionable  features. 

Mr.  J.  G.  HUBBARD  said,  it  was  not 
a  pleasant  thing  to  criticize  the  acts  of 
one's  friends  ;  but  he  would  not  be  deal- 
ing honestly  if  ho  did  not  say  that  he  was 
deeply  distressed  by  this  act  of  the  Go- 
vernment. It  was  at  variance  with  the 
ordinary  system  of  finance ;  for  in  this 
proposal  the  Government  had  intro- 
duced something  which,  in  finance,  was 
utterly  unknown.  It  was,  in  fact,  a 
financial  monster,  the  production  of 
which  he  could  not  account  for ;  for  a 
loan  bearing  no  interest  was  not  a  loan 
only,  but  a  gift  to  tho  extent  of  the  in- 
terest which  was  forborne.  Either  ♦ 
English  taxpayers  were  bound  to 
tribute  to  the  cost  of  the  recent  Ai 
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"War,  or  they  were  not.  If  they  were  not, 
where  was  the  object  of  the  Bill?  If 
they  were,  let  them  estimate  their  share 
of  the  responsibility  and  of  the  contin- 
gent gain,  and  pay  accordingly.  His  Hon. 
Friend  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  had  explained  that  this  loan  was 
asked  for  by  India ;  but  he  (Mr.  Hub- 
bard) should  like  to  know  whether  it 
was  asked  for  without  interest  ?  [Mr. 
E.  Stanhope  :  Yes.]  If  that  was  so, 
the  Indian  people  were  very  ingenious, 
and  he  was  afraid  had  set  an  example 
likely  to  be  largely  followed.  But 
strange  as  was  the  proposal,  the  reason 
given  for  it  was  even  more  strange. 
The  Indian  Govern ment  complained  of 
the  loss  by  exchange  upon  their  remit- 
tances to  this  country,  and  they  desired  a 
loan  to  mitigate  the  immediate  pressure ; 
and  now  see  how  the  proposed  arrange- 
ment would  work— of  a  loan  of  £  2,003,000 
without  interest,  and  repayable  in  seven 
years  by  instalments  each  of  nearly 
£300,000.  The  interest  of  the  loan,  if 
contracted  by  England,  would  be  £60,000 
a-year;  if  bylndia,  £S0.000.  Therefore, 
instead  of  paying  £60,000  or  £80.000 
a-year,  India  was  now  to  pay  £300,000 
a-year.  Obviously,  the  only  reason  given 
in  support  of  the  Bill  told  the  other  way — 
it  was  an  aggravation  of  the  exchange 
difficulty,  not  a  mitigation  of  it.  This 
loan  was  intended  to  be  an  act  of  grace 
to  India.  Was  it  not  possible  to  make 
this  act  of  grace  still  more  gracious? 
He  thought  he  saw  how  that  could  be 
done.  In  the  stipulations  of  the  Treaty 
with  Yakoob  Khan  we  undertook  to 
pay  him  £60,000  a-year  as  a  subsidy. 
That  was  precisely  the  amount  which 
this  country  would  have  to  pay  as  inter- 
est on  the  loan.  Well,  then,  let  the  sub- 
sidy be  an  English  investment;  and,  in- 
stead of  this  loan  of  £2,000,000,  let  us 
give  India  the  £60,000  a-year  outright. 
He  could  vote  neither  for  the  Bill  nor 
for  the  Amendment  before  the  House ; 
but  he  would  readily  vote  for  the  pro- 
posal of  the  hon.  Member  for  Kirk- 
caldy (Sir  George  Campbell),  if  he  were 
able  to  take  the  decision  of  the  House 
upon  it. 

Sib  ARTHUR  HAYTER  said,  he  had 
no  doubt  whatever  as  to  the  vote  he 
should  give  on  the  present  occasion.  He 
maintained,  in  opposition  to  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  that  the  Afghan 
War  was  essentially  an  English,  and, 
therefore,  an  Imperial,  and  not  an  Indian 
war ;  and  he  would  refer  hon.  Members 
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to    the  letters  from  The  Timu*  Corre- 
spondent, in  which  the  writer  went  on 
to  show  that  it  had  shattered  one  of  the 
finest  of  our  Cavalry  regiments,  and  had 
played  havoc  with  some  of  the  best  In- 
fantry, as  well    as    Native  regiments. 
These  had  been  shattered  not  by  the 
swords  of  the  enemy,  but  by  the  disease 
which  they  encountered  in  the  Khyber 
and  other  Passes.     Such  had  been  the 
result  of  this  short  campaign,  which  was 
rather  a  mere  military  promenade  than 
anything  else,  and  it  was  one  of  the  moat 
expensive  results  that  could  be  obtained. 
The  question  of  the  military  expendi- 
ture of  India  was    especially    forcing 
itself  on  the  attention  of  the  people  d 
England.     Three  years  ago  the  expense 
of  the  entire  Army,  Native  and  Euro- 
pean, was  £16,639,000  ;  last  year  it  wu 
£17,010,000;     and   this    year   it  was 
£18,225,000,  of  which  £2,000,000  were 
due  to  the  Afghan  campaign.    If  thm 
£2,000,000    were    deducted,    the    cent 
would    be    nearly  the  same  as  it  was 
three  years  ago.   According  to  the  Com- 
mission which  sat  in  1859,  the  amonat 
and  distribution  of  the  permanent  Foroei 
necessary  to  be  maintained  in  India  mnst 
be  always  affected  by  the  political  neoei- 
sities  of  the  country,  the  railways  opened, 
the  military  roads,  and  other  similar  con- 
siderations.    The  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr. 
Laing)  had  told  the  House  that  railroadi 
had  sprung  up  over  India,  and  yet  va 
had  not  reduced  our  military  expendi- 
ture.    The  proportion  of  Europeans  to 
Natives  in  the  Army  of  India  was,  be- 
fore the  Mutiny,  as  one  to  three ;  after 
the  Mutiny  it  was  one  to  two.    His  hon. 
Friend  ought  to  impress  upon  the  Com- 
mission now  sitting  in  India  that  Mem- 
bers on  that  (the  Opposition)  side  of  the 
House  would  not  be  satisfied  until  they 
saw  very  large  reductions  in  the  gam- 
sons  of   India.     An  Army  of  100,000 
Natives   and   60,000  Europeans  would 
at  once  create  a  reduction  of  40,000 
men. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  must  say  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  who  had  just  spoken 
(Sir  Arthur  Hayter)  •  had  carried  them 
over  a  rather  wide  field  of  diacoesioni 
into  which  he  did  not  propose  to  foUov 
him.  The  question  of  the  militaxj 
situation  in  India  was,  no  doubt,  a  veiy 
important  one,  which  would  have  to  be 
discussed  on  a  proper  occasion.  Again, 
how  far  he  was  correct  in  deocribing  the 
late  operations  of  the  A%hAii  War  u  i 
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militazy  promenade  was  a  question  upon 
wliich    he   would  not  then  enter,   nor 
would  he  stay  to  contrast  tho  views  to 
which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
had  now  given  utterance  with  those  ex- 
pressed by  right  hon.  and  hon.  Q-entle- 
men  opposite  some  months  ago,  when 
they  said  that  the  campaign  would  com- 
prise   some    of    the    most    formidable 
operations  in  which  England  ever  was 
engaged,  and  that  they  could  only  look 
forward  to  the  most  frightful  dangers 
and  disasters.    All  this  was  beside  the 
Question.     They  must  proceed  on  the 
data  which  were  before  them.    The  real 
question  was  that  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment, finding  that  in  balancing  their 
iccounts  for  the  current  financial  year 
they  were  in  a  position  of  deficit,  caused 
I     to  a  great  extent  by  the  operations  in 
I      Aff^hanistan,  had  to  consider  how  that 
deficit  could  be  met.     It  might  be  met  by 
la  addition  to  taxation  ;  but,  for  reasons 
already  stated  in  the  House,  tho  Govern- 
ment of  India  considered  that  would  not 
be  an  expedient  course.    It  would  have 
inrolved  great  pressure  on  the  people  of 
India  for  a  temporary  purpose.     That 
being  the  case,  it  was  necessary,  in  some 
vaj  or  other,  to  raise  money  by  way  of 
loui.     Then  there  came  the  question 
how  best  that  money  should  be  raised  ; 
ind,  under  all  the  circumstances  of  the 
cue,  the  Indian  Government  made  an 
ippeal  to  Her  Majesty's  Government  to 
idrance  a  certain  sum — £2,000,000 — to 
cany  them  over  the  difficulty  at  tho 
moment,  the  Indian  Government  under- 
thiung  to   provide  for  its  re -payment 
in  aeven  years,  repaying  it  without  an 
addition   to  their  taxation.     His  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  City 
of  London   (Mr.    Hubbard)    said   tho 
ban  they  proposed   to    make  without 
interest  was  **  a  monster" — he  had  never 
heard  of  a  loan  without  interest ;  it  was 
a  monster  so  terrible  in  its  shape  and 
form,  that  he  earnestly  protested  against 
it    His  right  hon.  Friend  said  whatever 
aasiatance  we  were  bound  in  justice  to 
gire  to  India  should  not  be  given  in  this 
vay.    He  (the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer) confessed  he  had  some  difficulty  in 
Allowing  the  argument  of  his  right  hon. 
Priend.     He  could  quite  understand  the 
argament    of    the    hon.    Member    for 
ELackney  (Mr.  Fawcett),  when  he  said 
we  had  more  share  in  these  transactions 
in  India  than  we  were  willing  to  admit, 
and  we  ought  to  bear  a  greater  portion 
of  the  burden  ;  he  could  understand  the 


argument  of  others  who  said  this  was  a 
purely  Indian  difficulty  and  India  should 
bo  left  to  get  out  of  it  as  she  best  could; 
he  could  understand,  also,  tho  argument 
of  thoso  who  said  we  ought  to  make  this 
as  a  gift ;  but,  assuming  that  this  was  a 
proper  measure,  he  could  not  see  the 
force  of  the  argument  against  the  parti- 
cular form  of  the  loan.  Why  was  a 
loan  without  interest  a  monster,  and  why 
was  it  not  a  loan?  Ho  confessed,  for 
his  own  part,  he  could  not  see  it.  Would 
a  loan  made  below  the  current  rate  of 
interest  be  a  monster?  Perhaps  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  say  it  was. 
[Mr.  J.  G.  HuBBAHD :  So  it  is,  in  its 
degree.]  In  that  case,  a  loan  at  2  per 
cent  would  be  a  little  monster.  In  fact, 
the  monster  would  get  larger  as  the  pro- 
portion of  interest  decreased.  He  con- 
fessed he  was  unable  to  go  into  this 
elaborate  study  of  natural  history,  and 
it  appeared  to  him  that  a  loan  at  2  per 
cent,  or  1  per  cent,  or  J  per  cent,  was 
still  a  loan ;  and  a  loan  did  not  become 
a  monster  merely  because  it  was  under 
the  current  rate  of  interest.  It  also 
occurred  to  him  that  the  Government 
were  at  perfect  liberty  to  take  the  step 
which  they  had  taken  without  incurring 
tho  censure  which  his  right  hon.  Friend 
endeavoured  to  cast  upon  them.  Tho 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers)  said  this  was 
done  in  a  way  to  conceal,  from  those  who 
studied  these  accounts,  the  assistance 
which  England  was  giving  to  India  year 
by  year.  He  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer)  did  not  think  that  would  be 
the  case.  Year  by  year  they  made 
loans,  under  the  Public  Works  Loan 
Commission,  to  public  bodies,  at  a  lower 
rate  of  interest  than  they  could  borrow 
them  for  themselves.  Tho  money  for 
this  advance  to  India  would  be  borrowed 
from  the  National  Debt  Commissioners  ; 
but  it  would  be  placed  in  an  account 
which  would  show  to  everyone  the  nature 
of  the  transaction,  and  the  amount  of 
our  contributions  during  each  of  these 
seven  years.  The  4th  clause  required 
that  a  full  account  of  all  receipts,  pay- 
ments, and  transactions  under  the  Act 
should  bo  made  up  every  year  and 
audited  by  the  Treasury.  He  had  for- 
merly explained  the  course  proposed 
to  be  taken,  and  there  would  be  no 
difficulty  in  exactly  tracing  what  the 
nature  of  the  transaction  was.  It  was 
merely  a  question  of  book-keeping,  and, 
therefore,  not  insoluble.     He  hoped  t' 
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House  would  feel  that,  in  making  this 
proposal,  the  Government  were  not 
making  such  a  tremendous  attack  upon 
national  morality  as  had  been  supposed. 
He  could  not  see,  when  once  they  ad- 
mitted the  principle  that  England  ought 
to  come  to  the  assistance  of  India,  that 
there  was  any  difficulty  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  GLADSTONE  said,  he  was  not 
surprised  that  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  was  anxious  to  bring  the 
debate  to  a  close,  considering  that  it 
was  rather  a  remarkable  fact  that  hardly 
anybody  seemed  cordially  to  support 
the  principle  of  the  Bill  under  discus- 
sion. Objectors  approached  the  Bill 
from  directly  opposite  points ;  but  they 
all  agreed  that  the  Bill  was  not  one  that 
ought  to  be  adopted.  Looking  at  the 
number  of  financial  and  Indian  authori- 
ties in  the  House,  it  would  have  been 
satisfactory  if  a  "  stray  "  Member  could 
have  been  induced  to  rise  and  say  that 
the  Bill  was,  from  some  point  of  view,  a 
consistent  application  of  a  sound  prin- 
ciple in  connection  with  Indian  finance. 
That,  however,  remained  to  be  proved. 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
not  answered  the  main  point  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  City  of  London  (Mr.  Hubbard)  as 
to  the  burden  that  the  exchanges  would 
throw  on  India  in  making  remittances 
to  England.  The  Government,  in  fact, 
had  sought  to  justify  the  measure  by 
its  operation  on  the  present  state  of  the 
Indian  exchange.  Let  them  try  it  by 
this  test.  Every  year,  up  to  seven,  the 
Government  were  going  to  burden  the 
exchange  by  the  necessity  of  India  re- 
mitting home  about  £300,000  ;  whereas 
had  they  left  her  to  raise  the  loan  in 
the  open  market,  her  remittances  would 
not  have  boon  £300,000  yearly  in  re- 
spect of  this  loan,  but  would  have  been 
£70,000.  As  to  the  Indian  exchange, 
he  did  not  protend  to  say  what  would  be 
the  rate  of  that  exchange  20  or  15  years 
hence;  but,  certainly,  no  person  could 
regard  as  permanent  the  state  of  affairs 
which  now  existed.  With  respect,  then, 
to  the  proposed  limit  of  seven  years,  it  ap- 
peared to  him  that  the  proposals  of  the 
Government  would  greatly  aggravate  the 
difficulty  already  existing  in  the  matter 
of  exchange ;  and  when  they  looked  at  the 
question  from  a  point  purely  of  figures, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  altogether  failed  to 
answer  the  arguments  of  his  right  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Pontefract.     His 

Th$  Chancellor  of  ihs  Exckdfuer 


right  hon.  Friend  pointed  out  that,  by 
the  proposal  of  the  Government,  they 
were  to  give  a  pecuniary  benefit  to  India 
amounting  to  the  difference  between  the 
rate  at  which  we  could  borrow  and  she 
could  borrow — an   amount   somewhere 
about  £50,000 — but,  at  the  same  time, 
they  were  asking  the  people  of  England 
practically  to  make  a  present  of  some- 
thing like  £300,000  to  India.     On  that 
ground    alone,   as    a    mere  matter  oi 
finance,  this  was  an  extraordinary  open- 
tion  ;  nor  was  the  description  of  it  as  a 
monster  so  extraordinary,  althons^h  it 
had  been  criticized  very  ingenious^  bj 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  bat  ft 
had  been  the    established  practice  to 
make  use  of  illustrations  from  natural 
history  within  the  region  of  the  stock 
market ;  and  so  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  the  City  of  Londoi 
(Mr.  Hubbard)  was  perfectly  justified 
in  placing  that  department  of  sciesn 
under  contribution  for  the  purpose  d 
illustrating  his  argument.     The  Chuh 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  not  aoca- 
rately  understood  the  point  that  thej 
were  by  this  transaction  going  tolajovt 
between  £200,000  and  £300,000  yeiilj 
of  the  money  of  the  people  of  Englaad, 
and  that  outlay  would  never  appear  ii 
the  public  accounts,  where  it  ought  to 
appear  as  part  of  the  public  expendi- 
ture.     No  doubt  the  re-payment  of  tke 
instalments  would  be  duly  recorded,  bvk 
the  expenditure  would    not  appear  ai 
such.    An  important  question  invohel 
was  the  surrender  of  the  important  pris- 
ciple  of  the  independence  of  the  two 
Exchequers.      He  admitted  that,  aa  a 
rule,  the  cost  of  an  Indian  war  ought  to 
be  borne  by  India ;  but  the  war  in  qoes- 
tion  was  an  Imperial  war,  due  to  Impe- 
rial policy,  and  had  reference,  not  to 
Asiatic  Powers,  but,  above  aU,  to  one 
great  European  Power.     The  Qoreni- 
ment  ought,  therefore,  to  have  boldlj 
and  manfully  assumed  the  responeibilitj 
for  England.     He  was  preparod  to  vote 
for  the  Amendment  of  the  non.  Member 
for  Hackney,  although  he  did  not  think 
he  could  do  so  on  the  Main  QaeetHmi 
because  there  were  other  Motions  upon 
the  Paper  which  might  be  more  aocepi- 
able.    The  position  of  the  Oovemmeit 
was  this — the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  laid  down,  in  the  most  distiMt 
manner,  the  principle  that  the  Afghaa 
War  was  an  Indian  war;  that  it  be- 
longed to  that  class  of  wars  the  ooet  of 
which  onght  to  be  borne  by  the  Indiaa 
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Exchequer,  and  not  to  that  class  the 
cost  of  wldch  ought  to  be  borne  by  a 
mixed  contribution. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Not  entirely.  I  said  that  this 
had  been  something  rather  more  than  a 
Frontier  war,  and  therefore  there  was  a 
certain  obligation,  but  only  a  small  obli- 
gation, upon  England ;  but  if  it  had  gone 
to  a  much  larger  extent,  and  a  Euro- 
pean Power  nad  come  in,  we  should 
LaTe  reoog^zed  a  much  greater  liability 
on  the  part  of  England. 

Mb.  GLADSTONE  rejoined,  that  that 
was  not  the  impression  which  the  right 
Ivm.  Gentleman  had  left  on  those  who 
liid  heard  him.    The  Chancellor  of  the 
Hichequer  now  said  this  was  not  in  the 
fint  dasa  of  wars,  but  in  the  second 
dass,  to  be  met  by  a  mixed  contribution, 
ftongh,  in  his  view,  it  ought  to  be  con- 
fined in  yery  narrow  limits.     But  he 
(Kr.  Gladstone)  ventured  to  think  they 
onght  not,  for  any  trifling  sum  such  as 
&s  difference  between  the  rates  of  into- 
mt  at  which  the  Indian  and  the  Eng- 
Biii  Governments  could  raise  money,  or 
iks  differences  on  exchange,  to  depart 
from  the  principle  of  the  independence 
of  the  Exchequers.      A  graver  financial 
fiestion  could  not  possibly  be  presented 
to  the  mind  of  the  British  Parliament 
thin  the  assumption  of  responsibility  by 
Inland  for  Indian  expenditure.  What- 
•ler  was  done  in  that  way  should  be 
fiom  serious  cause,  and  not  merely  for 
nonring  to  India  the  trifling  benefit  of 
ntting  any  of  the  sums  now  at  issue. 
He  was  entirely  at  a  loss  to  know,  when 
onoe   the    Government    admitted    that 
Eogland  ought  to  bear  some  portion  of 
the  ooet  of  this  war,  by  what  considera- 
tioa  it  waa  that  they  arrived  at  the  con- 
doiion  that  it  should  be  limited  to  one- 
Nfenth  of  the  cost.    He  could  not  con- 
Mve,  if  this  were  a  war  having  refer- 
ttoe,  as  was  admitted,  to  a  policy  in- 
volring  questions  of  the  general  balance 
of  power,  by  what  argument  the  liability 
of  India  was  fixed  at  six-sevenths,  and 
fliBt  of  England  at  one-seventh.    In  the 
pointfl  that   were  now  mainly    raised 
vidi  reference  to  the  financial  operation 
of  the  loan,  and  the  effect  on  the  ex- 
dianges,  adding  to  that  the  argument 
ef  hu    right  hon.  Friend  the    Mem- 
ber for  Pontefract,  that  every  operation 
of  the  public  expenditure  should  be  re- 
presented in  our  accounts  as  expendi- 
ture. Her  Majesty's  Government  had 
mtiidj  failed  to  make  good  any  argu- 


ment for  the  presentation  of  a  Bill 
which  they  admitted  themselves  had  re- 
ference to  a  state  of  the  Indian  finance 
which  the  Under  Secretary  of  State 
assured  them  was  now  passed  away.  The 
finances  were,  the  hon.  Gentleman  had 
said,  much  improved ;  and,  that  being  so, 
there  could  be  no  justification  for  the 
present  measure. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — Ayes  137  ;  Noes 
125  :  Majority  12.— (Div.  List,  No.  194.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  committed 
for  Monday  next. 

EAST  INDIA  LOAN  (£5,000,000)  BILL. 

[Mr.  Eaikes,  Mr.  Edward  Stanhope^  Mr.  Chan" 

eellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

[bill  197.]      COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."--(i/r.  E,  Stanhope.) 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  rose  to 
object  to  the  Bill,  and  contended  that  it 
could  not  be  sufficiently  considered  at 
that  stage  of  the  Sitting.  There  had 
been  no  discussion  of  it,  and  he  wanted 
some  explanation  of  it.  [Crt>«  of 
**  Agreed!"]  He  was  not  prepared  to 
agree  to  a  Bill  involving  millions  with- 
out some  discussion.  Kis  opinion  was 
expressed  by  the  Amendment  which  he 
had  placed  upon  the  Paper ;  and  which, 
if  he  had  the  opportunity,  he  would 
submit  to  the  consideration  of  the 
House — namely, 

**  That  in  view  of  tho  difficulties  caused  by 
ozcessive  changes  in  tho  relative  value  of  gold 
and  silver,  advantage  should  be  taken  of  the 
proposal  of  tho  United  States  to  settle  a  standard 
calculated  to  steady  the  value  of  the  precious 
metals,  the  Government  of  India  undertaking 
to  continue  the  free  coinage  of  silver  if  the 
United  States  will  do  likewise.*' 

He  admitted  that,  up  to  a  certain  point, 
the  abundance  of  silver  was  not  in 
all  respects  an  evil  to  India;  that  so 
long  as  the  rupee  did  not  fail  below 
\s.  Sd.  or  Is.  6d.  in  price  the  Government 
of  India  ought  not  to  embark  in  heroic 
measures ;  but  it  might  be  wise,  in 
the  event  of  its  falling  still  lower,  to 
limit  the  coinage  of  silver,  and  so  arti- 
ficially enhance  the  price  of  the  rupee. 
India  was  literally  the  only  country 
where  there  was  now  a  free  coinage  of 
silver.  In  America  there  was  a  limited 
coinage  of  silver ;  and  as  England  and 
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America  were  alike  interested  in  pre- 
venting an  excessive  fall  in  the  value  of 
that  motal,  he  urged  that  terms  should 
bo  come  to  between  the  two  countries — 
namely,  India  and  America — on  the  sub- 
ject. The  hon.  Member  was  continuing, 
when 

It  being  ten  minutes  before  Seven  of 
the  clock,  the  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  this  day. 

The  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  the  clock. 


The  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  the  clock. 

ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair.'' 

CRIMINAL    LAW  — THE    CASE    OF 

EDMUND  GALLEY. 

MOTION   FOB   AN   ADDRESS. 

Sir  E.\RDLEY  WILMOT  rose  to  call 
attention  to  the  case  of  Edmund  Galley, 
and  to  move — 

"That  tho  innocence  of  Edmund  Galley  of 
the  crime  of  which  ho  was  convicted  at  Exotor 
in  1836  has  boon  cstiiblishod  beyond  all  reason- 
able doabts ;  and  that  an  humblo  Address  bo  pre- 
sented to  Her  Mijosty,  prayinj?  Her  Majesty 
g^ciously  to  grant  a  free  pardon  to  Edmund 
Galley." 

The  hon.  Baronet  said,  the  case  had  ex- 
cited considerable  interest,  and  he  re- 
gretted that  the  Home  Secretary  had  not 
thought  fit  to  yield  to  the  general  expres- 
sion of  public  opinion  and  the  represen- 
tations of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  Eng- 
land with  regard  to  it.  No  doubt,  a  long 
period  had  elapsed  since  the  murder  of 
Mr.  May ;  but  he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot) 
had  yet  to  learn  that  time  sanctioned  in- 
justice  and  wrong,  seeing  that,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  testimony  of  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  they  had  the  opinion  of  other 
eminent  men  that  the  accused  had  esta- 
blished an  alihi,  and  that  he  had  been 
improperly  convicted.  The  facts  of  the 
case  were  these: — On  the  16th  of  July, 
1835,  there  was  a  fair  held  in  the  town 
of  Moretonhampstead,  situated  some  12 
or  14  miles  from  Exeter,  and  half-way 
between  the  latter  city  and  a  small 
village  called  Dunsford.  That  fair  was 
attended  by  a  substantial  yeoman    or 
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farmer  named  May,  who  rode  into  More- 
tonhampstead, and  who,  having  received 
various  sums  of  money,  set  out  at  night 
from  a  public-house  on  his  way  home. 
Just  outside  the  town  there  was  a  gate 
kept  by  a  man  named  Nosworthy,  and 
this  man  saw  the  farmer  ride  through 
the  gate,    perfectly    sober.      Between 
12  and   1  o'clock  in  the  morning  two 
other  persons,  returning  from  the  fair, 
saw,  a  little  way  up  the  road,  a  hone 
without  a  rider,  and,  subsequently,  the 
farmer  was  discovered  unconscious  and 
insensible.   He  died.    At  first,  suspicion 
rested  on  a  man  named  Avery  and  t 
woman  named   Harris;  but  there  wai 
not  sufficient  evidence  to  fix  the  crime 
upon  them,  and  the  latter  was  eventuillj 
discharged,    Avery    being  detained  in 
custody  for    another  offence.      Sabie* 
quently,  statements  were  made  implicit* 
ing  a  man  named  Oliver,  whowent  Uudff 
the  name  of  **  Buckingham  Joe,"  ul 
the  man  Q-alley,  who  at  that  timewum 
custody  in  Coldbath  Fields  Prison,  ad 
who  was  arrested  in  consequence  <xf  Ul 
having  lost  a  tooth,  and  of  his  harinf 
answered  to  a  description  given  bj  tki 
woman  Harris.  They  were  apprehendad, 
and  tried  before  Mr.  Justice  Willitmi, 
at  Exeter,  in  July,   1836.    Oliver  ipm 
defended  by  Mr.  (now  Sir  Montt^) 
Smith ;  while  the  case  of  Oalley,  vha 
was  a  poor  man,  was  taken  up  by  Mr. 
Cockburn,    the     present    distinguiibed 
Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England.    Dwaf 
the  trial  Edmund  Galley  protested  bv 
innocence,  and  more  than  once  was  hMxd 
to  say  to   his  fellow  prisoner,  Joseph 
Oliver — **You  know  I  was  not  tli»^ 
and  I  don't  know  you."    It  appatxtd 
that  the  principal  witness  for  theproi^ 
oution  was  a  woman  named  Harris,  whs 
at  the  time  was  living  with  a  mannanMd 
Avery.     She  swore  to  meeting  Oliwr 
and  Galley  on  the  night  of  the  mordff 
near  the   place  where,  and  about  the 
hour  when,  it  was  committed,  and  rft* 
cognized  the  prisoners  as  the  men  vbo 
jumped  from  a  hedge,  and  murdered  the 
man  May.    There  was  also  some  odur 
evidence  tending  in  the  same  direction. 
Charlotte  Clarke,  however,  swore  ihtX 
Galley  was  not  the  *'  Dick  Torpin  "  who 
was  supposed,  with  Oliver,  to  have  eon- 
mitted  the  murder.     Galley  was  not  d^ 
fended;   but  a    witness  named  Antf 
swore  that  Harris  could  not  hare  aeM 
the  murder  committed,  because  she  was 
in  Exeter  with  him  at  the  time,  and  thi 
murder   was  oommitt«d  wvml  tulm 
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oatdde  that  city.    Both  prisoners  were, 
however,  found  guilty,  and  then  Oliver, 
who  had  not  said  a  word  before  in  re- 
gard to  Galley,  addressing  the  Judge, 
said — "My  Lord,  you  are  surely  not 
going  to  send  this  innocent  man  to  the 
•caffold.     He  was  not  there,  and  I  never 
law  him  before  until  we  were  in  gaol 
together."  The  strong  protest  of  Galley, 
and  the  declaration  of  Oliver,  made  such 
in  impression  upon  the  counsel  and  one 
or  two  gentlemen  who  heard  the  case, 
that  an  effort  was  made  at  once  to  obtain 
a  respite.     Only  48  hours  elapsed  be- 
tween the  yerdict  and  the  time  of  execu- 
tion ;  but  a  reprieve  was  obtained  for 
Galley,  and  a  Mr.  Cherer,  the  shorthand 
writer,  who  took  all  the  notes  of  the 
flridence  in  the  case,  got  up  every  inci- 
dent that  could  be  obtained  to  prove  an 
tUhi,  came  up  to  London,  and  had  an 
mterview  with  the  late  Earl  Busscll, 
then  Secretary  of  State  for  tlie  Home 
Department,  who  deputed  Sir  Frederick 
Boe,  then   Chief    Magistrate    at   Buw 
Street,  to  inquire  into  the  alibi  of  the 
prisoner.      Sir    Montague    Smith  had 
itited  that  he  felt  such  an  interest  in 
fte  matter  at    the  time  that  he  went 
dom  with  Sir  Frederick  Eoe  to  examine 
iBio  the  truth  of  the  ahhi^  and  he  re- 
tfliBed  to  London  perfectly  satisfied  that 
Ike  Mi  was  made  out.    In  fact,  he  had 
written  to  say — 

"Itm certainly  of  opinion,  riprhtly  or  wrongly, 
Art  Oalley'a  caso  was  one  of  mistaken  identity, 
ndthat  he  was  ^Tongly  convicted." 

<A  magistrate  saw  Galley  at  the  gaol, 
aadthe  prisoner  told  him  that  on  the 
Ay  of  the  murder  he  was  at  Dartford 
in  company  with  two  men.    Afterwards, 
Qalley  said  he  had  recollected  that  tiiere 
Yu  a  third  man.     There  had  been  no 
time  to    communicate   with    Dartford; 
ttd,  in  the    meantime,   a  letter  came 
ftom  Dartford  stating  that  Galley,  on 
the  day  in  question,  was  at  that  place 
in  company  with  three  men.    The  evi- 
dence had  satisfied  the  Lord  Chief  Justice, 
Gir  Montague  Smith,  and  others,  that 
tlie  mlibi  was  distinctly  made  out.     It 
Ilid   been    suggested  that   Galley  was 
Committing  a  burglary  on  the  ni^lit  of 
tke murder ;  and  he  (SirEardley  Wilmot) 
llad  inquired  if  that  were  so,  and  found 
tliml  there  was  no  proof  of  the  fact.   The 
>^Mnlt,  however,  was,  that  the  soutouce 
<tf  death  was  not  carried  out,  being  com- 
>KlQted  to  transportation  for  life— Oliver, 
itt   the   meantime,  having   been  exe- 


cuted— and  he  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  ex- 
ceedingly regretted  that,  in  the  19th 
centui'y,  ho  was  obliged  to  ask  pardon 
for  an  offence  which  had  never  been  com- 
mitted. He  had  hoped  the  Criminal  Code 
(IndictableOff'ences)  Bill  would  have  been 
passed  this  Session.  That  measure  pro- 
vided for  a  Court  of  Appeal,  which  had 
long  been  due  to  justice,  and,  when  once 
established,  an  innocent  man  would  not 
have  to  go,  hat  in  hand,  to  ask  for  par- 
don. After  being  two  years  in  the  hulks. 
Galley  was,  in  lb39,  sent  to  New  South 
Wales,  where  he  had  passed  his  life  as 
a  convict.  lie  bore  his  infliction  till 
1877,  when  a  letter  appeared  from  him, 
written  to  the  prosecuting  solicitor, 
pointing  out  that  a  man  named  John 
Longley  had  confessed  on  his  death- bed 
that  he  was  really  the  man  who,  along 
with  Oliver,  had  committed  the  murder, 
and  asking  that  something  should  be 
done  to  withdraw  from  him  the  stigma  of 
being  a  murderor.  The  letter  was  pub- 
lished in  an  Exeter  newspaper,  and  the 
result  of  it  was  the  memorable  and  noble 
letter  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  which 
had  appeared  in  the  public  Press.  He 
hoped  that  no  mere  adherence  to  pre- 
cedent would  prevent  this  case  from 
being  re-opened,  for  ho  thought  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  ought  to  feel 
proud  to  do  an  act  nuch  as  that  which 
was  now  asked.  At  all  events,  he  hoped 
this  House  would  see  that  a  gross  act 
of  injustice  was  no  longer  allowed  to 
remain  without  reparation ;  for,  in  his 
opinion,  it  was  inconsistent  with  what 
was  right  that  the  man  should,  after  all 
that  had  occurred,  be  obliged  to  havo 
recourse  to  the  Secretary  of  State  lor 
pardon,  when,  in  justice,  ho  was  entitled 
to  complete  vindication.  The  hon. 
Baronet  concluded  by  moving  the  Reso- 
lution of  wliich  ho  had  given  Notice. 

Mr.  BULWER,  in  seconding  the 
Motion,  said,  he  had  not  intended  to 
take  part  in  the  discussion,  for  ho  was 
not  aware  until  a  short  time  before  ho 
entered  the  House  that  the  subject  was 
to  bo  brought  forward.  He  would  not 
go  over  again,  either  briefly  or  at 
length,  the  facts  which  had  been  so 
well  placed  before  the  House  by  his  hon. 
Friend,  but  would  content  himself  with 
a  reference  to  the  letter  of  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice,  in  wliich  he  referred  to 
the  evidence  as  excluding  all  rcasonablo 
doubt  of  the  man's  innocence,  and  he 
hoped  the  Hoiue  would  set  some  yal 
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on  the  opinion  of  so  distinguished  a  man 
as  the  Lord  Chief  Justice.  But  that 
opinion  did  not  rest  there.  It  was  cor- 
roborated entirely  by  that  of  Mr.  Justice 
Montague  Smith.  He  could  hardly 
imagine  that  any  Member  of  the  House 
who  had  read  the  case,  and  had  read  the 
letter  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice,  could 
entertain  any  doubt  that  a  very  gross 
wrong  had  been  inflicted.  Unfortunately, 
the  mode  adopted  by  his  hon.  Friend 
was  the  only  one  that  presented  itself  to 
have  this  wrong  set  right ;  but  he  trusted 
that  his  hon.  Friend  would  be  success- 
ful, for  he  felt  sure  that  every  Member 
would  recognize  the  true  character  of 
the  Home  Secretary  in  the  concluding 
words  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  when  he 
said — 

**  I  commend  this  case  to  that  high  sense  of 
justice  and  humanity  for  which  your  adminis- 
tration of  office  has  been  distinguished.'* 

Of  course,  the  Home  Secretary  had  given 
his  anxious  and  earnest  consideration  to 
the  case ;  but  the  grounds  upon  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  grounded  his 
refusal  to  interfere  in  the  case  appeared 
to  bo  these  : — All  the  facts,  he  said,  be- 
fore him,  and  upon  which  the  recom- 
mendation of  his  Lordship  was  based, 
were,  while  fresh,  and  while  Galley  was 
under  sentence  of  death,  brought  before 
Lord  John  Russell  and  Lord  Denman, 
the  Chief  Justice  of  the  day ;  and  he 
said  the  question  for  him  to  decide  was 
not  so  much  whether  ho  being  in  Lord 
Russell's  position  would  have  arrived  at 
the  same  conclusion,  as  whether  at  this 
period  of  time,  and  so  long  after  the 
case,  he  should  on  the  same  facts  over- 
rule the  solemn  decision  to  which  the 
then  Secretary  of  State,  acting  under 
advice,  came  to.  The  matter  had  also 
been  brought  before  his  Predecessors, 
Lord  Aberdare  and  Mr.  Lowe,  who  had 
declined  to  interfere,  and  he  must  de- 
cline to  over-rule  their  decision.  Such 
were  the  reasons  given  by  the  Home 
Secretary ;  and  he  (Mr.  Bulwer)  thought 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  not,  in  his 
own  justification,  placed  the  case  so  high 
as  he  might  have  done,  because  in  the 
letter  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  it  would 
be  found  that  he  said — **  The  scene 
created  a  sensation  difficult  to  describe, 
and  left  an  impression  never  to  be 
effaced."  The  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
therefore,  might  not  unreasonably  have  ' 
supposed,  after  reading  that  letter,  that 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had  himself  also, 
when  in  office    as    Attorney  General,  - 

Jtr*  BuhfitT 


urged  upon  the  Gt>vemment  of  the  day, 
but  in  vain,  the  duty  of  redressing  this 
great  wrong.  Without  trespassiDg 
longer  on  the  time  of  the  House  he 
hoped  that  if  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  felt  disinclined 
to  over-rule  the  decisions  of  his  Prede- 
cessors, the  House  of  Commons,  with  an 
unanimous  voice,  would  say  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman — '*  We  will  in  this  caae 
relieve  you  from  the  responsibility." 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  '<  That "  to  tbt 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  vordi 
**  the  innocence  of  Edmund  Galley  of  the  erime 
of  which  he  was  convicted  at  Exeter  in  1836  hai 
been  established  beyond  all  reasonable  donbti ; 
and  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  gractouly 
to  grant  a  free  pardon  to  Edmund  Oallay,"— 
[Sir  Eardley  Wilmoi,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  woidi 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tb 
Question." 


Mr.  CAVENDISH  BENTINGKwt 
he  quite  concurred  in  the  opinion  a* 
pressed  by  the  hon.  and  learned  GFenth- 
man  who  spoke  last  (Mr.  Bulwer),  tbift 
there  could  hardly  be  a  doubt  bat  thit 
there  had  been  a  miscarriage  of  jostxe 
in  this  case.  After  the  strong  opinioB 
given  by  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  and  Sir 
Montague  Smith — and  the  facts  of  tlia 
case  were  such  as  we  could  all  fozm  n 
opinion  upon — he  would  ask  his  lUt 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  W 
the  Home  Department  whether  he  eonli 
feel  himself  justified  in  adhering  to  fht 
determination  to  which  he  regretted  to 
hear  his  righ  thon.  Friend  had  arnTedf 
The  only  possible  ground  on  which  Ui 
right  hon.  Friend  could  refuse  the  appMl 
of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  was  that  ki 
was  bound  by  the  decision  at  lAA 
former  Secretaries  of  State  had  anifed. 
He  hoped  his  right  hon.  Friend  wodd 
exercise  his  own  clear  judgment  in  the 
matter ;  and,  if  he  did  so,  he  would  add 
to  the  high  reputation  which  he  had  ac- 
quired during  his  tenure  of  his  preMBt 
office. 

Sir  JOSEPH  M'KENT^A  said,  the!t 
had  been  no  contradiction  of  the  etal^ 
ment  of  facts  which  had  been  pnUishfld 
on  Galley's  behalf.  That  statement  had 
taken,  in  his  (Sir  Joseph  M'Kenna'B) 
opinion,  the  case  clearly  out  of  all  rata 
based  on  precedent  or  oflBcial  etiquet^ 
confirmed  as  it  was  by  the  teatimonj  d 
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one  who  was  now  Lord  Chief  Justice ; 
tad  he  could  not  understand  on  what 

gt>und  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
ome  Department  could  refuse  a  re- 
cognition of  Galley's  innocence.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  there  was  not  a 
Memher  of  the  House  who  had  paid 
attention  to  the  facts  of  the  case  who 
was  not  convinced  that  Edmund  Galley 
was  an  innocent  and  a  wronged  man. 

Mb.  a.  mills  said,  a  largely-signed 
Memorial  was  sent  to  the  Home  Office 
from  his  constituents  of  Exeter  in  favour 
of  a  cancellation  of  the  sentence  of  Ed- 
mund Galley.  That  Memorial  was  signed 
Vy  leading  men  of  all  parties  in  politics, 
including  the  Bishop  and  the  Dean  of 
Exeter.     He  awaited  with  interest  the 
itttement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary   of  State  for  the   Home 
Department.     Possibly,  they  would  be 
told  that  the  House  of  Commons  was 
BOt    the    place    to    canvass    judicial 
dednone.      He  (Mr.  A.  Mills)  agreed 
with  that    as    a    general    rule  ;     but 
tiierewere  exceptions,  and  he  thought 
ib«re  were  exceptional  circumstances  in 
,ttii  case   which   should  lead  them  to 
toke  it  up.     When  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
ties  thought  it  right  to  join  in  the  public 
•^[msaion   of  opinion  in  reference  to 
All  matter,  he  did  not  think  it  could  be 
lud  that  the  House  of  Commons  was 
dibarred  from  taking  notice  of  the  case 
kotuse  successive  Secretaries  of  State 
lid  declined  to  re-open  the  matter.    An 
■lor  had  been  committed  in  this  case, 
M  there  had  been  in  the  case  of  a  man 
lamed  Barber,  who  was  wrongly  con- 
victed of  having  forged  a  will.     Upon  a 
&I1  consideration  of  Barber's  case,  com- 
pensation was  given  to  him  out  of  the 
niUic  funds.     This  matter  had  been 
booght  before  Parliament  very  fairly 
nd  properly;  and,  though  so   long  a 
time  had  passed  since  Galley's  convic- 
tioDy   he  saw  no    reason    why  justice 
jiumld  not  be  done.     The  question  here 
was,  whether  or  not  such  facts  had  not  j 
oome  to  the  knowledge  of  the  Court  and  < 
Ike  public  after  the  man's  trial  as  led  to  j 
a  caange  in  his  sentence,  that  required 
farther  investigation  should  take  place? 
Die  advocates  of  the  abolition  of  capital  * 
foaifthment  would  find  a  strong  argu- ' 
ment  in  support  of  their  view,  if  it  were  ' 
to  be  held  that  a  case  of  this  kind  once  \ 
decided  conld  not  be  re-opened. 

Mr.  MTJNTZ  said,  they  wore  now 
wiled  upon,  upon  mere  hearsay  ovidcuco, 
te  revene  tiie  proceedings  of  a  Court  of 


Justice  44  years  ago,  and  if  the  Motion 
were  successful  he  trusted  that  it  would 
not  be  made  a  precedent,  because  the  Lord 
Chief  Justice  of  England  had  written  a 
letter  expressing  disapproval  of  the  con- 
viction. What  would  bo  the  result  of  the 
House  of  Commons  taking  up  all  such 
cases?  It  was  peculiarly  the  duty  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  after  consultation  with  the 
Jud^^es,  to  inquire  into  these  cases, 
and  advise  the  Crown  as  to  the  exercise 
of  the  Prerogative  of  mercy,  and  they 
should  leave  it  to  him.  They  were  asked 
to  set  up  a  dangerous  precedent;  and 
unless  he  hoard  something  more  forcible 
and  argumentative  than  had  already 
reached  him  he  should  certainly  vote 
against  the  Bosolution. 

Mr.  Alderman  COTTON  hoped  that, 
although  so  long  a  time  had  elapsed  since 
Galley's  sentence,  the  House  would  not 
think  that  its  time  had  been  wasted  if, 
by  this  Motion,  justice  should  be  done  to 
that  unfortunate  man,  who  was  most  un- 
justly punished  many  years  ago.  Galley 
had  clearly  proved  an  alihiy  and  he 
asked  that  the  sentence  upon  him  should 
be  reversed,  and  that  his  character 
should  be  restored  to  him.  If  the  same 
facts  appertaining  to  this  case  were  to- 
day laid  before  the  Home  Secretary  with 
reference  to  a  case  of  recent  occurrence 
there  could  be  but  one  opinion  as  to 
how  ho  Avould  act.  Having  regard  to 
the  old  age  of  the  man  and  his  cha- 
racter, he  trusted  that  justice  would  be 
done,  and  that  there  would  be  no  hesi- 
tation in  accepting  the  Motion. 

Mr.  LOWE  said,  that  the  judicial 
theory  upon  which  the  House  was  pro- 
ceeding was  a  very  singular  one.  Thoy 
were  asked  to  consider  what  was  done 
many  years  ago  upon  the  evidence  then 
produced,  and  on  which  a  conclusion 
was  arrived  at.  Thoy  wore  bound  in 
judicial  matters,  when  considering  tho 
guilt  of  prisoners,  to  get  tho  best  as- 
sistance which  tho  study  of  a  life  in  a 
laborious  profession  could  give,  to  hear 
patiently  what  could  be  said,  to  turn 
matters  every  way,  and  only  to  decide 
on  the  best  evidence  that  could  be  pro- 
duced. But  what  was  the  course  tho 
House  of  Commons  was  asked  to  adopt  ? 
The  House  was  now  asked  to  reverse  all 
that  was  done.  An  hon.  Member  rose 
and  narrated  what  ho  believed  to  be  tho 
facts;  a  number  of  hon.  Gentlemen  came 
down  obviously  with  minds  mado  up — 
[  Cries  of  «  No,  no ! "]— Hon.  Gentlem' 
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who  cried  "No!"  might  answer  for 
themselves,  but  not  for  those  who  re- 
mained silent.  [An  hon.  Membee  :  How 
can  you  answer  for  them  ?]  He  answered 
for  them,  because  before  a  quarter  of 
the  case  had  been  stated  they  had  loudly 
cheered.  They  could  not  have  decided 
upon  what  they  had  heard,  but  must 
have  decided  upon  consideration  before- 
hand. That  was  not  the  way  justice 
could  be  done.  It  was  no  slight  matter 
to  overrule  the  decisions  of  illustrious 
Judges  upon  a  narrative  which  they  had 
never  given  themselves  the  trouble  to 
verify.  These  cases  ought  not  to  be  de- 
cided upon  the  opinions  of  any  Member 
of  Parliament.  That  was  not  the  way 
in  which  justice  ought  to  be  adminis- 
tered. If  the  House  of  Commons  should 
be  called  upon  to  administer  justice, 
there  would  be  great  danger  that  injustice 
would  be  committed.  The  case  was  tried 
before  Mr.  Justice  Williams,  a  most  dis- 
tinguished Judge,  and  the  verdict  of 
guilty  was  confirmed  by  Lord  John 
Eussell — no  mean  authority — after  con- 
sultation with  Lord  Denman,  Lord  Chief 
Justice  of  England.  They  came  to  the 
conclusion  that  there  was  a  doubt  which 
justified  the  remission  of  the  capital 
sentence  ;  but  was  not  sufficient  to  en- 
able them  to  recommend  that  the  man 
should  be  pardoned.  Upon  that  ground 
the  case  had  stood  for  43  years.  The 
prisoner  had  long  since  exhausted  his 
sentence ;  and  the  question  now  was, 
whether  it  was  wise  to  overthrow  the 
decision  of  those  eminent  authorities, 
not  for  the  purpose  of  relieving  this  man 
from  punishment — because  he  no  longer 
suffered  any — but  merely  for  the  purpose 
of  allowing  him  to  come  to  England  in 
order  to  make  it  as  clear  as  possible  that 
he  had  been  wrongfully  convicted  ?  The 
question  deserved  more  reflection  than 
it  seemed  to  have  received.  It  was 
whether  the  House  of  Commons  would 
^undertake,  on  the  single  statement  of 
an  hon.  Member,  and  without  a  particle 
of  evidence,  to  overthrow  the  decision  of 
two  eminent  Judges,  given  under  a 
sense  of  the  deepest  responsibility  ?  It 
was  no  pleasure  to  him  to  say  anything 
in  disparagement  of  Galley;  but  the 
truth  was  that  hebelonjred  to  the  criminal 
class.  He  might  or  might  not  have 
been  innocent  of  the  crime  of  which  he 
was  accused ;  but  if  ho  was  charged 
with  it,  it  was  because  he  was  a  man 
who  belonged  to  those  classes  amongst 
whom   thoy  looked  for  crime.     r**Oh, 

Mr.  Lowe 


oh !"]    The  Lord  Chief  Justice,  in  his 
letter,  said  that  the  man  was  a  rogue 
and  vagabond,  possibly  a  petty  thief, 
and,  besides  that,  a  card-sharper.    Even 
supposing  these  statements  to  be  true, 
they  furnished  no  reason  why  he  shouid 
have   been  found  guilty  of  this  great 
crime;   but,  on  the   other  hand,  they 
supplied  a  reason  why  there  should  not 
be  so  much  sentimentality  on  the  subject 
If  Galley  had  been  wrongly  convicted, 
he  certainly  had  assisted  very  much  in 
his  own  conviction  by  the  irregular  and 
improper   life    which    he   led.    P'Oh, 
oh !  "]    Everybody  knew  that  when  a 
man  was  charged  with  a  crime  bis  pn- 
vious  life  was  looked  into ;  and  if  it  was 
found  to  have  been  an  irregular  and  a 
wicked  life,  he  was  on  that  acconnt con- 
victed on  less  evidence  than  aootber 
man  would  be  who  had  not  led  such  A 
life.     It  was  something  like  contribi- 
tory  negligence  on  his  part.    Yet  nov,  . 
when  the  Judge  who  tried  the  case  had 
been  dead  for  many  years,  when  wxd 
of  the  witnesses  had  also  disappeared 
from  the  world,  and  when  it  would  bi 
impossible  to  have  a  thorough  investi-. 
gation  of  the  circumstances,  the  Hoqm 
was  called  upon  to  reverse  the  decisioB 
which  had  been  arrived  at.    Thiswai 
not  the  way  in  which  justice  ought  to  bi 
administered ;  and  he  (Mr.  Lowe]  de- 
liberately maintained  that  it  was  better 
that  Galley  should  be  precluded  for  the 
remainder  of  his  life  from  returning  to 
England  than  that  the  House  shooU, 
in  this  violent  way,  overrule  the  dedsHm 
of  those  who  gave  the  most  solemn  con- 
sideration to  the  case.     In  his  judg- 
ment, although  clearly  in  its  power,  the 
House  would  be  ill-advised  to  do  snj- 
thing  of  the  kind.     ['*  Oh ! "]    He  wM 
aware    that    he    was    speakmg  to  tB 
audience,   nearly  every  man  of  whA 
was  opposed  to  him,  but  that  would  soft 
deter    him    from    speaking  his  mind. 
Still,  he  thought  that  by  assuming  thii 
sort  of  power  in  a  hap-hazard  way  they 
would  be  doing  much  to  undermine  the 
respect  for  evidence  which  was  the  foun- 
dation of    all  real  justice.    For  some 
little  time  he  (Mr.  Lowe)  himself  held 
the  office  of  Home  Secretary.    He  wai 
then  asked  to  go  into  this  case,  but  he 
refused  to   do   so.     [**  Hear,  hear!"] 
He  refused  because,  even  if  he  had  com9 
to  a  decision  contrary  to  that  arrived  it 
by  Lord  John  Eussell  and  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Donman,   he  should  not  havt 
deemed  it  his  duty  to  interfere  after  tht 
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lipee  of  80  long  a  period  of  time,  and 
therefore  he  declined  to  go  into  the  ques- 
tion at  all.  [^Lauphter.']  If  hon.  Mem- 
ben  thoneht  that  it  was  the  right  and 
the  duty  of  a  Secretary  of  State,  who  only 
held  office  for  a  short  period,  to  over- 
throw the  decision  of  the  most  respected 
and  most  honoured  men  who  had  lived 
in  this  country,  they  would  be  adopting 
a  principle  which  would  render  the  con- 
tinuity of  administration  of  justice  in  this 
oonntry  impossible.  Interest  reipuhlica 
fU  sit  finis  litis,  11,  under  these  circum- 
stances, persons  like  himself,  who  had 
no  claim  whatever  to  any  legal  acumen, 
were  allowed  to  overthrow  the  decisions 
of  great  lawyers,  they  would  be  vested 
with  a  power  which  they  ought  not  to 
possess.  He  should  be  no  party  to  any- 
thing of  the  kind.  Knowing  that  hon. 
Oendemen  generally  were  utterly  op- 
posed to  everything  he  had  said,  he 
thanked  them  for  permitting  him  to  ex- 
press his  opinion.  He  could  not  allow 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Homo  Department  to 
fight  this  battle  without  saying  that  his 
refusal  to  re-open  this  matter  was  en- 
tirely in  accordance  with  the  precedents 
and  the  nsage  of  the  Home  OfEce,  and  did 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  great  credit. 

Ms.  A.  MABTEN  said,  he  approached 
the  consideration  of  this  question  with 
great  anxiety,  for  everyone  would  de- 
ire  to  be  on  the  side  of  mercy  when 
{racticable,  and  still  more  to  give  his 
wice  for  correcting  a  wrong,  if  wrong 
hi  been  done.    But  he  felt  bound  to 
point  out  that  hon.  Members  were  asked 
to  affirm,   without   preliminary  inves- 
tigation, that  the  innocence  of  this  man 
luid  been   entirely  established.      Thoy 
vere  asked   to  address  the  Crown  in 
ttat   sense;  but   it   appeared  to    him 
that  they  ought  to  pause  before  they 
tntertained   such  an  application.      On 
the  present  occasion,  they  were  asked 
to  sit  practically  as  a  jury  to  listen  to  a 
merely  ex  parte  statement,  made  after 
the  lapse  of  many  years,  and  to  ezprens, 
on  a  sudden,  a  decision  adverse  to  that 
which  had  been  arrived  at  by  those  who 
were  charged  by  law  to  investigate  the 
nibject.     Alarming  consequences  might 
follow    from   the    adoption   of   such  a 
course,  and  the  injustice  that  would  bo 
perpetrated  by  means  of  it  would  be  far 
beyond  any  mischief  that  could  ho  in- 
curred by  a  wrong  decision  of  the  proj)or 
tribunal.  [  Continued  cries  of  *  *  Div i  de ! "  ] 
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He  ventured  to  hope  that  hon.  Mem- 
bers would  not  press  for  an  instant 
Division,  but  would  allow  him  to  state 
his  views,  for  he  was  arguing  strictly  to 
the  point,  and  he  would  promise  to 
trespass  very  little  on  the  time  of  the 
House.  It  was  absolutelv  necessary 
that  they  should  consider  the  character 
of  the  Motion,  and  the  dangerous  pre- 
cedent which  would  be  set  if  it  were 
acceded  to.  One  very  great  merit  of 
that  House  was,  that  they  had  always 
most  carefully  distinguished  between  the 
legislative  functions  with  which  they 
were  charged  and  the  administrative 
functions  which  they  intrusted  to  the 
Ministers.  The  responsibility  which  fell 
on  the  Ministers  must  be  discharged  by 
them,  and  could  not  be  shaken  off  from 
their  shoulders  by  anything  which 
occurred  in  that  House.  Although,  on 
tho  present  occasion,  the  application 
was  one  for  mercy,  such  applications 
could  not  be  expected  to  always  be  one- 
sided ;  and  it  by  no  means  followed  that 
the  next  application  made  to  the  House 
might  not  be  an  application  to  reverse, 
on  the  ground  of  undue  leniency,  the 
decision  of  a  Home  Secretary,  and  to 
insist  on  a  more  severe  judgment  being 
come  to.  This  supposition  was  by  no 
means  extravagant,  for  the  mind  of  the 
public,  or  of  sections  of  the  public,  was 
at  times  as  strongly  moved  towards 
severity  as  ever  it  was  towards  mercy 
in  the  case  of  a  criminal  or  supposed 
criminal.  In  this  case,  it  had  been  as- 
sumed that  Galley  was  either  guilty  of 
murder,  or  that  he  was  absolutely  inno- 
cent. There  was  another  view  of  the 
case,  however,  which  might  have  been 
taken  by  the  eminent  persons  who  were 
charged  with  tho  duty  of  determining 
what  should  be  done,  and  which  was 
entirely  consistent  with  the  decision 
they  expressed.  An  alibi  was  a  most 
excellent  defence,  but  one  which  it  was 
most  difficult  to  prove,  and  also  one 
which  was  absolutely  fatal,  if  it  failed 
to  be  established.  His  conclusion  was 
that  Lord  Denman  and  Lord  John 
Ilussell  were  satisfied,  from  the  facts 
before  them,  that  the  alibi  in  this  case 
was  not  established.  The  chief  magi- 
strate of  1^0 w  Street  at  the  time  was 
expressly  sent  down  to  arrive  at  tlie 
truth  of  the  matter  and  to  inform  the 
Secretary  of  State  upon  it ;  and  although 
they  had  not  that  gentleman's  report 
its  effect  must  have  been  that  the  ahbi 
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was  not  established.  No  doubt,  the 
conclusion  of  Lord  Denman  and  the 
then  Secretary  of  State  was  that  Galley, 
although  implicated  in  the  crime,  was 
not  the  man  who  struck  the  fatal  blow ; 
and,  therefore,  they  adopted  the  inter- 
mediate course  of  recommending  that 
his  life  should  be  spared.  If  the  autho- 
rity of  the  present  Lord  Chief  Justice — 
and  nobody  would  deny  its  great  weight 
— was  appealed  to  in  this  case,  on  the 
other  hand,  the  very  high  authority  of 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  for  the  time 
being,  who  was  charged  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  investigating  this  very 
matter,  could  also  be  cited.  The  hon. 
Baronet  who  had  brought  forward  this 
question  said  that  if  they  had  had  the 
Criminal  Code  they  would  have  had 
a  Court  of  Criminal  Appeal,  and  the 
case  would  have  been  determined  in  that 
way.  But  if  they  had  had  a  Court  of 
Criminal  Appeal,  its  decision  would 
have  been  absolute  and  final ;  and,  in 
this  instance,  they  had  had  a  substitute 
for  such  a  tribunal  in  Lord  Denman  and 
the  Secretary  of  State,  who  had  reviewed 
the  matter  at  the  time.  On  those 
grounds,  and  thanking  the  House  for 
their  patience  in  hearing  him,  he  hoped 
that  the  House  would  pause  before  it 
came  to  the  decision,  without  any  pre- 
liminary inquiry,  that  the  innocence  of 
Edmund  Galley  had  been  established. 

Mr.  JOHN  BRIGHT  :  Sir,  I  shaU 
say  very  little  about  this  case  ;  but  there 
are  one  or  two  facts  with  which  I  am 
struck.  My  right  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  the  University  of  London  (Mr. 
Lowe)  said  the  discussion  was  all  on  one 
side.  It  was  all  on  one  side,  I  presume, 
because  hon.  Gentlemen  present  had 
heard  the  conclusive  statement  made  by 
the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot).  I  am  not  sure  we  are  com- 
petent to  decide,  or  even  to  call  upon  the 
House  to  decide,  whether  this  man  was 
innocent  or  guilty.  We  must,  however, 
recollect  that  this  man  Galley  was  a  very 
poor  man.  My  right  hon.  Friend  says 
that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  declares  that 
he  was  a  card-sharper.  Card-sharpers 
are  not  usually  poor  men,  I  dare  say ; 
but  it  is  also  said  that  he  was  a  man  of 
the  criminal  class.  It  seems  to  me  that  is 
very  much  in  his  favour,  because  I  am 
quite  sure,  unless  the  Lord  Chief  Justice 
had  the  very  strongest  conviction  in 
favour  of  the  view  he  took,  he  would 
not  ask  the  attention  of  the  Home  Se- 
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cretary  to  a  man  who  was  a  criminal  and 
a  card-sharpev.  Galley  was  a  Tsrypoor 
man,  and  ne  was  tried  in  barbarous 
times,  at  a  time  when  counsel  was  not 
allowed  to  address  the  jury,  and  at  a 
time  when  he  had  no  counsel  to  defend 
him  ;  at  a  time  when  we  had  only  just 

Sassed  the  practice  of  putting  men  to 
eath  within  48  hours  after  thesentenee 
was    pronounced.      The  main  witneaa 
against  him  was  a  woman  named  Hanii 
— a  woman  of  a  very  abandoned  cha> 
racter.     She  was  then  a  convict  nndff 
sentence,  and,  as  I  understand,  she  had 
a  free  pardon  given  to  her  in  the  Oout 
in  order  that  she  might  be  able  to  give 
evidence.     That,  I  think,  does  not  add 
to  the  value  of  her  testimony,  but  rather 
tends  in  the  opposite  direction.    At  tht 
time  when  she  says  she  saw  the  man  it 
was  very  late  at  night,  nearly  midnight 
It  must  have  been  dark,  and  her  eridenfll 
was  not  given  for  many  months  aftff* 
wards.     The  rest  of   the  evidence,  I 
understand,  consisted  very  much  of  thi: 
testimony  of  persons  of  a  similar  eha^ 
racter.      Now,   what  happened  imm^ 
diately  after  the  trial  ?    Doubts  haTeiot 
now  arisen  for  the  first  time,  40  yean 
afterwards ;   doubts  arose  on  the  fOJ 
evening  of  the  trial,   and  the  almoit 
universal  opinion  was  that  there  hai 
been  a  miscarriage  of  justice,  and  that 
the  man  Galley  was  not  the  murderer. 
We  are  told  that  nobody  ought  to  int»» 
fere,  and  my  right  hon.  Friend  spoke  d 
illustrious  Judges.    Of  course,  all  Judgei 
are  illustrious,  and  I  know  nothing  t» 
the  contrary  of  the  Judge  who  tried  dfli 
case.    I  do  not  even  know  his  saoMb 
therefore  I  do  not  say  a  word  agaiBil 
him  in  particular.    But  the  verdict  rf 
the   jury  was  rejected  by  the   Hoaw 
Secretary  of  that  day,  because  he  woald 
not  have  commuted  the  sentence  of  tk» 
Judge  if  he  had  concurred  in  it   B 
therefore  can  hardly  be  wrong  that  a 
Home  Secretary  of   this   day,  or  tin 
House  of  Commons,  should  come  to  a 
decision  which  will  be  consifitent  ii4 
the    honour  of  Parliament,  with  the 
mercy  that  rests  in  the  Crown,  and  witk 
the  consideration  there  is  in  thisconntiy 
for  justice  rightly  administered.     Wa 
are  told  that  all  the  facts  have  beea 
before  Lord  John  Hussell  when  he  wtt 
Home  Secretary.    I  do  not  wish  to  aiy 
one  word  deprecatory  of  the  character  of 
Lord  John  Russell,  or  any  other  Homa 
Secretary ;  but  I  say  the  0£Bce  of  Secra- 
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tny  of  State  for  the  Home  Department 
31  greatly  oyer-worked,  and  there  are 
iDinj  cases  which  come  before  it  which 
cumot  be  sufficiently  investigated.     I 
lare  known   such  cases  myself,  and  I 
IsTB  the  gpreatest  sympathy  for  a  Home 
fiecretary,  and  I  wonder  there  should  be 
any  man  to  undertake  the  OfRce,  with 
theyast  responsibilities  upon  him  of  de- 
ciding cases  of  life  and  death.     What 
lias  happened  within  the  last  12  months? 
four  prisoners  were  sentenced  to  death 
on  one  evening,  and  I  have  heard  one  of 
the  most  eminent  lawyers  of  this  House 
MMj  there  was  not  a  particle  of  evidence 
Against  one  of  the  prisoners,  and  there 
"was  doubt  whether  a  murder  had  been 
eommitted  at  all.    The  same  Judge  sen- 
tenced a  man  to  death  who  has  since 
iMen  released.    I  can  mention  another 
case  of  a  man  who  had  recently  been 
CMmvicted  of  murder  at  Manchester.  Th  at 
man  had  been  sentenced  to  be  hanged ; 
iMit  his  punishment  was  commuted  by 
the  Home  Secretary,  and  it  was  subse- 
quently discovered  that  he  was  innocent 
€f  the  crime  of  which  he  had  been 
ecmvicted.     [Mr.  Lowe:    Hear,  hear!] 
Those  are  matters  which  ought  to  make 
vm  very  careful.     My  right  hon.  Friend 
■ays  "  Hear,  hear !  "  and  for  a  very  good 
vaaaon ;  he  has  stood  upon  the  dignity  of 
i  Us  Office,  and  has  not  gone  into  the  case 
:    it  all  after    Lord   John    Eussell,   Sir 
George  Orey,  and  possibly,  also.  Lord 
Aberdare  had  refused  to  re-open  it.   But 
it  I  wanted  anything  to  convince  me  of 
ftft  force  of  the  case  brought  before  us 
it  would  be  the  speech  which  he  has 
Uivered.      My  right  hon.  Friend  has 
ind  that  the  man  is  now  suffering  no 
lioishment,   except  that  he  cannot  re- 
tttn  to  England.      But  surely,   if  he 
cmaot  return  to  England,  because  he 
im  the  mark  of  Gain  on  him  and  the 
biad  of  a  murderer,  it  is  a  punishment 
"viiich  if  we  can  relieve  him  of  we  ought 
to  do  so.    The  man  himself  apparently 
Ut  that  he  was  a  marked  man,  and  had 
■ot  even  allowed  himself  to  marry  till 
the  letter  of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had, 
M  it  were,  purged  his  character.     Hon. 
■ad  learned  Gentlemen   opposite,  and 
toy  right  hon.  Friend,  may  talk  of  pre- 
fledents  and  of  the  danger  resulting  from 
As  interference  of  the  House  in  a  case 
of  this  kind ;  but  it  is  the  case  of  a  poor 
nan  who  has  always  denied  his  guilt, 
and  for  whose  ignorance  all  due  allow- 
ance ought  to  be  made.    Besides,  tlie 
hauL  Bw>net  the  Member   for  South 


Warwickshire  has  conclusively  shown 
that  there  is  a  great  probability  that 
justice  has  miscarried.  I  ask  the  House 
what  they  intend  to  do  ?  The  lapse  of 
time  makes  the  weight  of  Galley  s  un- 
just punisliment  all  the  more  excessive, 
and  the  House  ought  to  encourage  the 
Home  Secretary  to  recommend  the 
Crown  not  to  bring  this  man  back  to 
England,  not  to  take  him  out  of  slavery, 
but  to  say  there  has  been  a  miscarriage 
of  justice,  and  that  for  the  rest  of  his 
life  there  will  be  taken  off  from  him  the 
dark  spot  which  has  so  long  rested  upon 
him.  In  that  way  proof  will  be  given 
to  the  world  that,  whatever  may  be  the 
failings  of  our  Judicature — and  it  has 
many  failings,  as  Courts  of  Justice  in 
all  countries  have — whenever  its  errors 
are  discovered,  the  Parliament  of  Eng- 
land, even  at  the  last  hour,  will  do  its 
best  to  remedy  the  damage  which  has 
been  occasioned,  and  to  do  justice  to  an 
unfortunate,  poor,  and  long- absent  man. 
Me.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  he 
was  able  to  assure  the  House  that  this 
was  a  case  that  he  had  considered  with 
the  greatest  possible  care ;  and  he  could 
also  assure  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  that  he  fully  appreciated  the 
motives  that  had  led  him  to  bring  it 
forward.  He  knew  that  the  general 
feeling  of  the  Houso  would  be  that  if 
any  substantial  injustice  had  been  done 
it  should  be  remedied  as  quickly  as 
possible.  With  that  feeling  he  fully 
agreed.  He  should  regret  as  much  as 
anyone  a  miscan^age  of  justice,  if  such 
a  case  were  proved ;  and  whether  it  had 
happened  recently,  or  40  or  60  years 
ago,  he  should  be  the  first  to  come  for- 
ward and  endeavour  to  have  it  remedied. 
But,  of  course,  in  all .  such  cases  the 
House,  instead  of  being  carried  away 
by  feeling,  ought  to  act  as  a  Judicial 
Court.  His  faith  in  the  House,  how- 
ever, as  a  High  Court  was  somewhat 
shaken  when  he  heard  cries  of  **  Divide ! " 
after  a  two  hours'  discussion  of  this 
case.  Hon.  Members  must  remember 
that  this  was  a  case  in  which  a  man  had 
been  tried  for  murder,  and  murder  of 
the  gravest  kind,  and  the  case  had  pro- 
bably occupied  days  before  the  commit- 
ting magistrates,  and  certainly  occupied 
the  Assize  Court  more  than  one  day  ; 
and  yet,  when  an  hon.  Member,  after  a 
two  hours'  debate,  was  urging  reasons 
why  the  favour  of  the  Crown  should  not 
be  shown,  there  were  cries  of  *'  Divide  ! "  ^ 
[Mr.  John  B&ight  said,  that  hon.  Mem-  ^ 
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bors  were  objecting  to  a  waste  of  time.] 
Waste  of  time !  But  the  speaker  was 
simply  trying  to  put  before  the  House 
what  had  occurred.  That  was  not  the 
temper  in  which  the  High  Court  of  Par- 
liament should  discuss — if  it  was  going 
to  discuss — questions  of  that  kind.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  John 
Bright)  had  made  a  great  deal  of  the 
fact  that  Galley  was  a  poor  man,  and 
that,  consequently,  he  could  not  procure 
witnesses  or  counsel ;  but  he  was  tried 
before  Judges,  as  many  others  had  been, 
and  he  had  received  every  possible 
leniency  and  liberty  which  he  could  have 
from  the  Home  Secretaries.  He  was 
prepared  to  say  that  this  man  had  not 
sufi^red  one  iota  from  the  fact  that  he 
was  'poor.  That  he  was  tried  when  he 
could  not  have  counsel  was  his  fate  in 
common  with  many  other  people;  but 
the  fact  that  the  law  had  been  changed 
since  was  no  reason  why  they  should  in- 
terfere in  this  particular  case.  Galley 
was  tried  with  a  man  called  Oliver,  who 
was  afterwards  executed ;  but  this  man 
throughout  protested  not  only  the  inno- 
cence of  Galley,  but  his  own  innocence 
as  well ;  and  in  the  end,  the  innocence 
of  Galley  having  been  so  frequently  as- 
serted, the  Judge  who  tried  die  case,  a 
most  eminent  man,  thought  it  right  to 
recommend  the  Secretary  of  State  to 
make  inquiry  into  the  matter,  and  it 
was  in  consequence  of  that  recommen- 
dation that  the  sentence  was  respited  in 
order  that  the  inquiries  might  be  made. 
He  (Mr.  Assheton  Cross)  deeply  re- 
gretted that  the  name  of  the  Judge  had 
been  mentioned  in  the  way  in  which  it 
had  been.  The  hon.  Baronet  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  had  said 

Sir  eardley  WILMOT  said,  he 
had  said  that  Mr.  Justice  Williams  was 
appointed  by  Lord  Brougham,  and  had 
been  the  junior  counsel  in  Queen  Caro- 
line's case. 

Mr.  assheton  CEOSS  said,  the 
object  of  making  that  statement  must 
have  been  to  disparage  the  Judge. 
[''No!"] 

Sir  eardley  WIIJ^OT  rose  to 
explain,  but  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  re- 
fused to  give  way,  notwithstanding  that 
there  were  loud  cries  of  ** Explain!  *' 

Mr.  speaker  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  Member  could  explain,  if  he  de- 
sired to  do  so,  after  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  concluded  his  observations. 

Mr.  assheton  CROSS  did  not 
wish  to  pursue  the  subject.    The  hon. 
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Baronet  had  made  a  point  of  this  re- 
spite, and  had  argued  that  because  lie 
was  kept  alive  there  was  a  doubt  aboat 
the  matter ;  but  the  respite  was  in  a^ 
cordance  with  a  well-established  rule  of 
the  Home  Office  which  existed  at  the 
time.  That  rule  was  a  very  humane 
one,  and  it  was,  that  once  a  sentence  was 
respited  it  was  never  carried  out,  be- 
cause it  was  thought  to  be  altogether 
wrong  to  keep  such  a  fate  hanging  in- 
definitely over  a  man's  head,  pending 
the  inquiries ;  and  even  if  the  Secretaxy 
of  State  were  perfectly  satisfied  that  a 
prisoner  was  guilty  of  murder,  that  pri- 
soner so  respited  was  still  transported 
for  life.  Therefore,  Lord  John  Buadl 
did  not  depart  from  the  usual  practice^ 
and  the  fact  of  transportation  did  not 
prove  that  there  was  any  doubt.  If  the 
man  had  been  hanged,  it  would  hafi 
been  contrary  to  all  precedent,  and  thi 
country  would  not  have  tolerated  it.  I^ 
therefore,  must  not  be  inferred  tint 
Lord  John  Russell  had  any  doubt  in  fhi 
matter  simply  because  the  man  ym 
transported.  It  was  the  misfortune  rf 
the  man  that  he  was  a  thimble-riggOi 
and  he  tried  to  prove  that  he  was  tX  a 
fair  in  Kent  at  the  time  he  was  suppoied 
to  have  committed  the  murder  at  &  pI'M 
which  he  could  not  have  been  at.  iheM 
could  be  no  doubt  that  the  trial  excited 
a  good  deal  of  interest  in  Exeter  at  thi 
time.  But  although  that  was  so,  stiB 
he  was  bound  to  say  that  he  did  not 
think  the  House  was  the  proper  place  to 
argue  a  criminal  case.  The  House  tM 
constituted  in  a  totally  different  mannv 
at  that  moment  to  what  it  was  when  the 
hon.  Baronet  was  speaking,  and  itwai 
impossible  that  a  oody  composed  el 
various  persons  at  various  times  cooU 
form  a  judicial  opinion  on  such  a  mate* 
The  result,  however,  of  that  exdtemeit 
was  that  a  gentleman  went  down  and 
collected  a  large  amount  of  evidence 
which  was  thought  to  be  in  favour  of 
the  prisoner.  That  was  submitted  to 
Mr.  Justice  Williams,  who  considered  it 
very  carefully.  The  Secretary  of  State 
at  tiie  time  was  Lord  John  Russell,  and 
he  took  the  course  which  he  (Mr. 
Assheton  Cross)  thought  aU  sensibb 
Secretaries  of  State  would  have  don& 
Having  no  more  interest  in  maintaininf 
the  conviction  of  this  unfortunate  mai 
than  he  (Mr.  Assheton  Cross)  had,  the 
noble  Lord  sent  the  whole  case,  with  the 
evidence,  to  Lord  Denman,  who  went 
into  the  whole  case,  and  Sir  IVedenck 
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Boe  waB  afterwards  sent  down  to  exa- 
mine the  witnesses.  Sir  Frederick  Eoe 
reported  to  the  Home  Office  that  the 
evidence  was  not  entirely  substantiated. 
Sir  Frederick  Eoe  expressed  no  opinion, 
one  way  or  the  other,  to  the  Home 
Secretary  as  to  what  he  thought  about 
the  case.  What  more  could  Lord  John 
Bussell  have  done?  He  consulted  the 
highest  Official  on  the  Bench,  who  went 
into  the  case  most  thoroughly,  and  re- 
ported that,  in  his  opinion,  the  verdict 
was  right.  Lord  John  Bussell,  there- 
fore, refused  to  interfere.  Mr.  Aglionby, 
who  was  a  Member  of  Parliament, 
brought  the  case,  in  1838,  he  thought, 
before  Lord  John  Bussell,  who  again 
went  into  it,  and  again  consulted  Lord 
Denman,  who  again  considered  the  case, 
and  was  of  opinion  that  the  verdict  was 
right.  No  Secretary  of  State  could  act 
against  circumstances  like  that.  The 
man  was  not  sent  abroad  till  1839,  and 
in  1839  the  matter  was  brought  before 
Lord  John  Bussell  again  by  Mr.  Cherer. 
After  giving  much  attention  to  the  case, 
Lord  John  Kussell  said  it  did  not  present 
any  reasonable  ground  to  justify  him  in 
recommending  a  commutation  of  the 
sentence  of  transportation.  He  (Mr. 
Assheton  Cross)  had,  he  thought,  shown 
that  Lord  John  Bussell  had  taken  every 
possible  pains  to  consider  the  question, 
he  had  consulted  everybody  he  could — 
the  Judge  who  tried  the  case,  the  Chief 
Justice,  and  Sir  Frederick  Boe^and, 
having  done  that,  he  had  come  to  the 
conclusion  which  he  had  stated  to  the 
House.  That  being  so,  no  evidence 
whatever  had  been  brought  before  him- 
self (Mr.  Assheton  Cross)  which  could 
tend  to  prove  that  there  was  any  change 
in  the  circumstances  of  the  case  as  it 
had  been  submitted  to  Lord  John 
Bussell.  No  new  facts  of  any  de- 
scription had  been  brought  under 
his  notice,  or  of  any  of  his  Prede- 
cessors, which  it  could  fairly  be  said 
ought  to  have  any  effect  in  altering 
the  decision  which  had  been  in  the  first 
instance  arrived  at.  He  would,  there- 
fore, ask  the  House  to  consider  for  a 
moment  the  position  in  which  he  was 
placed.  He  would  say  at  once  that, 
notwithstanding  the  respect  which  he 
entertained  for  his  Predecessors,  if  any 
new  facts  had  been  brought  before  him 
he  should  not  have  had  the  slightest 
hesitation  in  giving  them  their  due 
weight.  If  he  thought  an  injustice  had 
been  done,  he  would,  he  hoped,  have 


been  one  of  the  fist  persons  in  that 
House  to  seek  to  remedy  it.  But  no 
new  facts  had  been  brought  under  his 
notice,  nor,  so  far  as  he  was  aware, 
under  the  notice  of  Lord  Aberdare,  or 
of  his  right  hon.  Friend  opposite  (Mr. 
Lowe).  What,  under  those  circum- 
stances, was  he  to  do  ?  Had  he  a  better 
means  of  forming  an  opinion  on  the 
matter  than  Lord  John  Bussell  had 
then  ?  Mr.  Justice  Williams,  Lord  Den- 
man, Sir  Frederick  Boe,  and  most  of 
the  witnesses  were  dead.  Where  was 
he  to  get  his  information?  Or  was  it 
to  be  supposed  that  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice of  the  present  day  had  a  better 
opportunity  of  forming  a  judgment  on 
this  case  tiian  had  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice for  the  time  being?  Was  there 
any  Judge  to  whom  he  could  refer  who 
knew  the  facts  of  the  case  so  well  as  the 
Judge  by  whom  it  had  been  tried? 
Where  was  he  to  obtain  the  knowledge 
which  would  justify  him  in  saying  that 
Lord  John  Bussell  had  come  to  a  wrong 
decision?  He  might  add  that  when 
Lord  John  Bussell  had  to  deal  with  the 
question,  he  had  to  consider  a  very  dif- 
ferent point  from  that  which  was  now 
laid  before  him,  and  the  noble  Lord 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  there  was 
no  reasonable  ground  for  doubting  the 
j  ustice  of  the  verdict.  What  he,  however, 
was  now  asked  to  do  was  to  give  Galley 
a  free  pardon,  on  the  ground  that  his 
innocence  had  been  undoubtedly  proved. 
But  although  he  sympathized  very  deeply 
with  the  man  when  he  asked  that  the 
stigma  might  be  removed  from  him  be- 
fore he  died,  he  could  not,  by  agreeing 
to  the  Motion,  endorse  the  view  that  the 
whole  proceedings  at  the  trial  had  been 
wrong  from  beginning  to  end,  and  that 
the  innocence  of  the  prisoner  had  been 
completely  established.  He  could  not 
say  that  he  believed  the  Judge  who 
tried  the  man,  that  the  Chief  Jus- 
tice who  advised  on  the  case,  and  the 
Secretaries  of  State  who  pronounced  a 
decision  upon  it,  were  all  in  error.  When 
the  case  came  before  him  on  the  letter 
of  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  he  felt  bound 
to  go  into  the  case  himself;  he  had  read 
through  every  single  paper  over  and 
over  again,  and  he  did  not  feel  justified 
in  advising  the  Queen  to  take  the  course 
which  the  Motion  proposed.  There  was 
no  man  for  whom  he  had  a  higher  ad- 
miration than  he  had  for  the  present 
Lord  Chief  Justice ;  but  he  had  also  a 
very  high  opinion  of  Lord  Deuman,  than 
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whom  no  man  was  more  careful  of  the 
interests  and  liberty  of  the  subject,  and 
who,  if  he  had  entertained  any  reason- 
able doubt  on  the  subject,  would  have 
advised  the  Secretary  of  State  accord- 
ingly. The  present  Lord  Chief  Justice 
did  not  speak  of  this  case  as  a  case 
which  had  been  brought  before  him  as 
Lord  Chief  Justice ;  he  spoke  of  it  as 
one  which  he  had  heard  when  a  young 
man  at  the  Bar,  and  which  he  said  had 
made  a  great  impression  upon  him.  The 
Lord  Chief  Justice,  some  30  years  ago, 
made  one  of  the  most  brilliant  speeches 
in  that  House — a  speech  which  raised 
him  to  the  post  of  Attorney  Q-eneral. 
He  held  that  post  for  some  years,  and 
had  every  possible  opportunity  of  ex- 
pressing his  views  to  the  Government  of 
the  day.  P'Oh!"]  Yes,  he  had.  His 
hon.  Friend  who  had  spoken  earlier  in 
the  debate  said  he  had  not  the  smallest 
doubt  that  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had 
availed  himself  of  that  opportunity  when 
Law  Officer  of  the  Crown  and  had 
pressed  it  on  the  Secretary  of  State. 
With  regard  to  that,  he  had  held,  and 
most  worthily  filled,  the  office  of  Lord 
Chief  Justice  for  many  years  ;  but  there 
was  not  a  line  to  anv  Secretaries  of  State 
'  which  showed  that  he  had  brought  the 
case  before  them,  either  when  Lord 
Chief  Justice  or  Law  Officer  of  the 
Crown.  Now,  if  the  Lord  Chief  Jus- 
tice had  such  a  strong  conviction  with 
respect  to  the  case,  it  was  marvellous 
that  he  had  not  brought  it  before  the 
Government  of  the  day.  The  Lord  Chief 
Justice  said,  in  his  letter,  that  he  was 
present  at  the  trial,  and  it  would  have 
been  impertinence  on  his  part,  then  a 
very  young  barrister,  to  interfere  in  a 
matter  with  which  he  had  no  profes- 
sional or  personal  concern.  He  (Mr. 
Assheton  Cross)  said  it  was  as  much  his 
duty  then,  when  the  matter  was  still 
iuh  judice,  to  have  applied  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State,  and  not  to  have  waited 
for  43  years,  when  no  inquiry  could  be 
made.  He  had  had  an  opportunity  of 
conversing  with  barristers  who  were  pre- 
sent, and  one  of  whom  was  a  distin- 
guished Officer  of  the  House,  and  that 
gentleman  assured  him  that  among  a 
large  Bar  the  opinion  prevailed  that 
this  man  was  just  as  guilty  as  the  other. 
Well,  that  being  so,  and  the  question 
having  been  decided  43  years  ago,  he 
did  not  think  he  had  it  in  his  power  to 
do  what  the  hon.  Baronet  asked.  The 
Lord  Chief  Justice  said  that  the  man 
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was  wholly  guilty  or  wholly  innocent ; 
that  the  evidence  of  an  alibi  brought 
forward  at  the  trial,  if  it  only  created  a 
reasonable  doubt  of  the  prisoner's  gnilt, 
would,  in  our  more  merciful  administn- 
tion  of  the  law,  procure  his  acquittal 
Now,  if  they  were  in  that  House  to  dis- 
cuss the  alibi  winch  it  might  take  a  week 
to  try  in  a  Court  of  Justice,  he  was 
bound  to  say  that  the  whole  question  of 
an  alibi  could  never  be  investigated  pro- 
perly unless  in  the  presence  of  the  wit- 
nesses. In  point  of  fact,  the  alibi  nerer 
was  tried.  The  test  of  the  alibi  was  ia 
the  cross-examination,  rather  than  in 
the  examination-in-chief;  and  if  thsj, 
sitting  in  that  House,  in  1879,  without 
any  power  of  cross-examination  and 
without  seeing  the  demeanour  of  the 
witnesses,  could,  43  years  after  the  trial, 
determine  that  the  evidence  on  whidl 
the  verdict  of  the  jury  preceeded  w« 
wrong,  he  was  bound  to  say  they  wodl 
inflict  a  blow  on  the  administration  i 
criminal  justice  in  this  country  ta 
which  it  would  not  soon  recover.  Ha 
had  no  new  facts  before  him ;  he  had  lO 
better  opportunity  of  forming  an  opinui 
than  those  who  had  preceded  him  ii 
Office ;  he  had  come  to  the  same  ooa- 
elusion  as  Lord  John  Bussell,  and  ha 
could  not  advise  the  House  to  aoeepi 
the  Motion. 

Sir  HENRY  JAMES  hoped  tiiat  ft 
was  unnecessary  for  him  to  make  aaj 
protestations  to  the  House  that  he  was 
not  going  to  answer  the  right  hon.  Oai* 
tleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  tha 
Home  Department  in  any  spirit  of  VtttJ 
criticism.  They  were  asking  him  1o 
review  a  decision  which,  in  no  sena^ 
could  be  considered  his,  but  was  rathff 
that  of  his  noble  Friend,  Lord  Aherdaifi 
He  thought  that  that  was  aaffidtf^ 
guarantee  that  the  supporters  of  Ab 
Motion  were  in  no  way  actuated  hy 
Party  motives.  He  had  listened  to  tha 
speeches  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  thi 
Member  for  the  University  of  Ixmdflfl 
(Mr.  Lowe)  and  of  the  right  hon.  Get- 
tleman  the  Secretary  of  State  fbr  thi 
Home  Department  with  considerabb 
bewilderment.  The  right  hon.  0^*^ 
man  the  Member  for  the  University « 
London  had  said  it  was  not  the  dntjd 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Ho«» 
Department  to  consider  the  facts  of  the 
case  at  all.  Though  regretting  the  poaa- 
bility  of  a  fallible  decision  by  a  pretiow 
Secretary  of  State,  yet  he  did  not  think 
it  the  duty  of  the  pramt  8aer0tai7oc 
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State  to  inalce  any  inquiry  into  the  case 
at  all.  From  that  opinion  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Home  Department  entirely  differed,  say- 
ing it  was  his  duty — and  he  (Sir  Henry 
James)  waa  sure  he  had  conscientiously 
discharge  that  duty — ^to  make  every 
inquiry  into  the  facts  of  the  case.  But 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  left  the  matter 
there,  and  asserted  that  it  was  not  within 
the  proyince  of  the  House  to  enter  into 
•  judicial  inquiry,  and  that  it  was 
impossible  for  the  House  to  determine 
vhether  a  man  was  innocent  or  guilty. 
But  though  he  took  that  course  and  de- 
jffecated  discussion,  yet,  with  singular 
power  and  great  ability,  which  made 
him  bound  to  recollect  his  early  training 
in  the  Profession  to  which  he  (Sir  Henry 
James)  belonged,  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man stated  every  fact  in  support  of  the 
guilt  of  the  man.  While  one  view  of 
the  case  had  been  that  stated  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  he  trusted  the 
House  would  forgive  him  if  he  (Sir 
Henry  James)  stated  the  view  he  took 
of  the  matter.  He  quite  agreed  that  it 
was  impossible  to  demonstrate  with  ab- 
solute certainty  the  innocence  of  any 
man.  Then,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said  that  the  Motion  asserted  the  inno- 
oence  of  Edmund  Galley  as  established  ; 
he,  however,  then  went  behind  the 
words  of  the  Motion,  and  alleged  that 
his  innocence  was  not  established.  But 
might  they  not  say  that  there  were  grave 
doubts  as  to  the  guilt  of  the  man,  and, 
therefore,  they  might  take  the  matter 
into  consideration.  If  that  would  meet 
the  views  of  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man, he  hoped  that  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  South  Warwickshire 
(Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  would  be  willing  to 
■mend  his  Motion  in  that  manner.  With 
the  permission  of  the  House,  he  would 
make  one  or  two  observations  with 
respect  to  the  guilt  of  the  man  Galley. 
The  charge  was  made  against  him  under 
most  peculiar  circumstances.  A  man 
made  a  communication  to  a  fellow- 
prisoner,  to  the  effect  that  he  had 
committed  the  murder  together  with  a 
person  named  Galley.  The  police,  with- 
(mt  seeking  for  a  person  answering  to 
the  description  of  the  other  murderer, 
bund  a  man  by  the  name  of  Galley  and 
placed  him  in  the  dock.  A  woman  of 
bad  cliaracter,  and  a  confcderuto  of  tlie 
Sret  prinoner,  identified  him,  tliouf^h  it 
was  said  he  was  much  altered.  Upon 
that  evidence    the  two  prisonerti  were 


tried  together ;  and  it  was  well-known 
that  if  two  prisoners,  one  innocent  and 
the  other  guilty,  were  tried  together, 
their  cases  were  considered  by  the  jury 
as  a  whole.  At  all  events,  the  jury  did 
not  discriminate  the  evidence  against 
each  prisoner,  but  convicted  them  both. 
Edmund  Galley,  at  the  time,  stated  that 
he  had  been  brought  from  a  distant  part 
of  England  and  knew  nothing  of  the 
matter.  The  other  prisoner  confessed  at 
the  last  moment,  and  said  ^'I  am  guilty, 
but  this  man  convicted  with  me  was 
innocent."  Everyone,  except  the  unknown 
gentleman  whose  name  had  never  been 
disclosed,  who  witnessed  that  trial,  had 
expressed  his  belief  in  the  innocence  of 
Galley.  A  Petition  in  his  favour  was 
signed  by  thousands  of  persons.  Again, 
the  present  Lord  Chief  Justice,  then  a 
young  man,  was  present  in  Court,  and 
was  convinced  from  what  took  place  at 
the  trial,  and  subsequently,  that  the 
man  was  innocent.  What  reply  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  the  Home  Department  make  to 
that  ?  He  said  that  tliey  should  not  set 
aside  the  judgment  of  the  committing 
magistrate.  But  that  had  been  set 
aside  by  his  own  confession.  The  com- 
mitting magistrate  now  asserted  his 
belief  in  the  innocence  of  Galley.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  said  that  if  any 
new  circumstances  could  be  established 
which  should  prove  the  decision  of  the 
previous  Secretaries  of  State  to  be 
wrong,  then  he  would  reverse  that  de- 
cision. Was  he  aware  of  the  fact  that 
Sir  Frederick  Hoe,  a  magistrate  of  great 
experience,  had  expressed  himself  en- 
t i  rely  in  f  avou r  of  the  innocence  of  Gall  ey  ? 
Sir  Frederick  Eoe  was  sent  down  by  the 
Home  Office,  not  to  express  an  opinion 
on  the  case,  but  to  act  as  a  mere  scribe 
and  take  down  the  evidence  of  the  wit- 
nesses. It  was  his  duty  merely  to  send 
their  depositions  to  the  Home  Office. 
That  accounted  for  Sir  Frederick  Roe 
not  reporting  to  the  Home  Office  in 
favour  of  the  convict.  But  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  Sir 
Frederick  Boe  expressed  his  decided 
opinion  to  Sir  Montague  Smith  that  the 
guilt  of  the  man  was  not  established. 
Sir  Frederick  Roe  had  merely  to  examine 
the  evidence,  and  he  was  as  impartial  as 
could  be  desired  ;  but  he  did  express  to 
Sir  Montapie  Smith — who  gave  tlio 
Lord  Chief  Justice  authority  tu  make  the 
statement  public — his  opinion  of  the 
truth  of  the  evidence  proving  the  m 


1359        Criminal  Zaw-^The         [COMMONS]     Ca9$  of  Mmund  GOti.    1860 


to  be  innocent.  What  answer  did  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  make  to  those  new 
facts?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  said 
he  was  bound  to  listen  to  the  decision  of 
the  Judge  who  tried  the  case.  He  (Sir 
Henry  James)  wished  to  speak  with  all 
respect  of  that  learned  Judge;  but  he 
might  say  that  his  chief  reputation  in  the 
Profession  was  that  of  being  the  most 
comic  Judge  that  ever  sat  upon  the 
Bench.  But  he  must  protest  against  the 
doctrine  of  the  infallibility  of  Judges. 
The  Lord  Chief  Justice  of  England,  who 
was  most  jealous  of  the  privileges  of  his 
order,  yet  did  not  hesitate  to  come  for- 
ward against  the  decision  of  one  of  his 
body,  when  he  thought  that  injustice 
had  been  done.  But,  then,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  relied  on  the  concurrence  of 
Lord  Denman  in  the  verdict  after  reading 
the  statements  of  witnesses  he  had  never 
seen,  and  he  put  that  judgment  against 
the  opinion  of  Sir  Frederick  Roe,  who 
had  heard  and  examined  the  witnesses. 
Again,  the  present  Lord  Chief  Justice 
did  hear  the  testimony  of  the  witnesses 
upon  the  trial,  and  saw  the  demeanour 
of  the  prisoner,  and  heard  the  confession 
that  fell  from  his  fellow-prisoner.  He 
was  moved  by  what  he  saw  and  heard, 
and  his  opinion,  supported  by  that  of 
Sir  Frederick  Roe,  who  heard  all  the 
witnesses,  must  have  far  greater  weight 
than  the  mere  concurrence  of  Lord 
Denman  in  the  verdict.  He  could  not 
help  feeling  that  Lord  Denman  was 
asked  to  review  the  judgment  of  a  Col- 
league, and  that  it  was  a  delicate  matter 
for  one  Judge  to  condemn  the  view  held 
by  another.  But  what  did  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  say  with 
regard  to  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  ?  He 
was  not  going  to  defend  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice  from  criticism  ;  it  was  unneces- 
sary. But  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
said,  why  did  the  Lord  Chief  Justice  not 
make  application  to  the  Government 
before?  He  (Sir  Henry  James)  must 
protest  against  that  doctrine.  It  was  not 
the  duty  of  an  unknown  barrister  to 
make  representations  to  the  Govern- 
ment. There  were  about  120  bar- 
risters upon  the  Western  Circuit  at 
that  time,  and  he  would  undertake  to 
say  that  115  of  them  believed  Galley 
to  be  innocent.  But  it  was  said 
the  Lord  Chief  Justice  had  brought  his 
mature  judgment  to  bear  upon  the 
question,  and  had  neglected  at  the  time 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Government  I 
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to  the  case.  At  that  time  the  Lord  (Sad 
Justice  had  no  position,  and  it  ym  not 
his  duty  to  interfere  in  the  matter,  oi 
his  opinions  now  ought  not  to  be  criti* 
cized  because  he  did  not  write  that lettv 
when  he  was  35  years  of  age.  ThM 
was  a  g^eat  deal  more  that  midit  b 
said  upon  this  subject;  but  he  did  lit 
wish  to  detain  the  House  farther.  Ihf 
had  been  told  that  the  House  shoddsit 
enter  into  a  consideration  of  that  qii^ 
tion  in  a  judicial  spirit.    He,  hoYMVi 
hoped  that  hon.  Members  would  looki 
that  matter  in  a  judicial  light,  andi# 
according  to  their  convictionB,  andiA 
from  any  Party  stand-point,     ^^j 
consider  the  position  of  the  nnf< 
convict.    He  was  asking  for  somi 
more  than  money — he  was  asking 
the  opinion  of  the  House  that  there 
so  much  doubt  as  to  his  guilt  thM 
was  entitled  to  be  relieved  from 
odium  under  which  he  had  been  ao 
suffering.  By  establishing  the  i 
of  Galley  no  injury  would  be  done  to 
reputation  of  any  Minister,  nor  to  aooii 
and  he  hoped  that  the  House  wooU, 
last,  do  justice  to  a  man  who  had  ao ' 
suffered  from  a  grievous  miscarriage 
justice. 

Sir  LAWRENCE  PALK  said, 
regard  to  this  matter,  he  could, 
give  more  evidence  than  any 
Member  of  the  House,  the  man  who 
his  life  having  been  one  of  his 
tenants.  He  was  returning  firom 
tonhampstead  fair  to  Dunsf  ord  whea 
supposed  murder  was  committed. 
(Sir  Lawrence  Palk),  being  at  that 
very  young,  could,  liierefore,  speak 
no  more  certainty  than  belonged 
hearsay  ;  but  the  report  at  the  time 
that  the  man  was  not  knocked  from 
horse,  but  fell  from  it,  and  was  aftff* 
wards  plundered  of  the  money  in 
possession.  It  was  true  that  there  fij 
the  evidence  of  a  woman  of  very  hat 
character,  who  said  she  saw  the  mnw 
committed;  but,  from  his  personal bw»j 
ledge,  although  the  present  featnrea  m 
the  locality  might  not  be  ©**ctlj^ 
same  as  they  were  formerly,  he  ▼o'**'^ 
to  say  that  it  would  be  almost  impoanUl 
for  a  person  to  have  lain  hidden  frfl* 
observation,  and  yet  to  have  seen  «• 
murder  committed,  for  this  w***^ 
that  at  the  spot  where  the  aupposaa 
murder  took  place  there  was  a  deiaa 
copse  on  both  sides  of  the  road.  oM 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Secaetaiy  of  State 
for  the  Home  Department  had  Midtbai 
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the  reason  why  Galley  was  respited  and 
transported  was  that  there  was  a  certain 
doubt  as  to  his  guilt,  and  that  having 
been  once  respited  he  could  not  be 
executed.  But  he  (Sir  Lawrence  Palk) 
belieyed  that  the  reason  of  his  transpor- 
tation was,  that  in  the  minds  of  almost 
all  the  public  in  those  days — and  it  was 
to  be  remembered  that  they  were  talking 
of  droumstances  which  occurred  many 
years  ago — ^there  existed  very  great 
doubt  as  to  whether  or  not  the  man 
Gkdley  was  present.  Such,  at  all  events, 
was  the  impression  which  he  knew  to 
have  always  prevailed  in  the  county. 
But  he  wished  to  say  a  little  more  than 
this.  When  the  man  Galley  was  asked 
if  he  had  anything  to  ask  the  witnesses 
— and  reading  it  now  with  a  thorough 
knowledge,  or  rather  recollection,  of 
what  had  taken  place,  he  was  the  more 
forcibly  struck  by  its  significance,  he 
replied — 

"  My  Lord,  what  questions  can  I  ask  them  ? 
I  know  nothing  of  the  matter ;  I  know  nothing 
of  the  people ;  I  never  was  down  in  these  i>artB 
in  my  life ;  how  should  I  know  what  questions 
to  put  to  them  P  " 

Of  course,  he  could  not  know  what  ques- 
tions to  ask.  The  part  of  the  country  in 
question  was  extremely  hilly  and  woody, 
and  this  would  render  it  impossible  for 
a  stranger  to  ask  a  single  question  as  to 
the  lociJity  in  which  the  murder  was  sup- 
posed to  have  been  committed.  Passing 
to  the  statement  of  the  man  convicted,  it 
was  very  much  in  favour  of  Galley.  He 
said — **  My  Lord,  you  are  not  going  to 
send  an  innocent  man  to  death?"  and 
then  added,  looking  down,  as  he  (Sir 
Lawrence  Palk)  weU  remembered,  as  if 
in  pity  and  scorn  at  the  little  man  oppo- 
site— 

^  My  Lord,  do  you  think  when  I  was  going 
out  to  do  a  deed  like  this  that  I  should  have 
a  weak  little  fellow  like  this  for  my  com- 
panion?" 

Galley,  as  far  as  his  information  went, 
was  utterly  incapable  of  knocking  from 
his  horse  a  man  like  May.  No  doubt, 
two  men  sprung  from  the  side  of  the 
road,  but  it  was,  in  his  opinion,  very 
doubtful  whether  any  blow  was  inflicted 
that  caused  his  death ;  on  the  contrary, 
he  believed  that  the  man  fell  from  his 
horse,  that  he  was  rendered  insensible, 
and  afterwards  plundered.  On  that 
part  of  the  matter  there  was,  he  thought, 
no  doubt.  But,  rightly  or  wrongly, 
the  man  Galley  had  suffered  a  very 


severe  punishment;  and  although  he 
could  not  ag^ee  in  any  censure  being 
passed  upon  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  -of  State  for  the  Home 
Department,  or  his  Predecessors;  al- 
though he  believed  that  the  man  had 
had  every  consideration  paid  to  him; 
and  notwithstanding  his  firm  belief 
that  justice  had  been  done,  yet  he  (Sir 
Lawrence  Palk)  thought  there  was  a 
doubt  as  to  the  fact  of  his  guilt.  If  that 
doubt  did  exist,  he  urged  the  House  to 
step  forward,  in  the  character  of  mercy, 
and  forgive  this  man.  The  House,  he 
thought,  could  hardly  be  asked  to  vote— 

"  That  the  innocence  of  Edmund  Galley  of 
the  crime  of  which  he  was  convicted  at  Exeter, 
in  1836,  has  heen  established  beyond  all  reason- 
able doubts," 

because  it  was  utterly  impossible  for 
any  man  to  say  that ;  but  it  might  very 
properly  agree— 

'*  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Mtuesty,  praying  Her  Majesty's  gracious 
pardon  for  Edmimd  GaUey.*' 


Sib  EAEDLEY  WILMOT  said,  he 
could  assure  the  House  that  he  exceed- 
ingly regretted  that  anything  which  he 
had  said  in  the  course  of  the  narrative 
of  facts  in  this  case  should  have  been 
looked  upon  as  reflecting  upon  Mr. 
Justice  Williams.  He  had  purposely 
avoided  making  any  mention  whatever 
of  the  learned  Judge  who  administered 
justice  in  the  case.  With  regard  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  East  Devon  (Sir  Lawrence 
Palk),  he  was  willing,  with  the  permis- 
sion of  the  House,  to  amend  his  Motion 
by  substituting,  instead  of  it,  the  words — 

"  That  as  reasonable  doubt  exists  as  to  the 
guilt  of  Edmund  Oalley  of  the  crime  of  which 
he  was  convicted  at  Exeter,  in  1836,  an  humble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying 
Her  Majesty  graciously  to  grant  a  free  psurdon 
to  Edmund  Galley." 

He  would,  if  the  House  would  allow 
him,  move  that  Amendment. 

The  CHANCELLORof  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Sir,  my  hon.  Friend  (Sir 
Eardley  Wilmot)  places  the  House  in 
some  difficulty  by  proposing,  at  this 
period  of  the  evening,  to  change  the 
Motion  which  he  has  submitted  to  the 
House.  I  cannot  think  the  House  will 
accept  the  change  which  he  proposes, 
and  before  the  House  comes  to  a  Divi- 
sion upon  the  Motion  actually  before  it 
I  wish  to  say,  without  attempting  to  go 
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into  the  merits  or  details  of  this  particu- 
lar case,  that  what  we  are  now  called 
upon  to  do  is  to  take  upon  ourselves  the 
responsihility  of  re- trying  this  man. 
We  are  asked  yoluntarilj,  and  of  our 
own  accord,  to  do  that  which  the  House 
of  Oommons  has  never  been  called  upon 
to  do  before.  We  have  no  evidence 
before  us  upon  which  we  can  form  an 
opinion  for  ourselves;  and  we  have, 
therefore,  no  opportunity  of  cross-exa- 
mining witnesses.  We  have  not  even 
the  advantage  of  being  a  Court  which  has 
sat  continuously  during  this  discussion ; 
because,  as  my  right  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  of  State  u>r  the  Home  Depart- 
ment has  reminded  us,  many  of  us  who 
are  present  now  were  not  present  during 
the  entire  period  of  this  discussion.  But 
does  not  that  fact  show  how  impossible 
it  is  for  a  Court  like  the  House  of  Com- 
mons to  undertake  the  review  and  re- 
consideration of  a  case  like  the  present  ? 
In  these  circumstances,  I  feel  that  the 
House  will  not  come  to  a  decision  with 
a  full  sense  of  the  responsibility  attach- 
ing to  them. 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  felt  the 
extreme  difficulty  of  the  Houao  of  Com- 
mons sitting  as  a  Court  of  Appeal  to 
decide  the  guilt  or  innocence  of  persons 
convicted  in  the  Criminal  Courts.  But 
he  had  been  very  much  struck  with  the 
statement  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Taunton  (Sir  Henry  James),  that 
Sir  Frederick  Boe,  who  was  sent  down 
to  take  evidence,  was  impressed  with  a 
conviction  of  the  truth  of  the  alibi  which 
he  was  sent  to  investigate.  He  could 
not  believe  that  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  had  been  aware  of  that  fact, 
or  he  would  not  have  put  before  the 
House  the  statement  which  he  made. 
But  in  the  case  of  his  not  having  been 
aware  of  the  circumstance,  he  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  maintained  that  these 
were  grounds  for  asking  him  to  come 
forward  spontaneously,  and  state  to  the 
House  that  facts  of  which  he  was  before 
ignorant  having  come  to  his  knowledge, 
if  this  Motion  were  withdrawn,  he  would 
take  the  matter  into  consideration.  If 
that  were  done,  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry) 
should  certainly  not  vote  for  the  Motion 
of  the  hon.  Baronet  opposite  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot),  because  he  felt  strongly  that 
the  House  was  not  competent  to  say 
whether  or  not  the  man  Galley  was 
g^ty.     If  it  was  desirable  to  ascertain 
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that  point,  surely  the  proper  way  would 
be  for  the  Secretary  of  State  to  refer  to 
some  of  the  Judges,  or  other  perBons, 
who,  by  their  experience  in  such  mat- 
ters, could  advise  him  if  he  were  in 
doubt.  But  he  thought  it  was  impos- 
sible to  abstain  from  voting  on  this 
question  as  long  as  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman said  he  would  take  up  his  posi- 
tion without  knowing  anything  of  the 
facts,  and  that  he  would  not  move. 

Sib  HENEY  JAMES  said,  the  state- 
ment he  had  made  was  that  Sir 
Frederick  Boe,  who  was  accompanied 
by  Sir  Montague  Smith,  inquired  into 
the  truth  of  Galley's  statement.  He 
had  authority  for  saying  that  both  he 
and  Sir  Montague  Smith  were  satisfied 
of  the  truth  of  Galley's  statement,  and 
that  the  alibi  was  true. 

Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  appealed 
to  the  Government  to  allow  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Eardley  WUmot)  to  amend 
his  Motion,  as  a  matter  of  common 
fairness.  He  used  the  term  common 
fairness,  because,  as  the  Motion  then 
stood,  the  House  was  asked  to  express  a 
^tioM-judicial  opinion  that  this  man  was 
innocent.  Now,  there  were  many  h<». 
Members  who  entertained  the  opinion 
that  they  could  not  fairly  do  that, 
but  who  could  say  with  safety  that 
they  believed  there  was  more  than 
g^eat  doubt  in  this  matter,  and  that  the 
time  had  come  when  the  Home  Office 
should  consider  that  mercy  might  well 
be  exercised.  He  therefore  hoped  the 
Government  would  not  stand  in  the  way 
of  the  hon.  Baronet,  but  allow  him  to 
amend  his  Motion  so  as  to  meet  the 
wishes  of  the  majority  of  the  House. 

Ma.  LOWTHIAN  BELL  said,  there 
was  no  doubt  that  by  adopting  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  hon.  Baronet  as  it  stood  the 
House  would  be  constituting  itself  a 
Court  of  Appeal,  and  that,  in  his  opi- 
nion, was  a  position  which  the  House 
would  not  wish  to  occupy.  He  could 
not,  therefore,  support  the  principle  in- 
volved in  the  Motion;  but  would  suggest 
that,  as  doubt  appeared  to  exist  as  to 
the  g^t  of  Edmund  Galley  of  the  crime 
of  which  he  was  convicted  at  Exeter  in 
1836,  an  humble  Address  be  presenti^d 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 
graciously  to  direct  that  further  inquiry 
be  made  into  the  case  of  Edmund  Galley. 

Mb.  J.  S.  GATHOBNE-HAEDY 
said,  it  would  be  more  than  unfair 
towards  hon.  Members  of  the  House,  by 
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any  technical  objection  to  the  wording 
of  an  Amendment,  to  prevent  them 
coming  to  a  fair  and  distinct  opinion 
upon  the  question  before  them.  He 
earnestly  hoped  that  no  advantage  would 
be  taken  upon  the  mere  wording  of  the 
Amendment  to  evade  discussion. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  said,  the 
only  Petition  which  had  been  presented 
to  him  from  this  man,  who  was,  as  far  as 
his  information  went,  at  that  moment 
perfectly  happy,  and  undergoing  no 
punishment  whatever,  asked  that  he 
might  have  a  declaration  of  absolute 
innocence.  That  was  also  the  Motion 
of  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot) ; 
but  to  that  Petition  and  that  Motion  he 
could  not  assent,  inasmuch  as  by  doing 
so  it  would  be  declared  that  the  whole 
of  the  proceedings  which  had  taken 
place  had  been  wrong  ab  initio. 

Mb.  BIRLEY  woidd  suggest  that  the 
first  sentence  of  the  Resolution  should 
be  withdrawn,  and  that  the  House 
should  confine  itself  to  declaring — 

"  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
Kajsety,  praying  Her  Majesty  graciously  to 
grant  a  free  pardon  to  Edmund  Galley." 

Mb.  CALLAN  hoped  the  suggestion 
of  the  hon.  Member  who  had  j  ust  sat  down 
(Mr.  Birley)  would  recommend  itself  to 
the  favourable  consideration  of  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  the  Home  Department. 
Upon  the  statement  of  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman,  "  that  Gtdley  was  Uving  in 
perfect  happiness, "  he  (Mr.  Callan)  would 
remind  the  House  that  the  Lord  Chief 
Justice,  in  his  letter,  stated  that  ''  the 
man  had  worked  for  many  long  years 
as  a  slave  upon  the  public  roads.^'  His 
present  position  would,  therefore,  seem 
to  be  a  change  from  public  to  private 
slavery. 

Sib  bardlet  WILMOT  said,  he 
was  willing  to  accept  the  suggestion  of 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Birley)  to  drop  the 
first  part  of  his  Motion,  and  simply  ask 
that  a  free  pardon  be  granted. 

Mb.  speaker  said,  the  hon.  Baronet 
was,  doubtless,  aware  that  no  portion  of 
the  Motion  could  be  withdrawn  without 
the  consent  of  the  House. 

Sib  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
the  House  had  got  into  a  muddle  by 
being  asked  to  express  an  opinion  as  to 
the  innocence  of  the  person  in  question, 
and  would  stultify  itself  still  further  by 
adopting  the  course  now  suggested. 
The  hon.  Baronet  had  better  be  advised 


by  him,  and  move  the  adjournment  of 
the  debate.  If  not,  he  (Sir  Edward 
Oolebroke)  would  propose  to  withdraw 
a  Resolution  which,  in  his  opinion,  would 
throw  discredit  upon  the  whole  of  these 
proceedings. 

Mr.  hall  said,  it  seemed  to  him 
that  the  proposed  Amendment  to  the 
Motion  of  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  Eardley 
Wilmot)  might  very  readily  be  accepted. 
All  that  was  wanted  was  tiiat  the  man 
should  get  a  free  pardon.  The  House 
did  not  want  to  express  any  reason  why 
the  pardon  was  sranted,  because  they 
desired  to  guard  themselves  against 
interference  with  the  decision  of  a  Court 
of  Law 

Sib  eardley  wilmot  asked  leave 
to  withdraw  the  Amendment. 

Question  proposed, '  *  That  the  Amend- 
ment, by  leave,  be  withdrawn.'' 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CROSS  wanted  to 
have  the  matter  quite  clearly  understood 
both  by  the  House  and  the  country. 
The  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  South 
Warwickshire  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  had 
had  his  Motion  upon  the  Paper  for  a 
long  time,  and  it  contained  an  absolute 
assertion  of  the  innocence  of  this  man. 
That  was  the  only  way  in  which  the  case 
had  ever  been  presented  to  him,  either 
by  Petition  from  Galley  himself,  or  his 
friends.  He  desired  it  to  be  quite  clear 
that  if  the  Address  were  assented  to  the 
assertion  of  innocence  was  withdrawn. 
He  must  have  certain  assurance  on  that 
point.  He  asked  the  House  not  to  come 
by  a  round-about  way  to  the  conclusion 
they  did  not  mean  to  arrive  at.  The 
hon.  Baronet  had  moved  that  it  was 
clearly  proved  that  the  man  was  inno- 
cent. He  (Mr.  Assheton  Cross)  said  it 
was  not,  and  that  it  was  wrong  to  come 
to  that  conclusion. 

Mb.  speaker  :  I  wish  to  point  out 
to  the  House  that  the  Question  before  it 
is,  whether  this  Amendment  shall,  by 
leave,  be  withdrawn  ?  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  has  been  allowed 
to  make  an  explanation  on  that  point ; 
but  a  second  speech  on  the  Question  is 
certainly  not  in  Order.  Is  it  your 
pleasure  that  the  Amendment  be  with- 
drawn? 

Mb.  COURTNEY  thought  it  was  very 
much  to  be  desired  that  they  should 
come  to  a  clear  conclusion  on  this  matter. 
The  hon.  Member  opposite  (Sir  Eardley 
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Wilmot)  had  withdrawn  the  opinion  ex- 
pressed in  the  first  part  of  the  Besolu- 
tion;  and  it  was,  surely,  unnecessary 
that  they,  as  a  body,  should  express  any 
opinion  on  that  subject.  That  was  a 
thing  from  which  they  shrank  as  a  body ; 
but,  of  course,  each  Member  of  the  House 
was  at  liberty  to  retain  his  own  opinion, 
and  the  hon.  Member  (Sir  Eardley  Wil- 
mot), amongst  others,  to  retain  his. 
The  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department  did  claim  that  this  Motion 
was  not  to  be  made  the  foundation  for 
any  claim  on  the  part  of  Galley  himself ; 
but  that  man,  from  the  first,  had  pro- 
tested his  innocence,  and  he,  surely, 
must  be  allowed  to  remain  in  the  same 
belief.  All  that  was  now  asked  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  was,  that  it  would 
permit  the  House  of  Commons,  acting 
from  many  different  motives,  to  ag^ee  to 
this  Eesolution,  '*  That  the  Royal  Pre- 
rogative of  the  Crown  should  be  ex- 
ercised,*' an  opinion  in  regard  to  which 
a  vast  majority  of  the  House  were  clearly 
of  one  opinion.  Therefore,  he  hoped  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  allow 
the  hon.  Member  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment  and  propose 
the  latter  half  of  it.  He  did  not  wisn  to 
add  any  more;  but  if  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment persisted  in  refusing  to  allow  it 
to  be  withdrawn,  they  could  then  act 
upon  the  suggestion  of  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Manchester  (Mr.  Birloy). 
They  could,  on  their  own  Motion,  nega- 
tive the  Motion  to  go  into  Committee  of 
Supply,  and  then  alter  the  proposal  of 
his  hon.  Friend  as  they  chose.  He 
hoped,  however,  they  would  not  be 
driven  to  that  necessity. 

Mr.  MELDON  wished  to  say  just  one 
word,  in  order  that  they  might  not  be 
led  astray  by  the  statement  of  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home 
Department.  The  issue  the  rieht  hon. 
Gentleman  seemed  to  raise  between 
the  House  and  himself  was  that  what 
they  were  about  to  do  was  to  make 
a  declaration  of  the  innocence  of  this 
man,  while  what  they  really  sought 
to  do  was  to  have  this  man  put  in  the 
same  position  as  if  there  had  been  a 
verdict  of  acquittal  by  the  jury.  It  was 
unnecessary  to  prove  his  innocence  to 
entitle  him  to  that  acquittal.  If  a  rea- 
sonable doubt  was  raised  in  the  mind  of 
the  jury  as  to  the  proof,  the  onus  of 
which  was  on  the  prosecution,  he  was 
entitled  to  an  acquittal,  no  matter  how 

Mr,  Courtney 


suspicious  the  case  might  be,  andthoagh 
he  might  fail  altogether  to  proTe  Im 
entire  innocence.  What  they  wanted  to 
do  was  to  deal  with  this  question  of  his 
innocence  exactly  now  as  if  no  such  ver- 
dict had  been  given.  It  was  admitted 
now  that  the  respite  was  granted  be- 
cause there  were  not  only  reasonable 
doubts,  but  very  substantial  doubts, 
thrown  upon  the  conviction  at  the  time. 
What  was  sought  to  be  done  was  reallj 
to  g^ve  proper  effect  to  the  respite,  and 
they  could  do  that  by  giving  the  man  a 
free  pardon,  without  going  into  the 
question  of  whether  his  absolute  ixmo> 
cence  had  been  proved  or  not.  He 
hoped  they  would  not  be  led  astray  bj 
the  false  issue  raised  by  the  right  hoL 
Q-entleman. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Amendment,  by  leave,  unthdrawn. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That  **  to  fti 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  vorii 
<<an  humhle  Address  be  presented  to  Hs 
Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  that  shewODl 
graciously  pleased  to  grant  a  free  paxdon  tl- 
Edmund  Galley,"— {-S'/r  EardUjf  WilmU) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "  That  the  worii 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  tk 
Question." 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  bi 
had  no  objection  to  this  part  of  ika 
Amendment.  [*' Order,  order!"]  Thi 
conduct  of  hon.  Members  in  thos  intw* 
rupting  did  not  say  much  for  the  jodi- 
ci^  spirit  of  the  House  of  OommM 
He  assented  to  this  Motion  only  on  tkil 
distinct  ground  that  the  House  had  de» 
clined  to  express  an  opinion  as  to  tba 
man's  innocence.  r**No,  no!"]  He  did 
not  wish  to  interfere  with  the  prifsti 
feelings  of  any  hon.  Members;  battka 
House  had  declined  to  express  an  opi- 
nion. ["No!"]  The  feeling  of  theHoM 
was,  though  not  expressed  in  a  judicial 
spirit,  that  having  compassion  for  this 
old  man— ["  No,  no !  "J— well,  tt  m 
rate,  it  was  true — ^that  the  House  few* 
ing  very  much  compassion  for  this  old 
man — he  did  not  know  what  the  feeling 
of  the  old  man  might  be ;  but  that  wtt 
the  feeling  of  the  House  genertlb. 
Hon.  Members  might  vote  as  they  liked; 
but  that  was  how  ho  should  accept  tht 
Amendment  for  himself.  Theqaestiot 
now  presented  had  never  been  presented 
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to  him  before.  No  Petition  had  ever 
been  presented  to  him  for  mercy;  but 
the  man  had  declared  his  innocence, 
and,  as  he  understood,  the  House  had 
declined  to  express  that  opinion.  He 
was  now  prepared,  therefore,  as  far  as 
that  was  concerned,  simply  as  a  matter 
of  mercy  to  recommend  this  old  man  to 
a  pardon. 

Mb.  JOHN  BEIGHT :  The  matter 
stands  a  little  differently  from  the  view 
in  which  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  puts 
it.  I  am  not  going,  in  the  least  deg^e, 
to  find  fault  with  anything  he  has  said ; 
but  it  seems  to  me,  after  the  declara- 
tion he  made,  that  he  himself,  looking 
oyer  the  Papers,  could  not  affirm  that 
Galley  was  innocent,  he  was  quite  right  in 
saying  that  it  was  out  of  his  power  to 
recommend  to  the  Crown  that  a  free 
pardon  should  be  granted  to  the  man  on 
the  ground  of  his  innocence.  If  he  had 
come  to  that  opinion,  it  is  quite  clear 
he  could  not  take  any  other  course,  and 
it  is  also  quite  clear  that  the  House 
could  not  compel  him  to  take  that 
course  without  consequences  that  his 
Friends  around  him  would  be  very  sorry 
to  see.  But  I  must  say  that  it  would 
not  be  true  to  say  that  the  great  pre- 
ponderance of  opinion  was  not  in  favour 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  introduced 
this  case  (Sir  Eardley  Wilmot)  that 
there  had  been  a  miscarriage  of  justice. 
Many  hon.  Members  did  not  hear  that 
statement ;  but  I  confess  I  was  never 
more  impressed  by  any  statement  I  heard 
in  this  House,  and  I  think  it  would  be 
a  great  misfortune,  and  something  like 
cruelty,  if  a  miscarriage  of  mercy  should 
go  to  this  man  in  his  far-off  home,  ac- 
companied by  an  expression  that,  after 
all,  the  House  did  not  believe  he  was 
innocent.  I  think  the  preponderance 
of  opinion  of  the  House  is  that  he  was 
innocent,  and  that  the  doubts  that  were 
raised  at  the  time  of  the  conviction  show 
that  it  should  not  have  taken  place.  Let 
us,  indeed,  if  we  are  going  to  recommend 
this  act  of  mercy,  let  us  not  send  it 
across  the  sea  under  conditions  which 
shall  strike  out  of  it  all  that  is  merciful, 
and  leave  the  idea  that  we  are  really 
doing  it  for  an  old  man,  and  that  it  does 
not  matter  very  much  what  becomes  of 
him.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  has 
taken  a  very  wise  course  in  accepting 
this  Motion,  and  I  hope  none  of  us  can 
say  anything  to  make  it  appear  that  we 
wish  to  continue  the  charge  and  the 


bonds  by  which  the  soul  of  this  man 
for  45  years  has  been  troubled. 

Lord  HENBY  SCOTT  said,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Bri^t) 
had  declared  that  the  preponderance  of 
opinion  was  in  favour  of  the  innocence 
of  this  man.  If  that  was  so,  why  had 
the  Motion  been  withdrawn  ?  He  must 
say,  he  thought  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department  had  been  treated 
with  very  little  generosity  in  this  matter. 
Eveiyone  who  had  heard  his  speech 
must  have  seen  the  manner  in  which  his 
heart  was  moved  in  regard  to  this  man ; 
but  his  strong  sense  of  justice  and  the 
patient  inquiry  he  had  made  had  forced 
him  plainly  to  the  conviction  he  had  de- 
clared. He  had  listened  without  preju- 
dice to  the  statements  on  both  sides  of 
the  House,  and  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  declared  his  readiness  to  ac- 
cept the  Motion  for  mercy,  and  stated  at 
the  same  time  that  he  could  not  say  he 
was  convinced  of  the  man's  innocence,  it 
was  treating  him  with  very  scant  courtesy 
to  behave  towards  him  in  the  way  they 
were  now  doing.  In  his  opinion,  nothing 
could  be  worse  than  for  the  House  of 
Commons  to  constitute  itself  a  Court  of 
Law,  and  to  pass  an  opinion  upon  facts 
not  existent  at  the  present  moment,  but 
facts  which  existed  upwards  of  40  years 
ago.  Besides,  he  did  not  like  the  prac- 
tice of  bringing  forward  a  Motion  and 
not  putting  it  to  the  test  of  a  Division, 
and  then  afterwards  declaring  that  it 
expressed  the  opinion  of  the  prepon- 
derance of  the  majority  of  the  House. 
It  was  not  generous  to  appeal  to  his 
right  hon.  Friend  for  mercy,  and,  when 
he  gave  it,  to  turn  round  on  him 
in  this  manner  and  throw  it  back  in 
his  face. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  was  of  opinion  that 
it  was  very  undesirable  to  misrepresent 
intentionally,  or  unintentionally,  the 
motives  which  had  actuated  the  House 
to  ask  for  the  withdrawal  of  the  Motion. 
He  took  it  that  they  were  acting  on  very 
intelligible  grounds.  They  did  not 
think  it  was  well  to  declare  this  man  in- 
nocent, as  if  they  had  been  a  Court  of 
Appeal,  and  they  were  substantially 
satisfied  that  justice  would  be  met  by  a 
free  pardon.  He  appealed  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
who  on  every  occasion  when  life,  death, 
or  liberty  had  been  in  issue  had  shown 
a  most  ^dly  and  careful  spirit  to  do  this 
act  as  graciously  as  possible,  and  not  to 
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wound  the  feelings  of  an  old  man  by 
saying  he  acted  merely  as  a  matter  of 
compassion.  The  time  was  past  when 
they  could  remit  anything  from  this 
man's  sentence,  and  what  he  wanted 
really  was  a  reparation  to  his  conscience, 
and  that  he  hoped  would  be  given  as 
graciously  as  possible. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEK :  I  hope  this  conversation,  for  it 
is  really  only  a  conversation,  will  not  be 
prolonged,  and  especially  that  it  will  not 
become  of  an  acrimonious  character.  I 
shall  just  make  this  remark.  A  Resolu- 
tion of  this  House,  and  especially  a  He- 
solution  implying  an  Address  to  the 
Crown,  is  always  a  matter  of  gravity ; 
and  it  must  be  taken  to  express  on  the 
part  of  the  House  something  which  the 
House  agrees  to  express,  and  that  some- 
thing must  be  indicated  in  the  language 
of  the  Hesolution,  and  not  by  what  may 
be  in  the  minds  of  hon.  Members.  Now, 
Sir,  the  first  Eesolution  proposed  was 
one  which  would  have  made  an  affirma- 
tion which  my  right  hon.  Friend,  after 
giving  careful  consideration  to  the  case, 
declared  it  was  impossible  for  the  House 
to  accept.  Under  those  circumstances, 
it  lay  with  the  House,  if  it  chose,  to 
persevere  with  that  Resolution,  and  to 
put  it  to  the  test  of  a  Division,  in  spite  of 
the  declaration  of  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  he  could  not  accept  it.  For  what- 
ever reason  we  need  not  now  inquire, 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Mover  of  the  He- 
solution  proposed  to  withdraw  it,  and 
the  House  unanimously  agreed  to  its 
being  withdrawn.  Therefore,  that  has 
put  an  end  to  it.  In  place  of  it  is  sub- 
stituted an  Address,  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  is  ready  to  concur  in  adopt- 
ing. That  Address  is  an  Address  pray- 
ing the  Crown  to  grant  a  free  pardon  to 
this  person ;  and  my  right  hon.  Friend 
is  perfectly  prepared  to  be  a  party  to  the 
House  passing  that  Address,  and,  no 
doubt,  such  an  Address  will  receive 
proper  consideration.  I  understand  that, 
m  the  event  of  anything  being  done 
upon  that  Address  in  the  nature  of  a 
free  pardon,  a  free  pardon  will  be 
granted,  not  accompanied  by  conditions 
Buch  as  appear  to  be  contemplated  or 
suggested  uy  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  the  Member  for  Birmingham. 

Sir.  John  BKianx:  No,  no!]  Well, 
en,  I  will  say  such  as  were  protested 
against  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite. 

Mr.  Sullivan 


Mb.  JOHN  HEIGHT :  I  was  only 
hoping  that  it  would  be  an  exact  de- 
scription of  the  feeling  of  the  House. 
I  presume  that  the  pardon  will  go  in  the 
ordinary  form. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  pardon  will  go  in  the  ordi- 
nary course,  no  doubt,  and  it  will  be  one 
which  I  have  little  doubt  will  be  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  feelings  and  Trishes 
of  the  House.  But  I  think  we  should 
be  pursuing  an  entirely  mistaken  course, 
if  we  were  to  carry  on  a  conversation 
which  is  very  painful,  on  a  matter  which, 
I  hope,  has  been  closed  by  the  state- 
ment of  my  right  hon.  Friend. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Words  added. 

Main  Question,  as  amended,  put. 

Refolvedy  That  on  humblo  Address  be  ]»•• 
sented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majeify 
that  She  will  bo  graciously  pleased  to  grant  i 
free  pardon  to  Edmund  Galley. 

To  be  presented  by  Privy  Coundllon. 


SUPPLY— COTIMITTEE. 

Sm  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
asked  the  House  to  resolve  itself  into  a 
Committee  of  Supply,  in  order  that  some 
small  progress  might  be  made  in  the 
Estimates.  He  believed  the  Notices  oo 
the  Paper  did  not  lead  to  any  contentiou 
matter ;  and  he  would  remind  the  House 
that,  at  that  time  of  the  year,  it  wis 
almost  absolutely  necessary,  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  Public  Service,  that  thef 
should  lose  no  opportunity  they  cobM 
possibly  obtain  of  advancing  Supply. 

IRELAND— REPORTED  APPEARANCE 
OF  THE  COLORADO  BEETLE. 

QUESTION. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  had  a  Qm- 
tion  he  ought  to  have  put  to  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland.  There  was  a  report 
in  the  '*  Morning  Post"  that  thecolorsdo 
beetle  had  appeared  in  the  Countj  of 
Cork,  and  he  wished  to  know  if  the  re- 
port were  true  ?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man must  be  informed  by  this  time  if 
the  report  were  true,  and  he  should  be 
glad  to  know  what  steps  had  been  takei 
for  the  destruction  of  this  insect? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  I  do  aot 
happen  to  have  seen  the  newspaper  re- 
port to  which  the  hon.  and  gallant  Geo- 
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tleman  refers.  When  he  kindly  gave 
me  Notice  of  his  Question  to-day  I 
teleg^phed  over  to  Dublin  to  know  if 
anything  had  been  heard  of  the  matter, 
and  the  reply  I  got  was  to  the  effect 
that  no  information  other  than  that 
obtained  through  the  ordinary  channels 
of  information  had  reached  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government ;  but  that  steps  had 
been  taken  to  insure  these  insects  being 
examined  to  discover  whether  it  was  the 
formidable  insect  to  which  reference  had 
been  made.  I  will  take  care  to  inform 
him  of  the  result  of  these  inquiries, 
and  I  hope  it  will  turn  out  there  is  no 
truth  in  it. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  hoped 
the  Gt>vernment  would  undertake  that 
the  next  Order  of  the  Day  (the  Indian 
Loans  Bill)  would  not  be  proceeded 
with. 

The  OHANCELLOE  ofthbEXCHE- 
QUER:  Certainly  not. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  this  House  will  immediately 
resolve  itself  into  the  Committee  of 
Supply." — {Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer. 

AGEICULTURAL  DEPRESSION   (IRE- 
LAN  D)  .—OBSERVATIONS. 

Me.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  did  not 
propose,  at  that  late  hour,  to  go  on  with 
the  Motion  which  stood  in  his  name; 
but  he  desired  to  correct  an  impression 
which  was  current  in  this  country.  He 
had  proposed  to  call  attention  to  the 
severe  agricultural  distress  now  exist- 
ing in  Ireland,  and  to  move — 

*'That  the  power  of  landlords  to  exact  by 
eviction  in  times  of  scarcity  the  rents  imposed 
apon  tenants  in  prosperous  times]  is  a  fertile 
eonrce  of  discontent  and  dissatisfaction,  and  a 
gross  violation  of  natural  justice  and  equity." 

County  after  county  in  Ireland  had 
placed  on  record,  by  great  public  meet- 
ings, its  sense  of  the  imminence  and 
seriousness  of  the  crisis;  and,  accom- 
panying these  protests,  had  been  declara- 
tions in  favour  of  a  reduction  in  rents. 
It  had  been  represented  in  this  country 
that  the  demand  of  these  meetings  was 
in  favour  of  the  abolition  of  rents  and 
the  non-payment  of  rents.  He  was  not 
going  into  the  question ;  he  only  wished 
to  place  on  record  his  emphatic  testi- 
mony— which  was  also  the  emphatic 
testimony  of  many  Irish  Members — that 


no  such  cry  was  being  raised  in  Ireland. 
In  England,  reductions  of  rent,  to  the 
honour  of  landlords,  were  taking  place, 
while  in  Ireland  that  was  only  happen- 
ing to  a  very  limited  extent.  An  idea 
was  abroad  that  Communism  was  pre- 
valent in  Ireland.  He  only  wished  to 
say  again  that  no  such  thing  had  been 
mentioned  at  public  meetings,  and  that 
all  the  tenant  farmers  asked  and  pleaded 
for  was  a  just  reduction  of  rents  in 
some  proportion  to  the  severe  and  ex- 
ceptional crisis. 

Mk.  p.  MAKTIN  said,  he  wished  to 
correct  a  misapprehension  which  ap- 
peared to  exist  as  to  the  extent  and 
nature  of  the  demand  made  by  Irish 
tenants  for  fixity  of  tenure.  If  English- 
men moved  amongst  the  farming  class 
in  Ireland  and  attended  their  meetings, 
as  he  had  done,  they  would  find  no 
desire  existed  amongst  the  farmers  as  a 
class  to  become  the  possessors  of  pro- 
perty by  unfair  means.  They  simply 
claimed  legal  protection  and  safety  of 
tenure  in  their  holdings,  and  an  adjust- 
ment of  rents  on  fair  and  equitable 
terms.  Various  causes  peculiar  to  Ire- 
land rendered  it  necessary  that  legisla- 
tive protection  should  be  given  against 
capricious  or  arbitrary  rent-raising  by 
giving  the  tenant  the  power  of  appeal  in 
the  matter  of  rent  to  some  important 
tribunal.  The  justice  and  expediency 
of  this  had  been  conceded  in  principle  by 
many  Members  who,  though  opponents 
of  the  measure  brought  in  by  the  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  themselves, 
in  this  very  Session,  introduced  Bills 
which  professed  to  prevent  the  landlord 
from  arbitrarily  imposing  on  a  tenant 
such  conditions  in  respect  to  his  holding 
as  the  landlord  thought  fit  to  impose.  It 
was  idle  to  attempt  to  represent  the 
claim  thus  made  as  commimistic  in  its 
character.  It  was  but  too  true  that 
strong  and  uncalled-for  expressions  had 
been  used  by  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland ;  but  he  (Mr.  P.  Martin)  could 
not  believe  that  the  sentiments  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  had  the  assent  of  the 
Government,  and  they  were  certainly  at 
variance  with  the  expressed  opinions  of 
many  Members  who  sat  on  his  own  side. 
Indeed,  so  far  as  related  to  the  Land 
Question  in  the  Province  of  Ulster,  there 
had  been  presented  already  by  Con- 
servative Members,  obedient  to  the 
command  of  those  who  occupied  the 
Ministerial   Benches,    a    succession   of 
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Tenant  Eight  Bills,  wluch,  if  they 
meant  anything,  were  Bills  to  settle,  on 
equitable  bases,  the  grievances  under 
which  the  tenant  farmers  suffered.  Actual 
support  was  given  by  the  Government 
to  a  Bill  to  create  tenant  right  in  the 
Northern  Province  at  the  expiration  of, 
and  notwithstanding  the  contract  created 
by,  lease.  It  was  high  time  for  the 
House  to  give  a  fair  consideration  to  the 
demands  made  by  the  tenantry  in  the 
other  Provinces  in  Ireland.  If  it  was 
imagined  that  there  was  a  general  outcry 
for  the  abolition  of  rents  in  Ireland,  the 
House  was  utterly  deceived,  and  any  man 
who  asserted  it  was  giving  false  informa- 
tion. What  the  farmershad  askedin  their 
meetings  was  the  same  thing  as  that 
stated  over  and  over  again  in  that  House. 
What  they  wanted  in  the  other  parts  of 
Ireland  was  the  extension  of  the  Ulster 
custom  in  its  pristine  integrity.  In 
Ireland  a  totally  different  state  of 
things  existed,  as  compared  with  Eng- 
land. In  Ireland  they  had  not  a  re- 
sident gentry  to  aid  their  tenants  in 
times  of  difficulty ;  but  in  too  many  in- 
stances they  had  completely  absentee 
proprietors,  who  looked  only  to  the 
amount  of  the  rent-roll.  The  tenants, 
he  admitted,  had  prejudiced  their  inte- 
rests by  over- bidding  for  land ;  but  how 
could  that  be  helped,  when  the  land  was 
the  only  resource  to  which  they  could 
look  ?  In  Ireland  they  had  no  manu- 
facturing pursuits,  and  so  they  were 
compelled  to  over^bid  for  land.  It  was 
all  very  well  to  praise  freedom  of  con- 
tract in  the  abstract.  But  the  question 
was,  having  regard  to  the  circumstances 
and  past  history  of  Ireland,  and  the 
tenure  of  land  in  that  country,  was  that 
principle  to  be  permitted  uncontrolled 
power  in  regulating  dealings  in  land? 
On  the  contrary,  over  and  over  again, 
it  had  asserted  that  it  could  not.  He 
heartily  believed  that  if  the  House 
would  carefully  andi  diligently  search 
out  an  equitable  adjustment  of  this 
difficulty,  the  great  number  of  those 
speeches  preaching  disaffection  to  British 
rule  would  be  at  an  end,  and  the  Irish 
people  would  see  that  Parliament  was 
anxious  to  arrive  at  the  true  solution  of 
the  difficulty.  Tenant  right  had  created 
the  prosperity  of  the  North.  Why  not, 
then,  boldly  extend  it  to  the  rest  of  Ire- 
land ?  Was  it  likely  to  spread  content 
that  the  Gt>vemment  should  sanction  a 
Bill  which  caused  in  the  Northern  part 

Mr.  ffDannM 


of  the  Island  tenant  right  to  spring  into 
existence,  despite  contract,  and  to  leave 
in  the  other  parts  of  Ireland  the  tenant 
at  the  mercy  of  the  landlord?  Why, 
then,  should  not  one  law  be  applied  to 
the  whole  country?  Let  similar  prin- 
ciples in  respect  to  tenant  right  prevail 
over  the  entire  country.  The  ^ill  of 
the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for  the 
County  Down  (Lord  Arthur  Hill-Trevor) 
gave  a  convincing  proof  of  the  esteem 
in  which  the  Ulster  custom  was  held; 
and  he  trusted  the  Government  would 
extend,  perpetuate,  and  strengthen'that 
custom,  not  merely  in  the  North,  but 
over  the  entire  country. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 
Sttpply — cofuidersd  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 
Class  YI. — Sufebakiotation  Am)  Es- 

TI&BD  AliLOWAKCES,   AND   GbATUTTIES 
FOB  ChABITABLB  Aim   OTHBK 

Purposes. 

(1.)  £22,150,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Merchuit  Seamen's  Fund,  Pensioiis, 
&o. 

(2.)  £23,100,  to  complete  the  sum  fat 
Belief  of  Distressed.  British  Seamen 
Ahroad. 

(3.)  £395,000,  Pauper  Lunatics,  Eng- 
land. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  called  attention  to 
the  annual  increase  in  this  Vote.  He 
had  sug^^ted  to  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasuiy,  on  a  previous  occasion,  that 
any  further  increase  in  this  Vote  should 
not  be  allowed,  and  that  a  fixed  sum 
should  be  paid,  averaged  on  the  paj- 
ments  of  the  last  three  years.  Umefis 
the  Government  would  determine  to 
stop  this  increase,  he  should  consider  it 
right  to  make  a  strong  objection  to  the 
grant,  and  to  obstruct  the  Vote. 

Sib  HENBY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  could  not  give  the  definite 
pledge  asked  for  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man. So  long  as  the  principle  was 
maintained  that  the  rate  per  head 
should  be  contributed  by  the  Govern- 
ment, so  long,  he  thought,  it  would  be 
fair  to  ask  for  this  Vote.  He  was  quite 
aware  there  was  a  possibility  that  oases 
might  be  brought  into  the  asylums 
wluch  would  not  be  there  but  for  this 
Vote.    [Mr.  Sclateb-Booth  :  No,  no !  ] 
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TTifl  right  hon.  Friend  said  that  was 
not  the  case,  and  that  the  grant  was  not 
treated  in  that  way ;  and  he  could  only 
condude,  therefore,  that  the  increase 
was  a  proof  that  lunacy  was  on  the  in- 
crease in  the  country.  He  thought  it 
was  only  fair  that  the  Government 
should  assist  the  localities  in  keeping  up 
these  asylums  ;  and,  under  these  cir- 
cumstances, he  trusted  the  Committee 
would  accept  the  Vote. 

Mb.  EAMSAY  said,  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  labouring  imder  a  mistake  in 
assuming  that  the  number  of  lunatics 
was  on  the  increase.  He  denied  that 
there  was  any  foundation  for  such  a 
statement.  This  increase  was  caused  by 
the  introduction  of  persons  who  properly 
should  not  be  the  recipients  of  curative 
treatment.  Only  such  persons  as  there 
was  a  prospect  of  curing  should  be  in 
the  asylums.  His  opinion  was  borne 
out  by  the  whole  of  the  evidence  taken 
before  the  Select  Committee  which  sat 
upstairs  ;  and  if  that  were  so,  what  jus- 
tification could  there  be  for  permitting 
the  annual  increase  of  this  grant?  It 
was  quite  true  that  Parliament  had 
sanctioned  this  grant  per  head ;  but  that 
was  no  reason  why  it  should  be  made 
permanent,  and  it  was  to  its  permanence 
and  unnecessary  increase  that  he  ob- 
jected. There  should  not  be  this 
annual  increase  without  some  corre- 
sponding advantage  to  the  community. 
He  admitted  that  it  was  the  will  of  Par- 
liament that  it  should  be  so ;  but  he 
thought  the  principle  was  unsound  on 
whidb  the  contribution  was  based. 

Mb.  SCIATEE-BOOTH  could  not 
admit  for  a  moment  that  the  state  of 
these  lunatics  was  not  the  subject  of  con- 
stant and  earnest  attention  on  the  part 
of  himself  and  his  officials.  So  far  as 
his  observation  and  judgment  went,  it 
was  not  the  fact  that  lunatics  were  de- 
tained in  public  asylums  who  ought  not, 
by  law,  to  be  so.  In  the  opinion  and 
judgment  of  some  hon.  Members,  there 
were  many  persons  who  would  be  better 
elsewhere ;  out  according  to  the  law  and 
practice  of  England,  on  which  the  lunatic 
asylums  were  established,  these  persons 
had  a  right  to  be  there,  and  they  could 
not  be  removed  without  a  change  in  the 
law.  They  were  sent  to  the  asylums  by 
the  authority  of  the  magistrates,  and 
there  was  not  the  slightest  reason  to 
suppose  that  any  collusion  or  malprac- 
tices prevailed. 

YOLCOXLYin-   [imEDSBBOB.] 


Mb.  Vy  hit  well  said,  the  number 
of  lunatics  was  clearly  increasing,  and 
in  Scotland,  especially,  there  was  a 
constant  increase.  This  year,  the  in- 
crease was  1,500.  He  hoped  it  would 
not  be  the  case  next  year,  too ;  but  if  it 
were,  right  hon.  Gentlemen  ought  to 
feel  it  almost  absolutely  necessary  to 
make  some  special  Beport  on  the  matter. 
It  was  most  unfortunate  this  large  Vote 
was  to  be  taken  and  passed  at  2 
o'clock  in  the  morning,  on  a  subject 
which  required  great  consideration.  jBut 
he  was  afraid,  under  the  circumstences, 
they  could  not  do  otherwise  than  pass  it. 

Majob  NOLAN  thought  this  contri- 
bution by  Government  to  the  cost  of 
asylums  most  admirable,  and  he  had 
very  little  doubt  that  the  whole  of  the 
Irish  Members  would  always  support 
such  a  Vote.  He  did  not  believe  there 
was  an  increase  in  the  number  of  lunatics 
in  the  country.  The  apparent  increase 
was  due  to  tib.e  fact  that  the  lunatics 
went  £rom  the  cotteges  to  the  asylums, 
which  was  a  very  good  thing.  They 
were  very  much  out  of  place  in  the 
poor  dwellings  of  their  relatives.  They 
were  much  happier  in  the  asylums, 
and  it  was  much  pleasanter  for  their 
friends. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  said,  he  had  no 
doubt  that  this  was  the  true  explanation 
of  the  increase  in  the  numbers.  These 
poor  creatures  were  taken  from  their 
own  homes,  where  they  could  not  pos- 
sibly be  attended  to,  and  placed  in 
proper  institutions.  He  demurred  en- 
tirely to  the  statement  that  only  oases 
which  could  be  cured  should  be  placed 
in  asylums.  What  was,  then,  to  be 
done  with  incurable  lunatics  ?  He  might 
point  out  that  while  there  had  been  a 
positive  decrease  in  the  number  in  Ire- 
land, and  only  a  small  increase  in  the 
number  in  England,  there  had  been 
an  increase  of  eight  times  the  number 
in  Scotland. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  all  these  state- 
ments justified  his  belief  that  there  was 
no  absolute  increase  in  the  number  of 
lunatics,  but  that  people  were  getting 
their  patiente  off  their  hands  by  sending 
them  to  these  institutions,  where  they 
were  locked  up.  .He  did  not  confine  his 
remarks  to  England,  but  made  the 
same  complaint  as  to  Scotland.  The 
same  causes  were  in  operation  there. 
As  long  as  this  system  was  permitted  to 
continue,  so  long  would  they  find  ihis 
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grmnt  increafie.  WhatoTer  iion.  Mem- 
bers might  say,  he  believed  that  in- 
curable lunatics  were  much  better  in 
priTate  houses  than  when  confined  in 
aajlums. 

Toto  t^rmd  to. 

(4.)  £71,760,  Pauper  Lunatics,  Scot- 
land. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  he  had  some  re- 
marks to  make  on  this  Vote.  [Laughter.'] 
Hon.  Members  might  laugh,  out  he  be- 
lieved they  laughed  simply  because  of 
their  ignorance  of  the  importance  of  the 
subject;  and  he  said  that  with  the 
greatest  respect  for  those  who  took  an 
interest  in  this  matter.  He  maintcdned 
that  the  great  increase  in  Scotland 
showed  that  there  was  something  wrong 
in  this  Vote.  [''Agreed,  agreed!''] 
Indeed,  he  was  oy  no  means  agreed, 
and  if  he  were  troubled  with  these 
remarks  of  impatience  he  should  take 
the  first  opportunity  of  moving  to  report 
Progress. 

Mb.  p.  martin  said,  he  admixed 
the  adroitness  with  which  Scotch  Mem- 
bers appropriated  so  large  a  portion  of 
public  money  and  took  care  to  be  the 
first  to  complain  when  they  thought 
they  could  be  with  justice  assailed. 
Therefore,  no  doubt,  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  the  Falkirk  Burghs 
(Mr.  Eamsay)  knowing  well  that  a  long 
standing  Irish  wrong  existed  which  had 
been  inflicted  by  the  authorities  in  Scot- 
land in  sending  over  to  Ireland  each 
year  Irish-born  pauper  lunatics,  often 
dangerous,  and  obliged  to  be  kept  in 
chains  duiing  the  passage,  was  wisely 
the  first  to  criticize  this  Vote.  The 
cruelty  and  illegality  of  this  practice  on 
the  part  of  the  Poor  Law  authorities  in 
Scotland  had  been  condemned  over  aof 
over  again  in  the  Beports  of  the  Irish 
Local  Government  Board.  He  trusted 
the  remonstrances  made  would  not  be 
without  effect.  If  any  further  instances 
of  these  illegal  and  cruel  deportatioDs 
come  to  his  knowledge  he  would  next 
year  move  to  reduce  the  Vote. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £22,095,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland. 

Major  NOL^N  asked  whether  any 
Bill  was  to  be  broujg^ht  in  to  deal  with  the 
appoiutmiBnt  of  governors?  Four  yeai^ 
ago  it  was  complained  thfit  the  system 

Jfr.  Bam$ay 


was  unsatiafactory  by  which  the  Lord 
Lieutenant  appointed  to  these  offices. 
That  was  hardly  a  good  system;  and 
though  he  knew  it  could  not  be  done 
this  Session  he  hoped  if  there  was 
another  Session  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  C^iief  Secretary  would  bnng  in 
a  separate  Bill  proposing  some  other 
arrangement. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  was  understood 
to  say  that  either  a  separate  Bill  would 
be  brought  in,  or  the  matter  would  he 
dealt  with  in  the  Grand  Juries  BilL 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Besolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £11,647,  b» 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  mm 
neoeBsary  to  delray  the  Chaige  which  will  oome 
in  coone  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Bnpport 
of  certain  Hospitals  and  Infirmaries  in  Ire- 
land." 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  said,  the  Vote  was 
for  hospitals  and  infirmaries  under  the 
control  of  the  Board  of  Superintendence ; 
but  one  portion  of  the  money  was  en- 
tirely outside  the  control  of  that  body. 
It  was  the  last  item — £500,  for  the 
Female  Orphan  House.  He  wanted  to 
know  why  the  Vote  was  placed  before 
Parliament  in  a  manner  which  was  not 
candid  and  not  straightforward.  He 
was  not  speaking  of  the  present  Admi- 
nistration, for  the  Vote  had  gone  on 
for  many  years ;  but  he  wished  to  point 
out,  however,  that  this  money  was  voted 
as  being  administered  under  the  Board 
of  Superintendence,  whereas  this  insti- 
tution was  not  under  the  control  of  that 
Board.  

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  this  contri- 
bution had  been  made  ever  since  the 
Act  of  Union,  and  he  hardly  thought 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  like  to  dis- 
turb the  arrangement.  This  formed  a 
separate  Vote  at  one  time;  but  many 
years  as^o  it  was  added  to  this  Vote.  He 
believed  the  institution  thoroughly  de- 
served support. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  could  not  mean  to  say  he  was 
going  to  lauffh  out  the  question  in  a 
manner  like  that.  This  Vote  was  placed 
before  the  country  as  being  under  the 
authority  of  the  Board  of  Superintend- 
ence, whereas  it  was  not  so. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  would 
inquire  into  the  matter. 
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Mb«  OBAY  asked  some  Member  of 
the  GoYemment  to  tell  him  where  this 
House  was,  and  what  it  was  ? 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  the  House  was  in  the  Circular 
Boad,  Dublin.  It  was  supposed  to  hold 
about  200;  but  the  number  had  since 
been  limited  to  a  smaller  number.  The 
Vote  was  begun  in  1800,  and  had  gone 
on  ever  since. 

Mb.  GBAY  asked,  whether  the  insti- 
tution was  devoted  to  any  ezclusiye  de- 
nomination? He  knew  most  of  the 
charitable  institutions  of  Dublin,  but 
could  not  recall  this  one  to  his  recollec- 
tion. The  only  one  he  remembered  was 
one  in  South  Kichmond  Street,  outside 
which  were  most  offensive  placards  with 
regard  to  the  Catholic  religion.  That 
could  not  be  the  institution  referred  to. 
Was  there  any  distinction  on  account  of 
creed  made  at  this  House  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  the  only 
distinction  he  knew  of  was  that  males 
were  not  admitted. 

Mb.  p.  MAETIN  said,  they  were  not 
to  be  cajoled  in  that  way.  His  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  A.  Moore)  had  clearly  hit  a 
blot,  and  from  this  great  reticence  of 
the  Government  a  suspicion  was  spring- 
ing up  in  his  mind  that  there  was  some- 
thing wrong  about  this  Vote.  He  should 
require  some  further  information,  or  he 
would  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  by  that 
amount. 

Sib  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBET80N 
said,  perhaps  he  did  not  give  the  Com* 
mittee  so  much  information  as  he  might 
have  done ;  but,  at  any  rate,  he  gave  it 
all  the  information  he  possessed.  This 
Female  Orphan  House  was  established 
by  the  Latouche  family  in  1790,  and  it 
was  incorporated  by  Statute  in  1800. 
The  original  buildings  were  erected  by 
private  subscription,  and  there  were 
Votes  to  it  from  various  grants  from 
Parliament  between  1815  and  1817. 
Very  nearly  £4,000  was  voted  for  altera- 
tions. The  House  was  situated  in  Cir- 
cular Boad,  Dublin,  and  orieinaUy  held 
200 ;  but  the  Government  limited  the 
number  to  160.  But  the  number  in  the 
House  in  March,  1878,  was  only  71. 
The  children  were  instructed  in  reading, 
writing,  the  simple  rules  of  arithmetic, 
geography,  history,  plain  and  fancy 
needlework,  laundry  work,  and  other 
things,  for  the  purpose  of  fitting  them 
for  situations  as  servants,  in  which 
capacity  they  were  always  apprenticed. 


ThB  income  consisted  of  the  interest  on 
securities,  £880 ;  the  nation's  subscrip- 
tion, £200;  annuities,  £117;  church 
collections,  £240;  and  sundries,  £30; 
making  in  all,  £967.  In  the  annual 
grant-in-aid  of  £500,  the  Vote  was 
£1,675  till  up  to  the  years  1834-5; 
from  then  till  1846-9  it  was  £1,000; 
and  after  that  date  it  sunk  to 
£500,  at  which  it  had  remained  ever 
since.  This  Vote  was  then  a  Vote  by 
Committees  up  till  1856-7 ;  afterwards 
it  was  placed  on  the  Estimates,  where 
it  remained  until  the  formation  of  the 
general  Estimate  now  under  considera- 
tion, and  it  was  then  put  among  the 
other  hospitals  and  chanties. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  thought  it  would  be 
a  pity  to  divide ;  but  he  had  no  doubt 
this  was  a  very  old  and  respectable  job, 
and  it  was  time  it  was  looked  into.  He 
was  not  prepared  to  charge  the  people 
who  received  this  money  with  pro- 
selytism ;  but  he  did  know  this  Vote  was 
strictly  sectarian,  and  that  only  children 
of  one  religion  were  admitted.  If  the 
Government  would  undertake  to  bring 
this  institution  under  proper  inspection, 
so  that  they  might  have  security  that  the 
money  was  not  being  wasted,  he  would 
be  satisfied;  but  without  some  such 
assurance  as  that  he  should  certainly 
divide. 

Mb.  GBAY  said,  the  Yote  could  not  be 
passed  in  its  present  form,  for  this  insti- 
tution was  assuredly  neither  an  hospital 
nor  an  infirmary.  The  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary  had  probably 
overlooked  the  question  whether  this 
institution  was  confined  to  members  of 
any  particular  religion.  He  was  curious 
to  know  whether  the  Charter  confined  it 
to  any  particular  denomination.  He 
tolerably  well  understood  now  what  sort 
of  place  this  was,  from  the  description 
given. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  the  statement  in 
Thom^i  Directory  was,  that  this  was  a 
Female  Orphan  House  for  destitute 
female  children.  It  accommodated  120 
children.  Orphans  from  any  part  of 
Ireland  were  eligible.  Besides  being 
lodged,  clothed,  and  maintained,  they 
were  provided  with  religious  instruction. 
He  would  like  to  ask  the  right  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  the  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland  the  nature  of  that  religious 
instruction — whether  it  was  exclusively 
sectarian,  and  whether  the  place  had 
proselytizing  tendencies  ? 
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The  ATTOENET  GENERAL  foe 
lEELAND  (Mb.  Gibson)  said,  he  did 
not  think  it  was  any  part  of  the  duties  of 
the  Attorney  General  to  know  the  teach- 
ing of  every  orphan  school  in  Ireland. 
If,  however,  the  chaplain  was  the  Rev. 
Digby  Ck>ok,  whom  he  knew  to  be  a 
Protestant  clergyman  of  high  character, 
he  assumed  that  it  was  mainly  a  Pro- 
testant institution.  He  did  not  know 
whether,  by  its  constitution,  it  was  con- 
fined exclusively  to  the  children  of  Pro- 
testants; but  he  believed  it  was  very 
well  managed,  and  he  was  not  aware  it 
had  ever  been  mixed  up  with  prosely- 
tizing tendencies. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked,  whether  any 
similar  institution  of  stiictly  denomina- 
tional character  received  a  public  grant 
of  money  ?  They  had  heard  a  good 
deal  about  giving  money  to  public  insti- 
tutions not  subject  to  inspection ;  and  he 
thought  it  would  be  far  better  that  this 
Vote  should  be  postponed  till  the  ordi- 
nary Irish  Estimates  next  week,  in  order 
that  this  might  be  inquired  into.  He 
himself  was  under  the  impression  that 
the  Irish  Votes  were  not  to  be  taken  till 
next  week. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  had 
never  been  stated  from  that  Bench. 

Mb.  OALLAN  thought  he  had  heard 
something  to  that  effect. 

Sib  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
was  in  the  recollection  of  hon.  Members 
that  he  distinctly  said  he  would  take 
non-contentious  Votes,  and  that  Irish 
Votes  would  be  taken  on  Monday.  He 
maintained  that  the  Government  had 
given  very  full  and  distinct  information 
about  this  Vote,  and  there  could  be  no 
mistake  from  its  being  put  under  this 
head.  It  was  the  object  of  the  Treasury 
in  preparing  Estimates  to  get  them  into 
distinct  classes,  and  it  would  be  hardly 
worth  the  trouble  to  treat  this  one  sum 
as  a  separate  Estimate. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  thought  the  sugges- 
tion that  this  orphanage  should  be  under 
inspection  in  some  way  was  worthy  at- 
tention. He,  however,  thought,  in  the 
absence  of  evidence  to  the  contrary,  that 
this  might  be  an  excellent  institution  and 
very  well  managed.  He  bogged  to  point 
out  that  while  all  this  money  was  g^ven 
to  Ireland  no  corresponding  grant  was 
made  to  Scotland.  That  statement  would 
relieve  some  of  his  hon.  Friends  of  the 
feeling  that  Scotland  was  seeking  what 
she  was  not  willing  to  give  to  Ir^and. 

Mr.  CaUan 


Majob  NOLAN  observed,  ilia 
hon.  Friend  was  wrong.  This 
was  guaranteed  under  the  act  of  I 
and  Scotland  enjoyed  similar  i 
under  her  Act,  although  they  di 
run  in  the  same  way. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  could  not 
that  by  placing  this  Vote  in  this 
there  had  been  any  attempt  to  n 
the  Committee ;  but  he  would  proi 
look  into  the  matter,  and,  if  nec< 
to  remove  the  Vote  to  another  plai 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  said,  the  Com 
had  been  misled,  because  it  was 
sented  that  this  money  passed  tt 
the  Board  of  Superintendence  w 
did  not.  This  being  an  instituti 
children,  it  could  not  be  called  a 
pital  or  an  infirmary ;  but  it  mi( 
put  under  the  head  of  ''Ind 
Schools. ' '  However,  as  the  Qt)vei 
had  promised  to  look  into  the  i 
they  might  very  well  let  the  Vote 

Mb.  gray  could  not  understaz 
a  school  could  properly  be  describe< 
hospittd.  [An  hon.  Membeb  :  Ch 
The  title  was  misleading ;  and 
also  a  mistake  to  set  this  Vote  fc 
subject  to  the  Board  of  Superinten 

Mb.  p.  martin  poiuted  ou 
this  Vote  was  stated  as  an  entail 
plication  of  monies  to  be  expendc 
accounted  for  imder,  and  pursiu 
the  provisions  of  the  19  &  20 
c.  110,  s.  16.  But  it  was  now 
this  was  a  mistake.  The  insti 
was  not  one  of  those  contemplat 
the  Statute,  or  under  the  control  < 
Board  thereby  appointed.  It  w 
tablished  and  maintained  for  the 
tion  and  education,  apparently,  c 
those  orphans  willing  to  be  brou| 
and  trained  as  Protestants.  The 
mittee  had  been  given  no  valid : 
why  this  exclusively  denomini 
grant  should  be  continued.  He 
ask  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whetl 
fairness,  he  could  proceed  wiUi  ihi 
or  whether  he  would  not  postpone 
they  had  more  full  information  ab 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBE 
said,  this  all  seemed  to  him  veiy 
like  a  storm  in  a  tea-cup.  Whal 
the  real  facts  ?  By  a  danse  in  t] 
of  Union,  the  United  Kingdon 
bound  to  provide  a  sum  whidh  ha 
merly  been  granted  by  the  Parii 
of  Ireland.  Amongst  the  instit 
which  the  Parliament  of  Ireland  h 
over  on  this  condition  to  the  Erti 
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was  this  Female  Orphan  House.  When,  | 
as  far  back  as  1866,  these  Votes,  which 
in  the  old  days  appeared  separately,  were 
collected  together  in  one  particular  Esti- 
mate, and  that,  he  ventured  to  say,  was 
as  fair  a  way  as  any  that  could  be 
suggested.  The  description  of  each  par- 
ticular Vote  clearly  showed  to  any  im- 
partial man  that  the  total  was  absolutely 
expressed  in  each  one  of  the  sub-heads, 
and  the  Vote  was  very  fully  explained. 

Mb.  BAMSAY  begged  to  point  out, 
with  regard  to  the  remarks  of  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Eriend  (Major  Nolan),  that 
the  amount  given  to  the  Colleges  and 
Universities  of  Scotland  under  the  Act 
of  Union  was  paid  in  consideration  of 
property  which  those  institutions  pos- 
sessied,  and  which  was  taken  from  them. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress. They  were  promised  that  no 
contentious  Votes  should  be  taken,  and 
this  was  a  very  contentious  Vote.  The 
only  thing  they  could  do  was  to  go  home. 
It  was  very  irregular  to  vote  large  sums 
of  money  at  that  time  in  the  morning. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
' '  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress , 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  —  {Mr. 
Biggar.) 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  found  that 
this  was  an  estimate  of  the  amount  re- 
quired in  the  year  ending  Slst  March, 
1880,  for  charges  connected  with  hos- 
pitals and  infirmaries  in  Ireland  under 
Act  19  &  20  Viet.  c.  110,  s.  16.  He 
apprehended  they  were  bound  by  that 
previous  Vote.  Now,  on  referring  to 
the  Act  named,  he  found  it  was  an 
Act  for  the  better  regulation  of  houses 
of  industry,  hospitals,  and  other  places 
in  Dublin  supported  wholly  or  in  part 
by  Parliamentary  grants,  and  he  found 
that  Section  17,  by  which  this  Vote  was 
legalized,  was  to  the  following  effect : — 

'*  In  case  the  Board  of  Siiperintendence  shall 
neglect  to  make  such  General  Rules  for  the 
space  of  three  months  after  beine  required  to 
do  so  by  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  it  snail  be  lawful 
for  the  Lord  Lieutenant,  by  writing  under  the 
hand  of  the  Chief  or  Under  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land for  the  time  being,  to  make  such  General 
Bulea,  and  from  time  to  time  to  repeal,  alter, 
or  add  to  the  same." 

Where  in  all  this  was  there  any  autho- 
rity for  the  Vote  to  the  orphanage? 
Either  this  Vote  had  been  placed  where 
it  was  in  ignorance,  or  it  had  been  placed 
there  by  the  assistants  who  had  pre- 
pared it,  for  the  purpose  of  misleading 


the  House.  It  must  be  one  of  these 
two  things.  It  was  either  then  through 
ignorance,  or  for  a  worse  purpose.  How- 
ever, he  would  only  say,  as  far  as  these 
secretaries  were  concerned,  and  he  would 
protect  himself  under  no  privilege  in 
stating  it,  that  he  believed  nothing  was 
beyond  their  capability.  He  would  cer- 
tamly  support  the  Motion  to  report  Pro- 
gress, for  he  thought  it  was  only  respect- 
ful to  Parliament  that  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary should  make  some  further  inquiries. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  for 
IRELAND  (Mr.GiBsoK)  said,  assuming 
this  orphanage  to  come  under  the  descrip- 
tion of  a  hospital,  the  section  was  clearly 
wide  enough  to  include  it.  It  was  a  ques- 
tion of  fact  whether  or  not  this  particular 
orphanage  was  under  the  control  of  the 
Board.  [Mr.  A.  Moobe:  It  is  not.] 
Did  the  hon.  Member  speak  of  his  own 
knowledge?  [Mr.  A.  Mooeb  :  There  is  a 
Parliamentaiy  Paper  on  the  subject.  1 
He  would  put  this  Vote  on  broad 
g^unds.  It  was  obliged  to  be  on  the 
Estimates  in  consequence  of  a  usage 
handed  down  to  them  from  old  times, 
beginning  at  or  before  the  Act  of  Union. 
The  institution  was  well  managed,  and 
was  not  in  the  slightest  degree  prose- 
lytizing, and  if  any  further  information 
were  wanted  it  should  be  forthcoming 
frankly  and  freely. 

Mb.  gray  pointed  out  that  the 
specific  direction  that  all  these  hospitals 
should  be  placed  under  the  Board  of 
Superintendence  was  not  complied  with. 
Section  18  also  directed  that  the  Board 
should  make  a  special  Report  upon  each 
charity,  which  should  be  submitted  to 
Parliament.  [The  Attobnby  General 
for  Ibeland  (Mr.  Gibson) :  Except  when 
the  Charter  is  inconsistent.]  Clearly,  at 
any  rate,  the  Act  was  not  complied  with. 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  said,  he  had  spoken 
to  a  member  of  the  Dublin  Hospital 
Board,  and  asked  him  why  they  did  not 
report  on  this  institution,  and  the  reply 
was  that  they  knew  nothing  about  it. 
The  money  did  not  go  through  their 
Office,  and  that  they  had,  therefore, 
nothing  to  report  upon. 

Mb.  MELDON  asked  for  the  ruling 
of  the  Chairman  on  a  point  of  Order. 
It  was  stated  that  this  Vote  was  asked 
for  under  the  authoritv  of  an  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  the  Committee  had  no 
power  to  vote  a  single  farthing  unless  it 
was  to  be  spent  under  that  Act.  The 
Act  which  had  been  read  provided  that 
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certain  money  which  had  been  minted 
should  be  spent  upon  certain  institu- 
tions under  tne  control  of  the  Board  of 
Superintendence.  Assuming  that  this 
was  a  hospital,  and  assuming  everything 
else,  except  the  one  point  which  had 
been  proved  that  this  hospital  was  not 
under  the  control  of  the  Board  of  Super- 
intendance,  he  would  ask,  whether  it 
was  in  the  power  of  the  Oommittee  to 
vote  this  money?  He  certainly  sub- 
mitted it  was  not. 

The  chairman  (Mr.  Salt)  :  There 
is  no  question  before  the  Committee  as 
to  the  legality  of  the  Vote.  It  has  been 
put  in  this  way  for  many  years,  founded 
upon  an  Act  of  Parliament  and  custom, 
and  I  can  see  that  it  is  perfectly  legiti- 
mate that  the  Vote  should  be  put  before 
the  Committee  as  it  is  drawn  up  in  the 
Estimates. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  it  had  only  now 
been  pointed  out,  for  the  first  time,  that 
this  Vote  did  not  come  under  the  Act  of 
Parliament,  and  that  this  money  was  not 
under  the  control  of  the  Board. 

Thb  attorney  general  ix)e 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Oebson)  said,  assuming 
that  this  institution  was  covered  by  the 
definition  of  an  hospital,  and  assuming 
that  it  g^t  the  money  appropriated  by 
Parliament,  it  would  certainly  come 
within  the  terms  of  this  Act.  It  was 
another  question  whether  the  provisions 
of  the  Act  were  complied  with ;  but  that 
would  not,  in  the  slightest  degree,  im- 
pair the  accuracy  of  the  description  at 
the  head  of  the  Vote.  He  would  suggest 
to  hon.  Members  that  it  was  only  reason- 
able they  should  allow  this  Vote  to  pass 
now,  and  on  the  Report  either  he  or  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  be  prepared  to 
state  exactly  how  the  Vote  stood. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  was  going  to  make  the 
same  suggestion  in  order  to  facilitate 
Business. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  had  no  objection 
to  this  Vote  in  consequence  of  its  deno- 
minational character  ;  for  he  did  not  see 
how  an  institution  could  be  properly 
called  educational,  if  religion  were  ex- 
cluded. He  did  not,  therefore,  at  all 
object  to  the  item  on  that  ground,  even 
almough  there  was  no  corresponding  in- 
stitution for  Catholics;  but  he  quite 
agreed  that  they  should  know  whether 
the  money  was  expended  properly  and 
under  proper  control. 

Mb.  p.  MARTIN  said,  that  was  the 
real  point    Was  this  Vote  under  the 


control  of  the  Board,  or  was  it  not?  It 
was  conceded  now  it  was  not.  He  did 
not  consider  the  Committee  had  been 
given  the  information  they  were  entitled 
to  demand.    If  the  Vote  was  not  post- 

Eoned,  he  trusted  the  Motion  would  not 
e  abandoned. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  thought  that  it 
was  better  to  postpone  the  Vote  for  the 
present. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question,  by  leave,  withirawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<*That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £123,944,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Chvgs 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  daring 
the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880, 
to  make  good  the  sum  by  which  the  interest 
accrued  in  the  year  ended  20th  November  1878, 
from  Securities  held  by  the  Gommiasioneri  for 
the  Reduction  of  the  National  Debt,  on  aoooont 
of  <The  Fund  for  the  Banks  for  Saving*  aad 
'  The  Fund  for  Friendly  Societies,'  is  insnffideot 
to  meet  the  interest  which  the  said  Commu- 
sioners  are  obliged  by  Statute  to  pay  and  credit, 
during  such  latter  mentioned  year  to  tiM 
trustees  of  Savings  Banks,  aad  to  Friendly 
Societies  respectively." 

Mr.  E.  W.  HARCOUET  :  Sir,  before 
this  Vote  is  allowed,  I  think  it  should  be 
considered  from  what  source  the  money 
which  is  asked  for  comes,  and  whether 
the  transfer  of  this  money  is  for  the 
benefit  of  the  people.  I  tliink  thii 
question  is  a  social  question  of  great 
importance,  and  social  questions  are  apt 
to  be  put  too  much  out  of  sight  at  pre- 
sent. All  questions  of  this  sort,  which 
inyolye  the  well-being  of  great  masses 
of  the  people,  must  be  of  great  interest 
to  every  one  of  us.  I  will,  therefore, 
ask  the  Oommittee  to  bear  with  me  for  a 
short  time,  while  I  attempt  to  lay  the 
present  position  of  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  briefly  before  them;  and  if  that 
indulgence  is  granted,  my  grateful 
thanks  will  be  due  to  the  Committee,  as 
I  am  aware  the  subject  is  a  very  dry 
one.  All  those  who  take  any  interest  in 
encouraging  thrift  amongst  Uie  working 
classes  must  thankfully  acknowledge  that 
the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  are  doing 
a  gp*eat  work  in  the  country.  What  we 
wish  to  argue  is  that  that  work  is  capable 
of  great  extension.  The  Post  Office 
authorities  have  laid  down  that  Poet 
Office  Savings  Banks  can  only  be  estab- 
lished where  Money  Order  Offices  exist 
The  consequence  is  that  many  places  are 
permanentiy  excluded  from  the  benefit 
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of  Post  Office  Savinge  Bonkb.  It  would 
be  impossible  now  to  enter  into  any 
general  statirtios ;  but  I  will  take  the 
example  of  Cambridgeshire,  which  re- 
presents a  fair  average  of  the  counties 
in  England.  In  this  county,  we  find 
that  there  is  a  Post  Office  in  every  7 
square  miles,  and  a  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank  in  every  22  square  miles ;  that  the 
places  where  there  are  Post  Offices  and 
no  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  are  as  81 
to  38,  rather  less  than  two  to  one — that 
is  to  say,  that  one-third  of  the  popula- 
tion are  without  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks.  In  51  places  there  are  no  Post 
Offices,  and  the  ratio  of  persons  enjoying 
tlie  advantages  of  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  are  1 1  to  7.  117,095  persons  have 
Post  Offices  and  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks;  5^,338  have  Post  Offices,  but 
are  from  1  to  6  miles  from  a  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank ;  16,600  have  no  Post 
Offices,  and  are  from  1  to  6  miles  from 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks.  The  sizes 
of  places  having  Post  Offices  but  no 
Post  Office  Savings  Banks  vary  very 
much ;  and  2  may  be  named  which, 
liaving  populations  each  of  over  2,000 
people,  are  4  and  6  miles  respectively 
from  Post  Office  Savings  Banks.  Many 
places,  also,  with  Post  Offices  are 
smaller  than  those  without  tbem.  Now, 
it  is  quite  true  that  individual  benevo- 
lence and  individual  energy  often  supply 
the  wants  that  are  created  by  the  Post 
Office.  I  say  created,  because  I  think 
that  sins  of  omission  are  as  great  as 
sins  of  commission.  My  contention  is, 
that  to  depend  upon  individuals  is  not 
satisfactory.  I  could,  if  there  were 
time,  gpive  instances  of  cases  where  the 
beet  intentions  have  been  thwarted  by 
want  of  capacity,  want  of  order,  want 
of  business  habits,  and  untrustworthi- 
nesa  of  agents.  I  know  of  one  collector 
who  received  2<.  6d,  on  each  subscrip- 
tion. The  consequence  was  that,  when 
£l  was  offered  him,  he  requested  the 
donor  to  give  him  5«.  at  a  time,  so  that 
he  might  receive  2s.  6d.  on  each  5«. 
Another  collector,  who  was  parted  with 
because  it  was  supposed  that  he  collected 
more  than  was  required,  set  up  for  him- 
self, no  doubt,  very  much  to  his  own 
advantage.  I  am  well  aware  that  the 
objection  taken  by  the  Post  Office  is  a 
financial  objection,  and  they  say  they 
are  perfectly  satisfied  with  the  supple- 
mentary work  which  is  being  done  for 
them  by  the  public.    It  is  very  certain 


that  where  no  Money  Order  Offices  exist 
a  different  class  of  Postmasters  can  be 
employed ;  and,  of  course,  any  alteration 
would  involve  the  payment  of  higher 
salaries.  It  is  quite  true  that  an  old 
woman  with  50«.  per  annum,  and  of 
average  honesty,  may  be  quite  com- 
petent to  pack  letters'  and  sell  stamps, 
although  she  would  not  befit  to  manage 
the  affairs  of  a  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank.  In  passing,  I  may  remark  that 
even  officers  employed  by  the  Grovem- 
ment  to  superintend  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks  are  often  very  much 
underpaid,  and  the  consequence  is  they 
sometimes  shift  for  themselves.  They 
lend  to  the  poor  at  a  higher  inte- 
rest than  is  given  by  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks,  and  cases  of  repudiation 
are  not  unknown,  whereby  great  dis- 
credit is  brought  upon  the  whole  system. 
It  ought  to  be  a  rule  that  all  such 
traffickers  should  be  dismissed  at  once 
and  for  ever  from  the  Public  Sertice. 
The  remedy,  I  take  it,  for  the  finatcial 
difficulty  is  to  be  found  in  the  employ- 
ment of  peripatetic  officials.  An  office 
where  a  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  exists 
might  send  out  to  villages  within  a 
certain  radius,  one  evening  in  the  week, 
a  clerk,  at  a  small  additional  pay,  to 
conduct  the  Savings  Bank  work  for  a 
couple  of  hours ;  and,  I  think,  in  locali- 
ties where  the  want  of  such  a  conve- 
nience is  felt,  persons  might  be  found 
who  would  be  willing  to  guarantee  any 
extra  expense  for  the  first  year  or  two. 
If  the  principle  is  accepted,  it  might  be 
worked  out  progressively,  according  to 
the  experience  of  the  Postmaster  General, 
and  I  think  there  need  be  no  displace- 
ment of  those  old  ladies  at  d0«.  per 
annum,  who  seem  so  dear  to  the  !rost 
Office.  I  do  not  think,  either,  that  it  is 
unfair  to  suppose  that,  as  the  Post 
Office  is  now  making  a  profit  of  £150,000 
per  annum  out  of  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Bank,  simply  by  the  difference  of  in- 
terest given  and  received,  and  through 
not  giving  interest  upon  sums  below  £1, 
that  an  extension  of  business  would 
bring  an  increase  of  profits.  I  know  I 
shall  be  told  that  the  Post  Office  has 
already  tried  the  experiment  of  peripa* 
tetic  officials ;  but  I  contend  that  their 
experiment  was  no  fair  test — it  was  only 
made  for  a  short  time  upon  a  shifting 
population  of  navvies,  and  we  all  knew 
that  habits  of  thrift  take  time  to  grow, 
I  and  I  think  the  experiment  was  worth- 
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less.  Well,  now,  what  is  done  with  the 
profit  of  £150,000  per  annum  which  is 
made  upon  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  ? 
Why,  it  is  used  to  bolster  up  the  Old 
Savings  Banks,  and  to  enable  them  to 
pay  a  higher  interest  than  they  can 
afford;  and  it  is  also  employed  as  a 
means  of  pensioning  the  old  actuaries. 
I  hold  this  to  be  a  very  unsoimd  pro- 
ceeding. I  know  that  the  Post  Office 
cannot  escape  at  once  from  its  liabilities 
respecting  the  Old  Savings  Banks ;  but 
if  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks  are 
encouraged,  and  if  they  are  established 
wherever  Post  Offices  exist,  the  Old 
Savings  Banks  would  in  time  be  ab- 
sorbed by  them ;  for  even  now  difficulty 
is  foimd  in  obtaining  fresh  trustees  as 
the  old  ones  die  out.  Where  the  object 
is  to  encourage  thrift  the  means  must 
be  taken  to  the  very  doors.  Those  who 
know  anything  about  it  know  that  the 
poor  will  not  trudge  three,  four,  five,  or 
six  miles  after  it,  particularly  when  that 
very  attractive  mode  of  investment,  the 
public-house,  is  close  at  hand.  Sir,  I 
do  not  think  it  is  Utopian  to  hope  that 
a  great  Department,  making  large  profits, 
should  either  of  its  own  energy,  or  by 
the  force  of  public  opinion,  be  induced 
to  enlarge  its  border,  and  to  embrace 
under  its  operations  a  large  and  im- 
portant part  of  the  community  which  at 
present  it  professedly  ignores.  Sir,  it  is 
not  enough  for  a  Public  Department, 
which  has  the  power,  if  it  has  the  will, 
to  fold  its  arms  and  to  say  that  sufficient 
good  is  being  done  privately.  I  have 
already  contended  that  private  enter- 
prize  is  not  satisfactory.  The  Post  Office 
may  rejoice  over  the  labours  of  others, 
but  it  cannot  claim  it  as  its  own  work. 
Such  supineness  is  not  creditable,  and 
will  not  be  treated  with  either  respect  or 
patience  by  the  public.  The  Post  Office 
can  and  ought  to  open  a  Post  Office 
Savings  Bank  wherever  a  Post  Office 
exists.  It  cannot  shove  off  its  own 
responsibilities  on  to  the  shoulders  of 
others.  The  assistance  to  local  penny 
banks  given  by  the  Post  Office  can 
only  be  looked  upon  as  a  makeshift ; 
such  is  the  system  of  registered  letters, 
whereby  sums  may  be  transmitted  to 
distant  Post  Office  Savings  Banks.  This 
does  nothing  to  improve  the  security,  and 
I  hold  that  the  Post  Office  is  bound  to 
gplve  to  investors  that  security  which  no 
private  enterpnze  can  offer.  The  issue 
of  invitations  to  invest  by  the  Post  Office 

Mr.  E,  W.  Earoourt 


is  weU  intended ;  but  the  fact  is  that 
villagers  seldom  read  such  documents, 
and  still  less  seldom  are  influenced  by 
them.  It  is  impossible  for  me  now  to 
open  the  whole  question  of  Post  Office 
Savings.  Banks.  Many  improvementB 
are  urgently  required;  but  at  present 
I  shall  content  myself  with  urging  the 
one  point  respecting  the  opening  of  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks  wherever  Post 
Offices  exist.  I  am  well  convinced  of 
the  possibility  and  expediency  of  this 
measure,  and  if  I  do  not  now  succeed  ii 
convincing  the  Postmaster  General,  1  do 
not  despair  of  doing  so  at  some  fatue 
time ;  at  any  rate,  my  efforts  will  not 
cease  until  I  have  obtained  myobject^ 
and  with  a  view  of  bringing  on  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  subject,  I  now  move,  Sr, 
that  the  Vote  before  the  Oommittee  be 
reduced  by  a  sum  of  £10,000. 


Notice  taken,  that  40  Members 
not  present ;  Committee  counted,  and#. 
Members  being  found  present, 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSOlt] 
said,  as  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  HaroomQ 
was  anxious  to  have  a  discussion,  m^ 
looking  at  the  hour  of  the  night,  ki 
would  move  to  report  Progress.  ["Cb 
on,  go  on !  "] 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  report  ProgMb 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."— -(Ar' 
Henry  Sehoin-Ibhetsan.) 

Mb.  BEUEN  hoped  the  CommittM 
would  take  notice  of  the  iact  that  Ihi 
hon.  Member  who  moved  the  coant  hid 
himself  gone  out. 

Mb.  CALLAN  wished,  as  a  matter  d 

fact ["Order,   order!"]    Hew* 

rather  anxious  to  call  attention  to  a  »* 
mark  which  had  just  been  made.  Siirelj» 
it  was  most  imjust  to  object  to  theftcft 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Oavan  (Hr* 
Biggar),  after  moving  a  count,  ahooU 
leave  the  House.  Of  course,  to  leafe 
the  House  would  be  one  of  the  modes  U 
obtaining  the  object  he  had  in  view,  and 
it  was  most  unjust  to  try  and  make  a 
marked  man  of  him  in  that  way. 

Mb.  MELDON  suggested  that  the 
Vote  should  be  withdrawn,  and  thatthej 
should  go  on  with  the  rest. 

Mb.  GEAY  said,  there  was  no  deeiie 
on  the  part  of  the  Irish  Memben  to 
discuss  the  other  Votes ;  and,  therefiM 
if  this  one  was  postponed,  the  Oommittoi 
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would  get  through  the  others  in  a  few 
minutes  and  save  time. 

Mb.  monk  thought  they  ought  to 
support  Her  Majesty's  Government  in 
the  Motion  just  made.  It  was  rather 
too  late  to  go  on  voting  money. 

Mb.  WHITWELL  also  hoped  they 
would  report  Progress.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite  the  Member  for  Oxford- 
shire (Mr.  Harcourt)  had  brought  up  a 
very  important  and  interesting  subject, 
and  the  Vote  was  nearly  £130,000. 
There  was  no  one  on  that  side  of  the 
House  to  support  it. 

Question  put. 

The  C!ommittee  divided : — Ayes  6 ; 
Noes  40:  Majority  34.  —  (Div.  List, 
No.  195.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

M&jroB  O'GOBMAN,  addressing  the 
Chair  from  his  seat,  and  covered,  said, 
the  hon.  Baronet  who  moved  that  Pro- 
gress should  be  reported  voted  with  the 
Noes,  and  therefore  voted  against  his  own 
Motion.  It  was  quite  true ;  he  would 
ask  the  Ohairman  for  his  decision  upon 
it,  if  he  pleased. 

The  chairman  (Mr.  Salt)  :  I  do 
not  understand  the  hon.  Baronet  to 
challenge  the  decision. 

Majob  O'GOEMAN:  The  hon. 
Baronet  moved  that  you  report  Progress, 
and  then  voted  against  the  Motion  him- 
self. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QTJEB  :  Not  when  the  Question  was  put. 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON  : 
When  the  Question  was  put  from  the 
Chair,  before  the  Division,  I  did  not 
challenge  it. 

Mb.  CALLAN:  It  is  the  rule  that 
when  a  hon.  Member  moves  any  Motion 
that  he  shall  vote  for  that  Motion,  and 
especial  notice  has  been  taken  of  Mem- 
bers of  this  House  which  Members  have 
voted  against  a  Motion  which  they  have 
themselves  proposed. 

Mb.  MELDON:  I  understand.  Sir, 
you  have  given  your  decision  on  the 
point  of  Order. 

Mb.  BIGGAR  :  I  do  not  know  what 
the  Government  mean  to  do.  They  do 
not  know  their  mind  on  any  subject. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  seemed  just  now 
about  to  rise,  and  then  he  changed  his 
mind  and  did  not  do  it.  I  do  not  know 
whether  the  Government   intend  that 


we  should  report  Progress  after  moving 
it  themselves. 

Majob  O'GORMAN:  I  beg,  most  re- 
spectfully,  Sir,  to  suggest  that  you  do 
your  duty. 

Mb.  MELDON:  I  think  the  hon. 
and  g^Uant  Member  is  out  of  Order 
in  moving  that  you  do  leave  the  Chair 
with  no  Question  before  the  House.  The 
proper  course  is  to  put  the  next  Vote, 
when  it  will  be  open  to  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member,  if  he  should  think  fit, 
to  move  it. 

The  CHAIRMAN  (Mr.  Salt)  :  There 
is  a  Question  before  the  House  which  is 
a  Motion  for  a  Vote,  upon  which  some 
discussion  has  already  taken  place,  and 
during  which  discussion  a  Motion  was 
made  to  report  Progress.  I  did  not 
understand  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
to  move  that  I  do  leave  the  Chair. 

Majob  O'GORMAN :  Will  you  have 
the  goodness  to  understand  it  now,  Sir  ? 
[*'  Order,  order ! ''] 

Mb.  CALLAN  begged  to  second  the 
Motion  on  these  grounds.  The  Govern- 
ment, through  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  had  moved 
that  Progress  be  reported,  and  then,  in 
consequence  of  some  inexplicable  reason 
— unprecedented  during  his  (Mr.  Cal- 
lan's)  previous  experience — ^they  did  not 
ask  leave  to  withdraw  the  Motion,  but 
they  absolutely  voted  against  it. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." — {Major  G*  Gorman.) 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  There  can  be  no  doubt  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  is  perfectly  in 
his  right  in  his  Motion.  With  reference 
to  what  has  just  passed,  I  will  point  out 
what  the  reed  facts  are.  There  seemed 
to  be,  or,  at  any  rate,  the  Gt)vemm6nt 
were  under  the  impression,  that  there 
was  a  desire  on  the  part  of  the  Committee 
to  go  on.  We  were  not  at  all  desirous 
to  keep  the  Committee  sitting  against  the 
wish  of  the  majority  of  hon.  Members, 
and,  accordingly,  my  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  moved  that 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress.  When 
that  Question  had  been  once  put  there 
was  no  power  to  withdraw  it,  and  it 
had  necessarily  to  be  decided.  But  there 
happened,  what  so  often  happens.  It 
appeared  from  the  general  conversation, 
and  especially  from  observations  made 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member  oppo- 
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site  (Mr.  Meldon),  and  the  lioii.  Member  to  making  the  snggesticm,  and  lie  was 

near  him  (Mr.  Gray),  and  some  others,  very  sorry  it  had  involved  the  oonfudon 

that  it  was  the  desire  of  the  large  num-  which  had  arisen. 

ber  of  Members  to  make  some  Progress.  Major  0' GORMAN  begged  to  with- 

Of  course,  we  are  quite  ready  to  sit,  and  draw  his  Motion. 

we  thought  it  was  the  wish  of  others  to  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

do  so;   but  the  course  proposed  is  that  r^  -  -     ^  r\      a-      i_   i             -lu 

we  should  postpone  the  Vote,  and  then,  Ongmal  Question,  by  leave,  wtthdr(m, 

if  the  Committee  are  willing  to  take  the  House  reiumed. 

next  two  Votes,  we  should  be  glad  to  do  -d^^^i  *:  -.    x    v           -j.  j      ^«  ii^ 

so.     Perhaps,  the  hon.  and  g Jlant  Gen-  ^f^^l^^""""  *°  ^*  "P"'*^  ""P""  ^* 

tleman  will  withdraw  his  Motion.  n      ^'\i.        ^             _j.  tj    u 

Mb.    CALLAN    said,    that     at     20  Committee  dso  report  I»rogw«;  to 

minutes  to   4  he  thought  they  ought  «*  *8''^°  "P"**  ^"'"^^  '^"*- 

not  to  raise  an  important  discussion,  public  works  loans  (no.  2)  Bin. 

and,   therefore,   he    did   oljject   to    take  Resolutions  [July  24]  reported,  and  offradk: 

these  Votes.     Personally,  he  should  be  —Bill  ordw-frf  to  be  brought  in  hv  Mr.  Cmi- 

very  glad  to  facilitate  Business ;  but  on  cellor  of   the    Exchequbb  and  Sir  Hmt 

the  next  Vote  he  wanted  to  raise  a  dis-  Sblwin-Ibbetson. 

cussion  he  could  not  raise  at  that  hour.  ^^presented,  andread  the  first  time.  [BiI126l.] 

Mr.  monk  said,  he  was  not  at  all  — — - 

aware  why  he  had  been  called  upon  as  bubghs  (Scotland). 

one  of  the  Tellers  for  the  Ayes.     His  Address  for  **  Hetum  showing  the  rental  i 

hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea-  each  of  the  Royal  Burghs  of  Scotland  soooii 

sury  had  been  guilty  of  a  great  irregu-  ^?S  ^J^t  ^?^  T.l'^^^'*^  ^^^^  IZ 

io«u«.  «r,^*i.^Jfk«Ao;i  ;«^..^o««„«.!«^  ^roni  Whitsunday  1878  to  Whitsunday  1W» 

larity;  and  they  had  had,  m  consequence,  ^^^  ^^^  boundaries  of  the  royalty  Jfe«l 

a  very  disagreeable  scene  m  the  Uom-  Burgh  as  such  boundaries  existed  befowtte 

mittee.      The  hon.  Member  for  Oxford-  passing  of  the  Act  3  and  4  Will.  4,  c.  77,  mi 

shire  (Mr.  Harcourt)  was  in  possession  ^  which  the  Magistrates  and  Town  Cooaefli 

of  the  Committee,  when  the  Secretary  to  }^^^^^J^^f  ^^'^'^^  ^^^""^  LandTo."- 

the  Treasury  rose,  and  interrupted  him  ^    '^*        *'*^-/ 

by  moving  to  report  Progress ;  he  was  shipping  casttaltibs  investiqaitow 

entirely  out  of  Order  in  so  doing.     The  be-hbabino  bill. 

hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire,  when  it  On  Motion  of  Viscount  Sandow,  Bill  top- 

was  decided  that  there  was  a  full  Com-  vide  for  the  fte-hearing  of  Investigmtiaaiiiii 

mittee,  was  in  possession  of  the  Com-  Shipping  Casualties,  and  to  amend  the  Roleiii 

mittee  ;  and,  therefore,  it  was  irregular  i^*i^.^°?.^  °^  ^''f''^  r'^iiT^°7f  t  W 

«,,','  T»            .  J.                .1    jT-n  Investigations,   ordered  to  be  brought  la  ff 

for  the  hon.  Baronet  to  move  that  I'ro-  viscount  Sandox  and  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot. 

gross  be  reported.      But  having  made  BiU/^reMn^A^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill 2IL] 

that  Motion,    and  given   his  voice  in  tt         j-         j    ^          .    .  ,.^ 

favour  of  adjournment  it  was  certainly  =«"-  1:r^:A''i2'S?:Sl 

a  great  irregularity  on  his  part  to  vote  till  Moi^ynBL 
against  his  own  Motion.   The  Leader  of 
the  House  had  certainly  not  in  any  way 
mended  the  matter  by  the  explanation 

he  had  just  given.    He  (Mr.  Monk)  and  xTnTTQi?      m?     ta-dt^A 

his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Kendal  ilOUBJ!i      Ui      LOBUB. 

voted  against  going  on  with  the  Com-  _.     .            , 

mittee.    because    they    did    not    think  Jifondasf,  2Sth  July,  1879. 

Votes  of  this  amount  and  of  this  nature  

ought  to  be  brought  on  at  half-past  3  in 

the  morning.  MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— Fkn*  JwrfiHf ' 

Me.  GEAY  said,   there  was  a  very  „  ^^  Clerk  Renter  (ScotUnd)  •  (IM). 

/^^rti' /!<>/)    o«/i    ■.^*,a,«:*»^^»<.    »*«^.^<.«;^.«    Xf  Second  it^atfm^— Industrial  Schools  (Powfrt* 

decided  and  un^imous  expression  of  g^j^^j  ^J^^^  ^^ -3^ .  ^^  ^^^  g^^y 

opinion  that  two  Votes,  which  would  in-  (Redemption  of  Annuities)  ♦  fi60). 

volve  no  discussion,  might  be   taken,  CommiY/^tf— BiUs  of  Sale  (Ireland)  *  (156). 

audit  was  entirely  due  to  the  sugges-  Committee-^  Report --Ooivr^yvaisa^  and  UaJ 

tions  made   by  himself  and   his    hon.  l^^^^""  (Scotland)  Act  (1874)  Amendaan* 

Friends  that  confusion  had  arisen.     Es-  y;^,,.^  ^^^^^^^  _  Sl^^^  Timd^  pg^  ^f^ 

pecially,  he  was  concerned  to  be  a  party  courts)  *  (U7),  andjMrMMf. 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
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ISLAND  OF  CTPRUS— SLAVERY. 

QUESTION.        OBSBBVATIOirS. 

The  Eabl  of  SHAFTESBURT  :  My 
Lords,  ou  the  11th  of  July  of  last  year, 
I  pnt  a  Question  to  the  Lord  President 
of  the  Council  in  these  words — 

"  Whether  it  is  the  intention  of  Her  Majesty's 
GtoTOmment,  on  aasoming  the  occupation  and 
administration  of  Cyprus,  to  maintain  or  sup- 
press, as  has  been  done  in  Her  Majesty's  do- 
minions in  India,  the  system  of  slavery  now 
existing  in  the  I^andP'' 

And  to  this  Question  I  received  the 
following  Answer : — 

"I  have  to  state  that  Sir  Gkimet  Wolseley 
leaves  this  country  to-morrow  for  Cyprus ;  and 
when  he  arrives  there  it  will  be  his  duty  to 
make  full  inquiry  and  investigation  into  all  the 
institutions  of  the  Island  and  everything  con- 
nected with  them.  When  that  is  done  he  will 
make  a  Report  to  Her  Majesty's  Ghovemment  as 
to  the  state  of  things  he  has  found  in  Cyprus ; 
and  having  received  such  a  Report  from  him, 
Her  Majesty's  Government  will  then  he  in  a 
position  to  state  the  course  they  intend  to  take." 
—[3  Sansardf  cczli.  1224.] 

I  Yenture  to  repeat  the  Question  because 
a  whole  year  has  elapsed  and  no  Beport 
from  the  Govemor  of  Cyprus  has  as  yet 
been  laid  on  your  Lordships'  Table. 
Now,  the  Question  is  of  importance,  not 
only  as  touching  Slavery  in  general,  but 
as  to  the  alleged  fact  that  it  is  existing 
in  Cyprus  under  British  rule.  I  know 
perfectly  well  that  no  Slave  Trade  openly 
exists,  and  that  no  such  thing  as  a  slave 
market  is  to  be  found  in  any  part  of  the 
Turkish  Empire.  That  system  has  long 
been  abolished.  But  the  sale  and  pur- 
chase of  slaves  are  still  carried  on  ex- 
tensively by  private  agents  and  in  pri- 
vate houses;  and,  indeed,  constituted 
as  Turkish  society  is,  Slavery  is  as  ne- 
cessary and  indispensable  to  the  Empire 
— especially  among  the  wealthier  classes 
— as  is  the  Sultan  himself.  Now,  as 
Cyprus  was  for  centuries  under  Turkish 
rule,  the  probability  is  that  a  similar 
system  prevails,  and  that  it  is  fed  by 
large  importations  of  slaves  from  East 
Africa  and  the  Bed  Sea — for  which  latter 
traffic  Turkey  is  specially  responsible, 
as  it  is  mainly  conducted  at  Jeddah,  a 

Sort  in  thd  Bed  Sea  belonging  to  tibie 
ultan  of  Turkey.  From  aU  quarters 
there  are  imported,  as  I  am  informed, 
some  70,000  slaves  every  year.  None 
are  imported  for  prssdial  or  agricultural 
purposes.    The  women  are  imported  as 


servants  ibr  the  harems,  and  the  men 
for  other  duties,  for  which  they  are  pre- 
viously fitted  by  the  most  cruel  and  dis- 
gusting mutilations.  There  is  also  a 
large  and  equally  disg^ting  traffic  in 
white  slaves  in  the  very  centre  of  Turkey 
itself.  Circassian  slavery  was  put  down 
by  the  Bussians;  but  the  Circassians 
who  immigrated  into  Turkey  have  main- 
tained their  old  habits,  and  sell  their 
sons  and  daughters  to  the  highest 
bidders  among  the  sensualists  of  Turkey. 
Now,  this  domestic  Slavery  may  prevail 
in  Cjrprus.  If  Cyprus  be  stiU  under 
Turkish  law,  it  is  highly  probable — 
certainly  possible.  I  trust,  therefore, 
to  learn  from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment whether,  as  Cyprus  has  now  passed 
under  British  rule,  they  will  not,  follow- 
ing the  precedent  of  the  law  enacted  in 
India  in  1843,  decree  the  total  and  im- 
mediate abolition  of  Slavery,  whether 
external  or  domestic. 

The  Maboubss  op  SALISBUBY  :  My 
Lords,  the  promise  referred  to  by  my 
noble  Friend  who  has  just  addressed  the 
House  was  given  by  my  noble  Friend 
behind  me  (the  Duke  of  Bichmond  and 
Gordon)  last  year  during  my  absence 
from  this  country.  I  really  did  not 
know  that  such  a  Beport  had  been  pro- 
mised, and  it  has  never  been  drawn  up 
by  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley.  With  regard 
to  a  general  Beport  on  the  subject,  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  its  production 
if  any  had  been  sent  home  ;  but  I 
have  received  the  most  distinct  and  cate- 
gorical statements,  both  from  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley  and  Colonel  Biddulph,  that 
involuntary  servitude  does  not  exist  in 
Cyprus.  It  is  stated  so  positively  by 
persons  who  must  know  that  I  think 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  the  fact  is  as 
they  state.  If  my  noble  Friend  recalls 
to  his  mind  for  a  moment  the  state  of 
the  legislation  in  the  Turkish  Empire, 
he  will  see  that,  wherever  the  Turkish 
law  is  honestly  enforced,  Slavery  is  not 
likely  to  exist.  It  is,  unfortunately,  a 
factthat  the  cases  in  which  it  is  so  enforced 
are  very  rare.  The  White  Slave  Trade  to 
which  my  noble  Friend  has  alluded  was 
abolished  by  a  Decree  of  the  Sultan  in 
1854,  and  the  Black  Slave  Trade  was 
abolished  in  1857.  Every  person  who 
landed  in  the  Turkish  Empire  after 
those  dates  in  a  state  of  slavery  became 
free  by  the  action  of  the  law.  My  noble 
Friend  has  justly  stated  that  Slavery  in 
Turkey  has  been  almost  entirely  confined 
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to,  or  connected  with,  harem  life.    It  is 
obvious  that  men  treated  in  the  manner 
which  my  noble  Friend  glanced  at  are 
not  likely  to  be  long-lived ;  and  as  there 
has  been  no  legal  importation  of  them 
since  1857,  it  is  probable  that  there  are 
not  many  of  those  slaves  now  in  exist- 
ence.     As  to  the  women,  they  are  of 
little  value  when  they  become  old ;   and 
as  it  has  been  the  custom  in  many  parts 
of  Turkey,  and  I  presume  in  Cyprus,  to 
manumit  slaves  when  they  get  old,  and 
as  all  who  were  imported  after   1857 
became  free,  I  do  not  think  that,  at  the 
present  time,  there  is  any  person  suffer- 
ing servitude  in  Cyprus.     With  respect 
to  the  rest  of  the  Turkish  Empire,  I 
agree  with  my  noble  Friend  that  there 
is  reason  to  fear  that  the  state  of  things 
— especially  at  Jeddah — is  deplorable. 
We  have  made  the  most  earnest  re- 
monstrances to  the  Turkish  Government 
to  employ  Governors  who  shall  honestly 
carry  out  the  Turkish  laws,  and  put  a 
stop  to  the  horrible  traffic  which  goes  on 
across  the  Red  Sea.     We  have  very 
nearly  concluded  a  Convention   which 
will  give  us  a  right  of  search  at  the  Bed 
Sea,   and  which,   but  for  the  present 
Ministerial    crisis    in    Constantinople, 
would,    I    think,    have    been    already 
signed.      We  shall  spare  no  efforts  to 
carry  out  the  Convention,  and  put  a  stop 
to  that  which,  I  believe,  is  now  the  sole 
supply  channel  of  Slavery  in  the  Turkish 
Empire — or,  at  all  events,  the  main  one. 
With  respect  more  particularly  to  Cyprus, 
I  can   only  repeat  the  assurance  that 
Slavery  does  not  exist  there.     When  I 
saw  the  Notice  of  my  noble  Friend  on 
the  Paper  I  thought  he  might  have  some 
facts  which  might  show  that  the  con- 
trary is  the  case ;   and  I  am  very  glad 
to  find  that  he  has  nothing  of  the  kind. 
The  oppressed  in  all  parts  of  the  world 
find  their  way  to  the  noble  Earl ;  and  if 
there  were  the  slightest  indication  given 
to  us  which  should  induce  us  to  believe 
that  any  person  is  kept  in  servitude  in 
Cyprus  against  his  will,  we  should  act 
without  he9itation,  and  without  delay. 
My  noble  Friend  may  be  quite   satis- 
fied, however,  that  nothing  of  the  kind 
exists. 

The  Eabl  of  SHAFTESBURY :  Does 
the  noble  Marquess  really  say  that  there 
is  no  importation  of  slaves  into  Turkey 
at  the  present  time  ? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY  :  No, 
there  is  an  illegal  importation  to  an 
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enormous  extent  into  Turkey ;  but  it  was 
absolutely  prohibited  by  the  Finnan  of 
1857.  This  is  only  one  of  many  in- 
stances which  show  that,  if  the  TiurkiBli 
law  were  properly  carried  out,  matters 
would  go  on  very  fairly  in  that  countiy; 
but  the  neglect  of  the  Administration  to 
carry  out  their  own  laws  gives  rise  to  the 
present  evils. 

The  Earl  of  8HAFTE8BUEY: 
Should  her  Majesty's  Government  dis- 
cover, upon  further  inquiry,  that  there 
is  anything  of  the  sort  in  Cyprus,  will 
they  proceed  to  introduce  the  Indian 
legislation,  in  order  promptly  to  pat  it 
down? 

The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY: 
Certainly. 

INDUSTRIAL    SCHOOLS    (POWERS  OP 
SCHOOL  BOARD)  BILL--(No.  153.) 
{The  Lord  Steward.) 

SECOND     READING. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  Second  Bead- 
ing, read. 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2'." 
— {The  Lord  Steward.) 

Earl  FORTESCUE  hoped  that  tlw 
Home  Secretary  would  refuse,  under  tb 
powers  conferred  upon  him  by  this  BiH 
to  diffuse  expenditure  of  a  temponij 
character  over  a  long  period  of  yeaiii 
In  the  case  of  the  reformatory  ship  whiek 
had  been  extravagantly  fitted  up  by  the 
London  School  Board,  the  cost  of  the 
carpets  and  furniture,  and  he  had  hetrl 
of  a  piano  also,  had  been  borrowed,  and 
spread  over  a  long  series  of  years.  Sndi 
an  example,  if  sanctioned,  would  be  a 
direct  encouragement  to  extravagance. 
He  hoped  that  nothing  would  be  placed 
against  the  capital  that  was  likely  to  be 
worn  out  in  the  course  of  those  yean. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  admitted  tiiat 
there  was  a  considerable  expenditure  oa 
this  head  beyond  what  there  ought  to 
be ;  but  he  trusted  that  the  conspicuous 
example  of  extravagance  mentioned  bj 
the  noble  Lord  would  be  the  means  A 
preventing  similar  cases  in  future.  Hie 
object  of  the  Bill  was  simply  to  enable 
school  boards  to  start  or  contribute  to. 
the  support  of  industrial  sohoolB. 

Motion  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2*  aooofd* 
ingly,  and  committed  to  a  Committee  of 
the  Whole  House  on  Thundojf  next. 
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INDIA   CORPORAL  PUNISKMENT  IN 
INDIAN  GAOLS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

LoBD  STANLEY  of  ALDEELEY 
said,  that  he  regretted  having  to  take  up 
the  time  of  the  House  with  another  case 
of  illegality ;  but  he  had  waited  on  the 
Secretary  of  State  at  the  India  Office  in 
reference  to  this  matter,  and  his  noble 
Friend  had  said  that  he  w:a8  unable  to 
do  anything.  The  Brahmin  G^ya  Per- 
shad  was  imprisoned  on  the  3rd  of 
November,  1874,  for  seven  years  for 
forgery  at  Jubbalpore ;  here  he  was  set 
to  work  at  the  hand-mill,  but  this  work 
was  found  to  be  too  hard  for  him.  At 
the  end  of  three  months,  Mr.  Morris, 
the  Chief  Commissioner,  came  to  the 
gaol  and  sent  him  from  there  to  Nag- 
pore,  though  Dr.  Eogers  said  he- was 
unfit  to  travel.  In  Nagpore  Gaol  he 
was  flogged  10  or  13  times  on  the  pre- 
text of  his  having  tampered  with  the 
warders,  and  obtained  tobacco  and  sugar. 
In  England,  to  have  flogged  a  burglar 
on  these  grounds  would  have  been 
illegal.  The  case  might  be  left  here; 
but  as  it  was  in  human  nature  to  feel 
more  sympathy  for  a  deserving  person 
than  for  an  undeserving  one,  he  would 
say  a  few  words  about  G-aya  Pershad's 
case.  He  was  a  man  who  had  received 
certificates  from  Sir  Bichard  Temple  for 
his  services  to  the  British  Gt)vernment 
during  the  Mutiny;  the  late  General 
Sleeman  had  been  a  constant  visitor  of 
his  father's,  Behary  Lai.  GayaPershad 
had  lent  money  to  a  Raja  Bulwunt 
Singh,  whose  afiPairs  came  into  the  Court 
of  Wards,  and  Captain,  or  Major, 
McLean  had  charge  of  that  case.  Gaya 
Pershadsuedforhis  debt  of  about  100,000 
rupees,  including  interest,  and  obtained 
a  decree  in  hie  favour ;  the  other  side 
appealed,  and  he  again  obtained  a  decree 
in  his  favour.  There  had  been  a  dispute 
between  Gaya  Pershad  and  Mr.  Morris, 
a  younger  brother  of  the  Chief  Com- 
missioner, who  was  a  tenant  of  Gaya 
Pershad's,  on  matters  connected  with 
the  tenancy.  Mr.  McLean  asked  Gaya 
Pershad  to  reduce  his  claims  on  the 
Baja's  estate  by  10,000  rupees ;  he 
declined.  He  then  asked  him  to  reduce 
it  by  6,000  rupees ;  he  again  declined 
taking  less  than  his  decree.  Mr.  McLean 
then  said  he  would  see  if  he  could  not 
make  him  do  so.  His  papers  and 
vouchers  were  then  examined,  and  a 
receipt  for  about  200  rupees,  written  by 


one  Lall  Charran  Dass,  an  agent  of  the 
Paja,  and  bearing  the  Baja's  seal,  was 
said  to  be  a  forgery.  Whilst  the  papers 
were  in  the  hands  of  Mr.  McLean 
another  stamp  was  put  upon  the  Baja's 
seal  so  as  to  obliterate  it,  and  he  was 
convicted  by  what  appears  to  have  been 
fabricated  evidence.  Primd  faeie^  it  was 
improbable  that  a  man  in  Gaya  Pershad's 
position,  and  with  a  claim  of  about 
100,000  rupees,  would  have  forged  a 
receipt  for  about  200  rupees.  The 
friend  of  GayaPershad,  who  endeavoured 
to  obtain  relief  for  him  from  his  ill- 
treatment  in  prison,  failed  to  get  a  hear- 
ing, and  was  driven  away  with  ignominy 
from  the  houses  of  the  officials  he 
attempted  to  see.  About  January,  1877, 
a  Petition  was  sent  to  the  Viceroy,  in  the 
names  of  the  wife  and  son  of  Gaya  Per- 
shad, praying  for  a  commutation  of  his 
sentence ;  but  the  only  reply  given  was 
that  the  Chief  Commissioner,  Mr.  Morris, 
had  reported  unfavourably  upon  it.  Her 
Majesty's  Ministers  speak  so  little  in 
this  House,  that  we  are  driven  to  what 
are  called  their  extra-Parliamentary 
utterances  in  order  to  ascertain  their 
minds.  On  the  16th  of  July  last  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  India  said  that 
West  Kent  had  never  been  polluted  by 
the  representation  of  a  Liberal.  He 
(Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  had  not  suffi- 
cient experience  of  electioneering  speeches 
to  know  if  that  was  according  to  the 
usual  amenity  of  language;  but  he  feared 
that  other  people,  in  other  places,  would 
apply  those  words  of  the  noble  Viscount 
to  those  who  sat  in  the  seat  of  justice. 
On  the  25tb  of  July,  at  Cooper's  Hill, 
the  noble  Viscount  said  that  England 
had  given  to  India  ''  Justice  and  honesty 
in  high  places,  and  pure  Courts  estab- 
lished for  carrying  on  litigation."  He 
hoped  the  Secretary  of  State  would  make 
these  words  good,  and  inquire  into  this 
case. 

Viscount  CBANBBOOK  said,  that  he 
knew  nothing  of  this  case,  except  what 
had  been  communicated  to  him  a  few 
days  ago  by  the  noble  Lord.  According 
to  the  statement  of  the  noble  Lord,  this 
man  had  been  convicted  of  forgeiy  in 
1874,  had  since  been  undergoing  his 
sentence,  and  had  been  flogged  a  certain 
number  of  times  by  the  warder.  He 
(Viscount  Cranbrook)  did  not  know  whe- 
ther this  statement  was  true  or  not.  He 
was  without  information  on  the  subject ; 
and  in  the  most  recent  Reports  with  re< 
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gard  to  Indian  gaols,  which  came  down 
to  1877,  no  names  of  the  prisoners  were 
given,  Whether  this  person  was  still 
undergoing  sentence  he  (Viscount  Oran- 
brook)  had  no  means  of  knowing.  He 
could  only  say  that  if  this  man  was 
suffering  any  wrong  the  remedy  should 
be  sought  in  India  ;  and  he  had  no 
doubt  that  if  the  friends  of  this  man 
applied  to  the  Viceroy  he  would  order 
inc^uiry  to  be  made. 

House  a4Joumed  at  a  quarter  before 

Six  o'clock,  till  To-morrow, 

Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Monday,  2%thJuly,  1879. 


MINTTTES.]— Supply— «)«»iVfer^</  in  Committee 
— Civil  Service  Estimates,  Class  IV. — Edu- 
cation, SciEi^CE,  AND  Art  ;  Class  I. — Public 
Works  and  Buildings  ;  Class  II. — Salaries 
AND  Expenses  of  Public  Departments; 
Class  III. — Law  and  Justice. 
Resolutions  [July  25]  reported. 

Public  "Qill^— Resolution  in  Committee — Local 
Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  [Salaries, 
&c.] ;  National  School  Teachers  (Ireland) 
[Repayment  of  Advances]. 

Ordered— First  Reading — Boundary  Commission 
(England  and  Wales)*  [263]. 

Second  Reading — Municipal  Elections  (Ireland)  ♦ 
[256] ;  Shipping  Casualties  Investigations 
Ke-hearing  [262] ;  Mungret  Agricultural 
School,  &c.  •  [213];  Registry  Courts  (Ire- 
land) (Practice)  •  [259]. 

Committee — Report — East  India  Loan  (Consoli- 
dated Fund)  [201]  ;  Commissioners  of 
Woods  (Thames  Piers)  •[249]. 

Third  jRtfai/>i^— Knightsbriage  and  other  Crown 
Lands*  [258],  Q,nd passed. 

TFithdrawn — Contagious  Diseases  Acts  Repeal  ♦ 
[34] ;  Sale  of  Intoxicating  Liquors  on  Sun- 
day •  [20] ;  Noxious  Gases  ♦  [123]. 


QUESTIONS, 


RUSSIA  —  TREATMENT    OF    RUSSIAN 

CONVICTS— DEPORTATION  TO 

SAGHALIEN.— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  J.  CO  WEN  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Aflfairs, 
If  the  Government  haye  received  any  in- 
formation as  to  the  manner  in  which  feus- 
eian  subjects,  on  mere  suspicion  of  politi- 
cal offences,  are  being  driven  by  thousands 
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into  slavery  in  Siberia;  if  they  have  been 
informed  that  700  persons,  mostlj  me& 
and  women  of  education,  havs  been 
packed  in  the  hold  of  a  small  ship  bound 
for  Saghalien,  without  light  or  safficient 
food  or  air,  that  250  of  them  died  on 
board,  and  150  were  landed  in  a  djing  ] 
state ;  further,  whether  it  is  tnie  that 
large  bodies  of  Cossacks  are  being 
forcibly  ejected  from  their  hooset  and 
homes,  and  compelled  to  settle  in 
Colonies  from  the  mouth  of  the  Uioii 
river  to  Yladevostock,  for  the  purpose  of 
establishing  a  chain  of  military  poili 
against  the  Chinese;  and,  whethn, 
since  remonstrances  were  addressed  bj 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  the  Go- 
vernment of  Naples  against  the  treat- 
ment of  Poerio  and  his  oolleagaea  ia 
1855,  and  to  Bussia,  against  her  tmA' 
ment  of  the  Poles  after  the  insurrectioa 
in  1861,  to  Turkey  in  1876  against  Al 
action  of  Chefket  Pasha  and  others  ia 
Bulgaria,  these  cases  do  not  fonirii 
precedents  for  remonstrating  with  BomSi 
against  such  treatment  of  alleged  polH 
tical  offenders  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE:  In  regard  to  tki 
first  Question  of  the  hon.  Member,  I 
have  to  state  that  various  accounts  bait 
reached  the  Foreign  Office  as  to  u- 
merous  arrests  for  political  offeaosi 
which  have  taken  place  within  the  last 
two  months  in  various  parts  of  BsiM. 
Deportation  has  followed  upon  these  a^ 
rests.  I  am  not  in  a  position  officially toMf 
what  is  the  destination  of  the  persona  ai 
arrested.  With  regard  to  the  aeeoii 
Question,  respecting  the  particular  aUf 
mentioned  by  the  hon.  Member,  I  ham 
to  state  that  accounts  have  reached  ths; 
Foreign  Office  that  this  vessd  vat 
specially  fitted  for  carrying  priaoaaat: 
from  the  Black  Sea  to  Saghaiien,  aai' 
we  are  informed  that  the  arrangemsiii 
for  carrying  the  prisoners  were  as  hi». 
mane  as  possible  consistently  wi&  A 
proper  guard  being  kept  upon  the  pn* 
soners  on  board  the  vessel.  It  has  aba 
been  alleged  that  there  were  no  politkdl 
prisoners  on  board  of  her,  but  that  bar 
cargo  consisted  of  between  600  tad  709 
convicted  prisoners.  The  vessel  paaasl 
through  the  Canal  into  the  Bm  Baft 
some  weeks  ago.  As  to  the  next  Ones* 
tion,  relating  to  the  Cossacks,  I  am  afll 
in  a  position  either  to  affirm  or  to  dea^ 
the  facts.  Then  the  hon.  Member  aaka 
whether  the  cases  he  mentions  do  ael 
furnish  a  precedent  for  a  remonstrMSi 
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on  the  part  of  Her  Majesty's  Gbvem- 
ment  ?  All  I  can  say  in  answer  to  that 
is  that  it  is  not  the  practice  of  Her 
Majesty's  Ooyemment  to  interfere  in 
cases  of  this  kind  unless  they  have  good 
reason  to  suppose  that  the  remonstrances 
-which  they  make  will  be  attended  with 
beneficial  or  practical  results. 

Mb.  MUNDELLA:  WiU  the  hon. 
Gentleman  kindly  say  whether  it  is  true 
that,  on  the  arrival  of  the  ship,  250  oi' 
these  people  were  found  to  be  dead  and 
150  were  in  a  dying  state  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE  :  We  have  not  received 
any  information  of  that  kind ;  and  if  the 
hon.  Member  will  look  at  the  Question,  he 
will  see  it  was  impossible  for  us  to  receive 
any  information  of.  that  sort  consistent 
with  the  facts,  for  the  vessel  only  passed 
through  the  Bed  Sea  three  or  four  weeks 
ago,  and,  therefore,  we  have  not  heard 
of  her  landiug  any  prisoners,  or,  indeed, 
of  her  touching  at  any  place  after  she 
left  Suez.  We  have  heard  of  her  in  the 
Bed  Sea,  where  she  was  at  anchor ;  but 
we  have  not  heard  that  she  touched  at 
any  place. 

NAVY— MAEINE   0FP10ER8. 
QUESnOW. 

Mr.  ANDEBSON  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  Whether  he  has 
had  a  medical  survey  on  the  five  Marine 
officers  who  were  unable  to  go  with  the 
battalion  to  South  Africa,  and  if  the 
result  has  been  to  retire  only  three  of 
them,  and  to  retain  two  on  the  active 
list ;  whether,  as  regards  foreign  service 
such  as  the  South  African,  these  two  are 
suffering  only  from  temporary  disability, 
or  whether  they  are  for  the  future  fit  only 
for  home  service ;  and,  if  it  be  the  fact 
that  one  of  these  two  has  been  allowed 
to  gain  a  lieutenant  colonelcy  through 
the  compulsory  retirement  of  another  of 
the  five  surveyed  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  It  is  true  that 
a  medical  survey  was  held  on  five  officers 
reported  unfit.  The  Medical  Board 
reported  three  as  unfit  for  general  ser- 
vice, and  two  as  fit.  As  regards  one  of 
the  two  officers,  there  can  be  no  doubt 
his  disability  was  not  of  a  character  to 
render  him  ua^t  for  general  service,  but 
was  of  a  temporary  diaracter  only ;  and 
as  regards  the  second  officer  the  dis- 
crepancy between  the  report  of  the 
medical  officer  who  declared  him  to  be 
unfit  and  the  Medical  Board  who  de- 


clared him  to  be  fit  will  be  matter  for 
further  investigation  and  consideration. 
Pending  the  decision  of  the  Board  of 
Admiridty,  the  promotion  of  the  second 
officer  to  the  lieutenant  colonelcy  will 
not  be  made. 

NOXIOUS  GASES  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  LOWTHIAN  BELL  asked  the 
President  of  the  Local  Government 
Board,  Whether,  looking  at  the  period 
of  the  year,  it  is  really  the  intention  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  proceed 
with  the  Noxious  Gases  Bill  ? 

Mb.  SCLATEB-BOOTH,  in  reply, 
said,  that  owing  to  the  opposition  with 
which  the  Bill  was  threatened,  and  the 
advanced  period  of  the  Session,  it  was 
his  intention  to  withdraw  it. 

DRAINAGE  (IRELAND)— THE  MUL- 
OAIRE  DRAINAGE  SCHEME. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESST  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  Whether  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  have  considered 
the  Memorial  presented  by  Tenaots 
in  the  county  of  Limerick  of  Lands 
affected  by  the  failure  of  the  Mulcaire 
Drainage  Scheme ;  and,  whether  their 
Lordships  are  prepared  to  afford  the 
Memorialists  any  relief? 

Sir  HENBY  SELWIN-IBBETSON  : 
The  Memorial  was  only  received  at  the 
Treasury  on  the  24th  instant.  It  has 
been  referred  to  the  Board  of  Works  in 
Ireland,  and  until  their  Beport  has 
been  received  it  is  impossible  for  the 
Lords  of  the  Treasury  to  form  any 
opinion  upon  the  matter  submitted  to 
them  in  the  Memorial. 

BUILDING  SOCIETIES  ACTS— BORROW- 
ING POWERS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  ISAAC  asked  Mr.  Attorney  Gene- 
ral, Whether  the  statement  is  correct 
that  Building  Societies  established  under 
the  6th  and  7th  Will.  4,  c.  32,  and  not 
since  incorporated  under  **  The  Building 
Societies  Act,  1874,"  have  the  powers  of 
borrowing  money  set  forth  in  the  Act  of 
1874? 

The  ATTOBNEY  GENEBAL  (Sir 
John  Holkbb):  The  15th  section  of 
the  Building  Societies  Act,  1874,  does 
not  confer  such  borrowing  powers  on 
those  Societies,  unless  they  have  been 
incorporated  under  the  Act  of  1874.  In 
an  answer  I  recently  gave  to  a  similar 
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Question,  I  ought  to  have  pointed  out 
more  distinctly  than  I  did  that  the 
Building  Societies  to  which  the  15th 
section  of  the  Act  of  1874  applies  are 
Societies  which  have  obtained  certificates 
of  incorporation  under  that  Act,  as  pro- 
vided by  Section  2  of  the  Building  Socie- 
ties Act  Amendment  Act,  1875. 

EXHIBITION  COMMISSIONERS  OF  1851 
AND  THE  THE  ROYAL  HORTICUL- 
TURAL SOCIETY.— QUESTION. 

Sir  TEEVOE  LAWRENCE  asked 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Whe- 
ther he  is  aware  that  the  whole  of  the 
£50,000  advanced  by  the  debenture 
holders  to  the  Hoyal  Horticultural 
Society,  in  addition  to  £25,000  from  the 
Society's  own  funds,  was  spent  upon 
buildings  and  other  permanent  works 
on  the  property  rented  by  the  Society 
from  the  Iloyal  Commissioners  of  the 
1851  Exhibition ;  and,  whether  this 
money  was  spent  under  the  direct  super- 
vision of  an  **  Expenses  Conmiittee," 
upon  which  the  Iloyal  Commissioners 
retained  the  power  to  appoint,  and  did 
actually  appoint,  a  majority  of  the  mem- 
bers, thereby  keeping  complete  control 
over  the  expenditure  of  the  money  ad- 
vanced by  the  debenture  holders  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  The  money  which  was  advanced 
by  the  debenture  holders  to  the  Royal 
Horticultural  Society  was,  I  understand, 
expended  in  the  erection  of  conserva- 
tories, laying  out  terraces,  and  other 
works  suitable  for  public  gardens,  which 
were  of  no  advantage  to  the  Commis- 
sioners in  disposing  of  the  estate.  The 
expenditure,  I  am  informed,  was  not 
made  directly  or  indirectly  under  the 
supervision  of  the  '*  Expenses  Com- 
mittee." I  may  point  out  that  an  action 
is  now  pending  which  will  give  occasion 
for  the  discussion  of  any  claims  which 
the  Royal  Horticultural  Society  may 
consider  themselves  in  a  position  to 
make,  and  that,  as  I  think,  it  would  be 
more  convenient  that  questions  of  this 
sort  should  not  be  discussed  in  this 
House  whilst  that  action  is  pending. 

INDIA— THE  NORTH-WEST  FRONTIER 
—THE  ASSIGNED  DISTRICTS. 
QUESTIONS. 

Sm  ALEXANDER  GORDON  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  India, 

J%0  Attorney  General 


Whether  the  Gbvemment  of  India  bu 
explained  to  Her  Majesty's  Gh>Y6nimeQt 
the  reason  why  they  omitted  to  Bend 
home,  with  their  despatch  of  the  2nd  June 
last,  a  copy  of  the  Schedule  annexed  to 
the  Treaty  of  Peace  concluded  between 
the  British  Government  and  the  Ameer 
of  AfPghanistan,  which  defines  the  limits 
of  the  districts  assigned  to  the  Britisli 
Government ;  and  if  he  will  commmii- 
eate  such  reason  to  the  House ;  and,  if 
he  can  state  whether  the  omission  wiH 
he  rectified,   so  that  the  document  in 
question  may  he  laid  upon  the  Table  ol 
House  hefore  Parliament  rises  for  tiie 
vacation  ? 

Me.  E.  STANHOPE :  I  beHeve  the 
reason  why  the  Schedule  has  not  ben 
sent  home  is  because  the  limits  of  tboN 
assigned  districts  had  to  be  demarcated  Ij 
a  mixed  Commission ;  but  as  soon  as  ft 
receive  it  we  will  lay  it  on  the  Table  cf  ■ 
the  House. 

Sir  ALEXANDER  GORDON;  Hi 
Under  Secretary  of  State  has  not  answenl 
the  Question,  whether  the  Indian  Oo" 
vemment  had  stated  the  reason  tlief 
gave  for  not  sending  the  Schedule  lihm 
they  sent  the  Despatch? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  aLMr 
stated  the  reason.     I  know  of  no  otbtf- 


THE  MAHARAJAH  DHULEEP  SINGE 

QUESTIOKS. 

Me.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Uate 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Wbeft» 
any  Papers  can  be  laid  upon  the  TiUl 
in  reference  to  the  application  that  bM 
been  recently  made  to  the  Secretaijcf 
State  for  India  in  Council  by  Mabaii* 
jah  Dhuleep  Singh  for  an  increaaeia 
the  allowance  annually  made  to  bni 
out  of  the  revenues  of  India,  so  tbift 
the  House  may  have  an  opportonitj 
of  expressing  its  opinion  on  the  sabjed 
before  any  decision  is  arrived  at  to  grant 
the  increased  allowance  asked  for  f 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  I  have  coft- 
suited  my  noble  Eriend  (Yisoount  Craa- 
brook),  and  I  have  to  say  that  it  is  sflt 
the  intention  of  the  Government  to  by 
on  the  Table  any  Papers  on  this  sabjadt 
at  present.  As  I  informed  the  boo. 
Member  the  other  day,  certain  pointi 
have  been  referred  for  the  opinioii  df 
the  Gt)vemment  of  India.  When  aa 
answer  has  been  received  from  India 
the  whole  matter  will  bo  vezy  ctaeblBf 
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considered  b j  the  Secretary  of  State  in 
Council. 

Mr.  FAWCETT:  May  I  ask,  Whether, 
in  the  event  of  the  reply  of  the  Govern- 
ment of  India  not  being  received  before 
the  Session  closes,  Her  Majesty's  Go- 
vernment will  undertake  that  no  deci- 
sion will  be  arrived  at  to  give  the  in- 
creased allowance  in  question  until  next 
Session  ? 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  No,  I  cannot 
give  such  an  undertaking ;  and  as  to  the 
Uorrespondence,  it  is  very  unusual  to 
give  any  part  of  a  Correspondence  while 
it  is  still  going  on. 

Mb,  fa WCETT  gave  Notice  that  this 
Session  he  would  take  the  earliest  op- 
portunity he  could  secure,  on  going  into 
Committee  of  Supply,  of  calling  atten- 
tion to  the  matter,  and  moving  a  Beso- 
lution  to  the  effect — 

"That,  in  the  present  condition  of  Indian 
finance,  which  rendered  it  expedient  that  efibrts 
should  be  made  to  reduce  the  expenditure,  the 
House  was  of  opinion  that  the  increased  allow, 
ance  asked  for  ^ould  not  be  granted." 

Mr.  ONSLOW,  in  consequence  of  the 
answer  of  the  Under  Secretary  of  State, 
gave  Notice  that  he  should  take  the 
earliest  opportunity  of  asking  him,  If  no 
Papers  regarding  an  increased  allowance 
to  Maharajah  Dhnleep  Singh  can  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  during 
the  present  Session,  he  can  state  the 
reasons  why  the  noble  Lord  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  is  prepared  to  re- 
open the  question,  considering  the  pre- 
sent allowance  to  his  Highness  was 
fixed  after  the  fullest  consideration  by 
the  Government  of  India  and  the  Home 
Government  ? 

LAW   AND    JUSTICE  — CIVIL   ASSIZES 
AT  MANCHESTER  AND  LIVERPOOL. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  BATHBONE  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
Whether  he  is  aware  that,  under  the 
arrangements  made  by  the  judges  for 
holding  Civil  Assizes  at  Manchester  and 
Liverpool,  only  nine  days  were  allowed 
at  Manchester  for  a  cause  list  of  ninety- 
five  cases,  including  thirty-eight  special 
jury  cases ;  that  in  consequence  of  the 
impossibility  of  concluding  the  business 
within  that  time,  the  judges  suggested 
that  cases  imlikely  to  be  reached  at 
Manchester  ehould  be  put  down  for 
Liverpool ;  and  that  this  has  been  done 
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to  such  an  extent  as  to  threaten  to 
occupy  much  of  the  time  available  for 
Liverpool ;  whether  he  is  aware  that  it 
has  been  proposed  to  have  no  October 
Civil  Assizes  for  Lancashire,  practically 
reducing,  as  regards  Liverpool,  t|ie  three 
Assizes,  which  the  Judicature  Commis- 
sion considered  inadequate  for  the  work 
to  be  done,  to  little  more  than  one ;  and, 
whether  he  will  consider  what  steps  can 
be  taken  to  remedy  this  state  of  things, 
and  to  make  impossible  in  future  such 
disregard  of  the  interests  of  suitors? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS:  Taking 
the  last  Question  first,  I  am  quite  sure 
the  hon.  Member  for  Liverpool  does  not 
intend  to  charge  the  learned  Judges 
who  went  this  Circuit  with  having 
neglected  the  public  interests,  but  that 
his  Question  applies  to  the  general 
arrangement  of  the  Circuit. 

Mb.  BATHBONE :  I  did  not  wish  to 
allude  to  the  Judges  who  went  the  Cir- 
cuit, but  to  the  Judges  who  fixed  the 
Northern  Circuit. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CBOSS:  I  was 
quite  certain  the  hon.  Member  would 
not  have  a  word  to  say  as  to  the  Judges 
who  went  the  Circuit.  In  regard  to  the 
second  Question,  I  am  informed  that 
ample  time  was  believed  to  have  been 
given  for  the  trial  of  the  ordinary  cases 
in  Lancashire,  and  I  have  been  furnished 
with  a  statement  of  the  arrangements. 
Of  course,  the  hon.  Member  knows  that 
I  have  nothing  to  do  with  these  arrange- 
ments; but  the  arrangements  were  so 
made  that  Lancashire  should  have  its 
full  share  of  the  services  of  the  learned 
Judges  who  went  the  Circuit.  With 
regard  to  the  first  Question,  I  think  the 
hon.  Member  is  labouring  under  a  mis- 
apprehension, and  I  will  state  generally 
what  the  arrangement  was.  Eleven 
days  were  allotted  to  Manchester,  com- 
mencing from  the  14th,  which  was  the 
commission  day,  and  ending  on  the  26th. 
A  larger  entry  of  cases  was,  however, 
made  than  ever  occurred  before,  so  that 
it  was  found  that  the  list  could  not  be 
tried  out  within  the  period  fixed.  The 
learned  Judges,  however,  offered  to  take 
over  to  Liverpool  all  the  cases  that  re- 
mained untried;  but  that  they  might 
not  take  precedence  of  the  Liverpool 
cases,  they  required  the  parties  to  enter 
them  in  the  Liverpool  district,  takine 
their  chance  as  to  when  they  woula 
come  on.  There  were  114  oases  entered 
for  trial  at  Liverpool,  only  seven  of 
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which  came  from  the  Manchester  dis- 
trict. The  learned  Judge  who  gives  me 
this  information  goes  on  to  say  that  he 
does  not  know  what  is  meant  by  the 
time  available  for  Liverpool.  Liverpool 
being  the  last  place,  trials  go  on  until 
the  list  is  exhausted ;  and  he  does  not 
know  of  any  remanets  ever  having  been 
left  there. 

Mb.  EATHBONE  :  Did  not  those  1 1 
days  include  Sunday  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  GROSS:  No;  11 
working  days  were  allotted  to  Manchester 
— from  Monday,  the  14th,  which  was 
commission  day,  until  Saturday,  the 
26th,  inclusive. 

CYPRUS  —  ADMINISTRATION  OF  THE 
ISLAND— CIVIL  POLICE  FORCE. 

QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  asked  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
Affairs,  Whether,  as  the  Government 
has  abandoned  its  proposal  of  a  Vote 
for  the  maintenance  of  a  Military 
pioneer  regiment  in  Cyprus,  and  has 
proposed  a  Vote  for  a  body  of  civil 
police  in  the  same  Island  which  is  esti- 
mated to  cost  £26,000  a-year,  he  will 
lay  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  before 
the  Vote  is  taken,  any  Heport  showing 
the  necessity  for  such  a  large  expendi- 
ture for  police  in  the  island,  and  also 
any  Eeport  and  Financial  Statement 
showing  the  inability  of  Cyprus  to  bear 
the  burden  of  its  civil  expenditure  ? 

Mr.  BOUEKE  :  No  Eeports  of  the 
nature  alluded  to  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man are  in  the  possession  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government.  It  will  be  my  duty, 
in  a  few  days,  to  move  the  Vote  alluded 
to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman,  and  I  shall 
take  that  opportunity  of  making  a  short 
statement  to  the  House  upon  the  subject. 
If,  after  hearing  that  statement,  we  are 
not  fortunate  enough  to  obtain  the  sup- 
port of  the  hon.  Gentleman,  I  feel, 
nevertheless,  quite  sure  that  the  arrange- 
ment proposed  is  an  economical  one, 
and  that  it  will  be  assented  to  by  the 
House  of  Commons. 

Mb.  DODSON  asked,  If  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  could  now  state  when 
the  Government  would  be  prepared  to 
lay  on  the  Table  an  account  of  the  Re- 
venue and  Expenditure  of  Cyprus  ? 

Mr.  BOTJRKE  said,  he  did  not  think 
he  would  be  quite  justified  in  answering 
that  Question  without  Notice.    He  was 
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aware  that  the  subject  had  been  mea- 
tioned  before,  and,  therefore,  the  tab- 
ject  was  not  being  lost  sight  of.  Some 
of  the  accounts,  however,  had  not  jet 
come  home,  and  therefore  he  had  to  aak 
the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentleman  to  repeat  the 
Question  on  some  future  day. 

CRIME    (IRELAND)— CONSTABULARY 
EXPENSES.— QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  FRENCH  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  Whether  he  has  seen 
a  paragraph,  which  appeared  in  Ha 
Dublin  '*  Evening  Telegraph''  of  the 
2l8t  July,  in  which  Mr.  Stephen  Seed, 
Crown  Solictor  for  the  County  Kil- 
dare,  addressing  the  Ghrand  Jniy  at 
Naas,  is  reported  to  have  spoken  if 
follows : — 

"  There  was,  he  was  sorry  to  say,  a  good  dol 
of  undetected  crime  in  the  county.  The  amtf 
inspector  had  made  a  return  of  twenty  indid* 
able  offences  committed  since  last  assizes,  bat  rf 
that  number  one-half  was  undetected,  llil 
was  a  bad  state  of  facts,  and  amongt  the  cntf 
which  contributed  to  it  was  a  rule  of  the  e» 
stabulary  force  prohibiting,  under  pain  of  'v^ 
stant  dismissal,  any  constable  being  refmiil 
the  exx)en8es  he  was  out  of  pocket  in  hriagiil 
offenders  to  trial ; " 

and,  whether,  if  such  a  rule  exists,  k 
will,  seeing  it  is  one  which  is  likely  ll 
discourage  constables  in  the  detectioail 
crime,  taJ^e  steps,  in  the  interest  of  jv* 
tice,  to  have  it  abolished  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  I  am  ift«* 
it  must  be  admitted  that  there  is  a  ev* 
tain  amount  of  undetected  crime  in  flu 
County  Ejldare,  as  well  as  in  other  ptfi 
of  Ireland.  I  find  that  in  that  ooifli|f 
there  were  several  cases  of  seodni 
threatening  letters,  and  charges  of  M 
description,  which  have  been  nn^ 
tected ;  but  I  think  that  is  not  daeto  tfal 
cause  indicated  by  the  Crown  Solidtob 
It  appears  that  formerly  a  practice  ^ 
vailed  under  which  the  Crown  Soliottt 
disbursed  sums  of  money  practically  <A 
his  own  authority  in  the  form  of  fees  tt 
constables  engaged  in  tracing  certttft 
cases.  That  was  a  practice  whidi  df 
not  work  well ;  and  a  new  rule  wit 
made  to  the  effect  that  no  constable  cr 
other  police  officer  was  to  receive  tsT 
money  except  through  the  local  offioil 
chief  of  the  force.  That  has  bees  a 
great  improvement  on  the  course  wbtt 
formerly  prevailed,  though  it  may  ncft 
have  appeared  in  that  light  to  tht 
Crown  Solicitor,  who  previously  Lad  thi 
patronage  in  his  own  hands. 
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Mb.  CALLAN:  Sir,  I  beg  to  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman,  If  he  will  inform 
the  House  under  what  peculiar  drcum- 
stances  it  was  that  the  Crown  Solicitor 
was  obliged  to  take  this  most  unusual 
course  of  addressing  the  Gb>and  Jury  at 
the  Ajssizes,  and  whether  the  Mr. 
Stephen  Seed,  who  adopted  this  course, 
was  the  same  gentleman  who,  with  re- 
ference to  the  packing  of  jury  panels  in 
the  County  Meath,  told  the  sub-sheriff 
"  to  leave  that  in  his  hands,  and  he 
would  do  it  effectually  ?  " 

Mn.  J.  LOWTHER :  Sir,  I  have  not 
heard  of  the  matter  just  alluded  to; 
but  I  understand  that,  from  time  to 
time,  this  gentleman  has  made  use  of 
some  strong  statements.  I  do  not  know 
anything  of  the  circumstances  referred 
to. 

DOMINION  OF  CANADA— SUPERSES- 
SION OF  M.  LETELLIEE  DE  ST. 
JUST.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies,  Whether 
it  is  true  that  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada  has  superseded  M.  Letellier  de 
St.  Just  as  Lieutenant  Governor  of 
Quebec ;  whether  this  was  by  advice  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government ;  and,  when 
he  will  lay  the  Papers  upon  the  Table  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
I  think  the  statement  is  probably  true, 
although  I  have  received  no  official  con- 
firmation of  it.  Papers  will  be  laid  on 
the  Table  as  soon  as  I  have  received 
them  from  the  Governor  General  of 
Canada,  which  I  expect  will  be  in  a  few 
days,  and  then  the  hon.  Member  will  be 
able  to  see  exactly  what  has  been  done. 

ABMY  —  OBDNANCE    DEPARTMENT  — 

CLAIM  OF  MK,  LTNALL  THOMAS. 

QUESTION. 

Sib  HENET  HAVELOCK  asked 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  Whe- 
ther, since  statements  have  been  made 
on  behalf  of  the  Government  that 
the  system  of  heavy  ordnance  now  in 
use  in  the  service  was  originated  in  the 
Government  factories,  he  can  explain 
how .  it  occurred  that  the  jury  gave  a 
verdict  in  the  case  of  Thomas  against 
The  Queen  in  favour  of  Mr.  Lynall 
Thomas,  for  a  sum  of  £6,500,  for  the 
expenses  incurred  by  him  in  the  pro- 
duction of  the  first  heavy  rifled  guns  ? 


LoBD  EUSTACE  CECIL,  in  reply, 
said,  he  had  made  inquiry  at  the  War 
Office,  but  was  unable  to  obtain  any 
explanation  of  the  extraordinary  verdict 
which  the  jury  had  come  to  in  the  case 
referred  to.  He  had  no  doubt  that  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friends  the  Attorney 
General  and  Solicitor  General  might  be 
able  to  throw  some  light  upon  the  matter, 
as  they  represented  the  Crown  on  the 
occasion  of  the  trial.  He  had,  however, 
been  inf  ormedof  a  fact  of  which,  perhaps, 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was  igno- 
rant— that  the  Judees  of  the  Queen's 
Bench  Division  of  uie  High  Court  had 
come  to  the  unanimous  conclusion  that 
the  verdict  should  be  set  aside.  One 
of  the  allegations  was  that  the  weight 
of  the  evidence  was  entirely  against  it. 
They  would  appear  to  have  been  as 
greatly  surprised  at  the  verdict  as  his 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  was. 

Sib  HENEY  HAVELOCK  said,  that 
in  consequence  of  the  answer  which  he 
had  received,  and  which  did  not  entirely 
agree  with  the  facts,  he  should  ask  a 
further  Question  on  the  subject  here- 
after. 

NAVY— FLOGGING  IN  THE  NATT. 

QX7S8TION. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  asked  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty,  If  it  be  the  fact  that  a 
meeting  of  petty  officers  and  seamen  was 
held  at  Portsmouth  to  protest  against 
the  way  in  which  the  opinions  of  the 
men  of  the  Navy,  on  the  subject  of 
flogging,  had  been  misrepresented  by 
certain  Naval  officers  in  Parliament ;  if 
Admiral  Fanshawe  issued  a  memoran- 
dum to  captains  of  ships  pointing  out 
that  such  meetings  were  subversive  of 
discipline ;  and,  Sf  Admiral  Fanshawe 
has  issued  any  memorandum  to  officers 
cautioning  them  against  making  public 
misrepresentations  directly  provoking  to 
such  breaches  of  discipline  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH :  There  is  no 
doubt,  Sir,  that  a  meeting  was  held  at 
Portsmouth,  at  which  petty  officers  and 
seamen  were  present,  and  the  punish- 
ment of  flogging  was  discussed;  and 
it  is  the  fact  that  Admiral  Fanshawe, 
as  Commander-in-Chief  at  Portsmouh, 
issued  a  memorandum  cautioning  the 
men  from  attending  such  meeting.  He 
did  so  on  his  own  responsibihty,  but 
with  the  entire  subsequent  approval  of 
the  Admiralty,  as  it  is  clearly  the  duty 
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of  officers  in  his  position  to  warn  men 
against  being  led  into  acts  which  are 
subversiye  of  discipline  and  are  breaches 
of  the  Queen's  Eegulations.  The  state- 
ments which  the  hon.  Member  alleges 
on  his  own  authority  to  be  misrepresen- 
tationSy  having  been  made  in  l^arlia- 
ment,  do  not  come  under  the  cognizance 
of  the  Commander-in-Chief  at  Ports- 
mouth, and  I  apprehend  it  would  be  a 
breach  of  the  Privileges  of  this  House  if 
he  were  to  take  notice  of  them. 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF  THE 
HOUSE.— QUESTIONS. 


Mr.  DILLWTN  asked  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer,  What  was  likely  to  be 
the  first  Order  on  Wednesday  ?        

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Probably,  Supply— the  Edu- 
cational Votes — but  it  is  rather  difficult 
to  say  at  this  stage.  The  East  India 
Loan  (£5,000,000)  Bill  will  be  taken  at 
a  convenient  time. 

Mr.  CHILDEES  understood  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  proposed 
on  Thursday  to  make  a  statement  as  to 
the  financial  arrangements  in  connection 
with  the  Vote  for  the  Zulu  War,  and 
asked,  Whether  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  lay  on  the  Table  a  day  or 
two  before  Thursday  the  Estimate  for 
that  war,  so  that  Members  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  considering  it  before  the 
Vote  came  to  be  discussed  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE:  I  am  not  quite  sure  that  it 
would  be  the  most  convenient  course  to 
lay  the  Estimate  on  the  Table  before 
Thursday.  There  will,  of  course,  be 
plenty  of  opportunities  for  discussing  it 
after  I  move  the  Vote.  I  propose,  to- 
morrow, to  take,  as  the  first  Order  of  the 
Day,  the  adjourned  debate  on  the  second 
reading  of  the  Banking  and  Joint  Stock 
Companies  Bill,  and  later  in  the  evening 
to  take  a  Vote  in  Supply  to  pay  off  the 
Exchequer  Bonds,  which  will  be  matur- 
ing during  the  autumn.  On  Thursday, 
I  propose,  in  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means,  to  move  Eesolutions  authorizing 
the  Treasury  to  borrow  the  £2,000,000 
in  Consols  which  is  to  be  advanced  to 
India,  and  to  borrow  also  the  money  re- 
quired for  paying  off  the  Bonds.  On 
that  evening  I  will  lay  on  the  Table  the 
Estimate  for  the  expenses  of  the  Zulu 
War,  and  explain  what  the  position  of 
the  question  is,  and  I  think  that  possibly 

Mr.  JT.  m  SmiH 


it  will  be  more  convenient  that  BeriouB 
debate  on  the  subject  should  be  Teaerred 
for  a  later  day. 

Mb.  CHILDEES:  Then  the  Hotue 
will  not  be  asked  on  Thursday  to  Tote 
the  expense  of  the  Zulu  War,  either  in 
form  or  in  substance  ? 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: No. 


PRITELEGE  —  (TOWER     HIGH    LEVEL 
BRIDGE  (METROPOLIS)  COMMITTEE). 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms,  on  being  called 
upon  by  Mr.  Speaker  to  infonn  the 
House  what  course  he  had  taken  in 
order  to  serve  Mr.  Speaker's  Wamnt 
upon  Charles  Edmund  Orissell,  reported 
as  follows  : — 

That,  on  receiving  Mr.  Speaker^! 
Warrant  to  take  into  my  custody  Cliaiki 
Edmund  Grissell,  I  sent  a  Messenger  of 
the  House  to  Boulogne-sur-Mer  to  ob- 
tain information  respecting  him.  Ilki 
Messenger  has  returned  and  reported  to 
me  that  he  has  seen  Mr.  Orissell,  wIn 
is  still  at  Boulogne-sur-Mer,  beyond  the 
jurisdiction  of  this  House,  and  residing 
at  the  Hotel  Bordeaux  under  the  nsme 
of  Graham. 

ORDERS    OF    TEE    DAT. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMAia 

[ProgreuJ] 

Supply — eoneidered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. — Education,    Scienck,  iS» 

Art. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'^That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £5,014,  ki 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Chaitgi 
which  will  come  in  coarse  of  pa}'ment  dnriif 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slat  day  of  llarcb  18S^ 
for  the  Expenses  of  the  Queen's  Univenity  ^ 
Ireland.'* 


Mr.  SHAW  said,  he  had,  at  the  de- 
sire of  his  hon.  Friends  around  him,  t 
request  to  make  of  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer.  It  was  that  the  two 
Votes  which  stood  first  upon  the  F^P^f 
and  had  reference  to  the  Queen's  Uni- 
versity and  the  Queen's  Colleges,  ihoiiU 
be  postponed.  If  the  Oovemment  mnli 
consider  the  request  he  bad  made  thij 
would  see  its  reasonableness.  It  vai 
well  known  that  the  Heme  bad  balbnit 
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a  Bill  dealing  with  another  department 
of  this  great  question,  and  that  the  two 
subjects — the  Bill  and  the  Votes — were 
80  dove- tailed  that  it  would  be  impossible 
for  them  to  discuss  the  one  without  dis- 
cussing the  other.  He  suggested  the 
postponement  in  order  to  facilitate  the 
Business  of  the  House,  because  he  was 
afraid  that  if  they  entered  into  a  discus- 
sion of  all  the  questions  which  would  crop 
up  upon  these  Votes  they  would  occupy  a 
good  deal  of  time  unnecessarily ;  whereas 
if  they  postponed  the  Votes  they  would 
g^t  through  a  good  deal  of  Business 
before  the  night  wais  over.  He  did  not, 
by  saying  this,  in  any  way  mean  to 
threaten  the  Government.  Nothing  of 
the  kind  was  meant ;  but  the  question 
was  of  such  importance,  the  bearings  of 
the  Votes  on  the  University  Bill  were 
BO  intimate  and  numerous,  that,  as  a 
matter  of  necessity,  if  they  discussed 
them,  they  must  occupjr  an  immense  deal 
of  time ;  and,  moreover,  the  same  ground 
would  have  to  be  traversed  when  con- 
sidering the  University  Bill.  He,  there- 
fore, hoped  the  Government  would, 
before  any  further  step  was  taken  with 
respect  to  these  Votes,  decide  to  postpone 
them  until  some  progress  was  made  with 
the  University  Bill.  It  was  hoped  that 
that  Bill  would  emerge  from  Committee  a 
better  Bill  than  it  was  when  it  went  into 
Ck>mmittee ;  and  they  were  not  without 
hopes  that  the  Government  would  con- 
tinue that  process  of  equitable  legisla- 
tion which  was  the  system  of  the  pre- 
sent day.  Some  concessions  had  already 
been  made  with  respect  to  Ireland ;  and, 
in  the  end,  they  would  probably  make  a 
very  fair  Bill  out  of  the  one  recently  in- 
troduced. At  the  present  moment,  how- 
ever, he  earnestly  trusted  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  yield  to  the  proposed 
postponement.  They  were  quite  ready 
to  discuss  the  Votes — ^they  were  not 
afraid  to  discuss  them ;  but  they  must 
necessarily  repeat  themselves  when  dis- 
cussing the  Bill.  He  would  not  occupy 
the  time  of  the  House  further;  for  he 
thought  he  had  made  out  a  good  case, 
and  had  given  reasons  which  ought  to 
have  weight  with  the  Government.  If 
the  Government  did  not  yield  to  his  re- 
quest he  was  prepared  to  move  a  sub- 
stantive Motion,  which  would  occupy 
some  time  in  deliberating. 

Thr  CHANCELLOK  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  there  could  be  no  objection 
on  the  part  of  the  Government  to  put 


off  the  Queen's  Colleges  and  University 
Votes  in  order  to  go  on  with  the  other 
Votes,  if  that  was  a  course  which  was  most 
agreeable  to  hon.  Gentlemen.  But,  on 
the  other  hand,  it  must  be  clearly  under- 
stood that  they  did  not  accept  the  sugges- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  that 
they  should  put  off  the  Votes  until  after 
the  discussion  on  the  University  Bill. 
They  would  not  enter  into  an  engage- 
ment of  that  kind ;  but  they  were  pre- 
pared to  postpone  the  Votes  for  the  pre- 
sent, and  go  on  with  the  discussion  of 
the  other  Votes,  in  the  hope  that  such  a 
course  was  most  likely  to  save  time. 

Mr.  O'CONNOR  POWER  was  very 
reluctant  to  interpose,  because  he  had 
not  had  the  advantage  of  knowing  that 
it  was  the  intention  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  to  make  his  request  to  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  It  now 
appeared,  however,  that  he  had  made 
his  request  to  postpone  the  Votes  on  a 
distinct  ground.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  replied  that  he  would  post- 
pone the  Estimates,  though  he  dia  not 
recognize  the  ground.  He  would,  there- 
fore, ask  the  hon.  Member  for  Cork  what 
he  gained  by  the  postponement?  If 
they  put  the  University  Bill  out  of  all 
consideration,  the  present  was  as  good  a 
time  for  discussing  the  Queen's  Colleges 
and  University  Estimates  as  any  other ; 
but  it  was  because  the  Bill  of  the  Qto- 
vernment  stood  in  the  way,  and  because 
the  Estimates  were  to  be  considered  in 
connection  with  that  Bill,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  asked  for  the  postponement. 
The  manner  in  which  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  met  the  request  was 
uncandid ;  and  he  appealed  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  say  whether  they  saw  any- 
thing really  objectionable  in  the  g^und 
on  which  the  hon.  Member  made  his 
request  ? 

Sir  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  sub- 
mitted that  whatever  was  taken  first — 
the  University  Bill  or  the  Votes — ^it  was 
most  desirable,  for  the  information  of 
English  and  Scotch  Members,  that  the 
Government  should  state  whether  they 
proposed  to  maintain  the  full  Vote  now 
given  to  the  Queen's  Colleges,  in  addi- 
tion to  the  Vote  proposed  to  be  given  to 
the  Queen's  University.  If  that  were 
so,  his  and  other  hon.  Gentlemen's  views 
of  the  matter  would  be  very  consider- 
ably changed.  He  believed  it  would 
also  make  some  difference  in  the  view 
the  Irish  Members  would  take. 
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Mb.  SHAW  did  not  tliink  it  would  be 
convenient  that  they  should  enter  into  a 
general  discussion  on  the  question.  Of 
course,  he  would  have  preferred  very 
much  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer had  acceded  to  his  entire  request ; 
but  he  could  not  say  that,  under  the 
peculiar  circumstances  of  the  case,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  acted  unfairly. 
They  would  take  their  chance  in  the 
matter ;  but  they  hoped  the  Government 
would  see  the  reasonableness  of  con- 
necting the  two  questions  together,  so 
that  they  might  save  time. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Class  I. — Public  Works  and  Buildings. 

(1.)  £110,644,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Public  Buildings,  Ireland. 

Class  II. — Salaries  and  Expenses  of 
Public  Departments. 

(2.)  £22,340,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Chief  Secretcuy  for  Ireland  Offices. 

(3.)  £1,522,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Charitable  Donations  and  Bequests 
Office,  Ireland. 

(4.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  ffam,  not  exceeding  £95,826,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Local  Government  Board 
in  Ireland,  including  various  Grants  in  Aid  of 
Local  Taxation." 

Mr.  a.  MOOEE  said,  he  had  an 
Amendment  on  the  Paper  against  this 
Vote ;  but  he  had  no  wish  to  detain  the 
Committee  more  than  a  few  minutes. 
There  were  very  important  questions 
connected  with  the  Local  Goyernment 
Board  in  Ireland  which,  some  time  ago, 
he  thought  it  his  duty  to  bring  before  the 
House  at  great  length.  He  understood 
that  during  the  last  year  a  very  eminent 
official  had  been  promoted  to  the  head 
of  this  Department ;  and  at  the  begin- 
ning of  his  period  of  office  he  should 
be  very  sorry  to  cast  any  reflection  upon 
the  manner  in  which  the  office  was  con- 
ducted which  might  prejudice  him  in  his 
career  of  usefulness.  He  only  wished 
to  observe  that  the  workhouses  in  Ire- 
land were  built  at  a  time  when  there  was 
much  pauperism  throughout  the  country, 
and  built  for  the  accommodation  of 
young  and  old,  and  for  a  laree  number 
of  persons  who  could  not  obtain  any 


means  of  livelibood.    The  latter  clasB 
of  paupers  had  now  disappeared,  and 
the  workhouses  had  become  ahnost  ex- 
clusively the  home  of  the  young  and  the 
old ;  and,  therefore,  he  thought  it  proper 
that,  in  considering  the  conduct  of  the 
Poor  Law  administration,  their  attention     i 
ought  to  be  directed  to  the  practice  of 
making  these  houses  suitable  for  the  oom- 
fort  and  happiness  of  those  classes.   He 
could  not  see  why,  in  Ireland,  the  Frendi 
system  should  not  be  adopted.    Some 
system  of  the  kind  had  been  adopted 
in  England,  and  it  was  proposed  to  be 
adopted  in  Scotland — namely,  that  <dd 
married  couples,  who  had  attained  60 
years  of  age,  should  live  together  in  the 
workhouse  as  man  and  wife.     Then 
could  be  no  possible  objection  to  permift* 
ting  this,  and  it  would  only  be  an  aet 
of  kindness  on  the  part  of  the  Looil 
Government  Board.     There  was  anote 
very  great  grievance  to  which  hewiahll 
briefly  to  direct  the  attention  of  thi 
Chief  Secret£iry  for  Ireland,  and  tU 
was  the  question  of  the  hospitals.  IhM 
was  no  doubt  that  the  workhonae  boi- 
pitals  in  Ireland  were  managed  unoatt 
exceedingly  unwise  principle.    Lati^ 
the  Report  of  a  very  eminent  Conu» 
sion  on  Poor  Law  had  been  preaetttali 
and  one  of  the  Poor  Law  Inspectari,^ 
ffiving  his  Report  to  the  Commisacii 
drew  attention  especially  to  the  qneati* 
of  nurses  in  hospitals.    In  manyofiki 
Unions  in  Ireland,  simply  with  t^ 
to  economy,  proper  nurses  were  not  •• 
ployed  to  attend  the  aged  poor  andAl 
young  children.    At  a  small  cost  of  I 
few  additional  pounds  per  annum  Ai 
attendance  of  one  reg^ar  nurse  nw^' 
be  had  to  attend  the  sick.    Aa  waa  «* 
tinctly  stated  in  the  official  Bepoztjji^ 
sented  to  the  House,  at  the  preieottoj 
women  of  the  worst  grade  were  mA 
use  of  to  attend  to  the  sick.    Thiar^ 
a  most  scandalous  thing ;  and  if  it  o 
tinned  next  year,  and  he  had  the  honow 
of  a  seat  in  the  House,  he  would  bepw* 
sistent  in  endeavouring  to  bring  about  % 
reform.  ^ 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  that  4j 
question  as  to  the  treatment  of  afM 
paupers  had  been  inquired  into  beta* 
a  Commission.  He  regretted  that,  <^^^ 
to  causes  connected  with  the  courae  <■ 
Public  Business,  upon  which  it  was  «*• 
necessary  for  him  to  dwell,  the  OofW** 
ment  had  not  been  able  at  preaent  •• 
take  action  upon  the  varioiiB  mittfln 
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dealt  with  in  the  Beport  of  the  Oom- 
misfiion ;  but  this  would  be  done  as  soon 
as  it  was  possible ;  and,  therefore,  he 
trosted  that  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
find  it  necessary  to  bring  this  question 

'       bnrard  another  year. 

Hb.  a.  MOOEE,  in  consideration  of 
the  recent  appointment  to  the  head  of 
the  Local  Gbvemment  Board  in  Ireland, 
did  not  wish  to  press  his  Motion  to  re- 
dnoe  the  Vote  by  £4,000.   He  thought 
it  only  right  that  when  a  new  official 
tune  into  power  he  should  have  a  fair 
and  open  field  for  his  labours.     The 
enly  other  question  to  which  he  wished 
to  call  attention  was  the  habit  of  over- 
crowding the  occupants  in  some  rooms 
«f  the  workhouses,  while  other  compart- 
I0ent8  remained  empty.   For  instance,  at 
Oaran,  the  conduct  of  the  Guardians  de- 

h    aerred  the  reprehension  of  every  fair 


Me.    SHAW   said,    that  the   Local 
Gorenunent  Board  in  Ireland  was,  no 
doabt,  a  most  respectable  Board;  but 
lie  had  been  for  some  time  watching 
their  movements,  and  he  could  not  un- 
dantand  by  what  principles  they  were 
guided,  especially  in  respect  to  their  in- 
terference with  Boards  of  Guardians. 
Of  oourse,  he  admitted  that,  in  many 
imiM,  interference  with  Boards  of  Guar- 
liaiiB  was  necessary,  because  the  ten- 
imij    of  Boards  of  Guardians  was  to 
•at  down  expenditure  wherever  the  poor 
WKe  concerned.      There  ought  to  be 
me  authority  to  compel  the  Guardians 
tft  do  their  duty  towards  the  poor,  and 
tft  this  extent  he  approved  of  the  inter- 
laition  of  the  Local  Government  Board. 
Bit  it  could  not  be  denied  that  orders 
v«e  issned  by  the  authorities  in  Dublin 
lildng  all  sorts  of  changes  involving 
Ittation,  and  the  Guardians  were  coerced, 
vliather  rightly  or  wrongly,  to  carry 
Mt  those  orders.     If  the  proceedings  of 
fta  Local  Government  Board  were  mani- 
Astly  wrong,  it  seemed  to  him  that  there 
oaght  to  be  some  authority  to  whom  the 
Qoardians  could  appeal.    This  ought  to 
be  particularly  the  case  in  questions 
vhion  involved  taxation.    Of  course,  he 
was  told  that  appeal  could  be  made  to 
flhe  Chief  Secretary ;  but,  then,  he  was 
a  Member  of   the  Local  Government 
Boardy  and  though  he  did  not  attend 
flioch  to  its  duties   he  would  be  pre- 
jadioed  in  favour  of  its  decisions.     He 
bad  known  oases  occurring  in  the  West 
ef  hia  oounty,  where  the  Local  Govern- 


ment Board  had  been  corresponding  for 
some  time  with  the  Poor  Law  Guardians 
concerning  the  establishment  of  a  new 
dispensary.  The  establishment  of  such 
an  institution  was  against  the  opinions 
of  the  Board  of  Guardians  and  the  rate- 
payers of  the  district,  and  the  action  of 
the  Local  Government  Board  had  left  the 
arrangements  of  the  dispensary  district 
in  the  greatest  possible  confusion.  That 
was  only  one  of  a  large  number  of  cases 
of  undue  interference.  In  the  case  of 
one  town  in  his  county,  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  carried  on  a  correspon- 
dence with  the  local  authorities  for 
months  with  the  view  of  com  polling  them 
to  become  a  Local  Board  of  Health, 
When,  if  they  had  looked  into  Thomas 
Almanack  they  would  have  seen  the 
population  of  the  place  was  below  the 
required  number.  In  other  instances,  the 
Local  Government  Board  had  interfered 
most  irrationally.  The  present  state  of 
things  was  most  unsatisfactory,  and 
ought  to  receive  attention  at  the  hands 
of  the  Government.  It  struck  him  very 
forcibly  that  there  ought  to  be  some 
central  authority  to  which  the  decisions 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  could, 
if  requisite,  be  referred.  He  did  not 
see  why  Poor  Law  Guardians  should 
not  be  able  to  appeal  to  the  Judge  of 
Assize.  At  present,  the  mouths  of  the 
Guardians  were  closed.  Sealed  orders 
came  down  by  which,  in  one  district,  the 
taxation  had  been  increased  by  some- 
thing like  bd,  in  the  pound.  There  was 
not  the  slightest  need  for  it ;  yet  there 
was  no  power  of  appeal. 

Mb.  F.  MARTIN  trusted  they  would 
have  this  subject  inquired  into.  He 
himself  had  received  remonstrances  from 
several  Boards  of  Guardians,  who  con- 
sidered that  they  had  been  unfairly 
treated  by  the  Local  Government  Board. 
He  was  of  opinion  that  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  of  Ireland,  in  many 
respects,  conducted  their  business  ad- 
mirably ;  but,  notwithstanding  that 
opinion,  he  thought  there  should  be 
some  controlling  power,  so  that  in  cases 
where  Guardians  saw  fit  to  contest 
their  decisions  they  should  have  the 
means  of  doing  so.  The  Government 
could  not,  in  justice,  object  to  a  power 
of  revision  and  appeal  being  vested  in 
some  impartial  boay,  which,  sitting  in 
the  locality  from  which  the  complaint 
came,  would  investigate  and  determine 
what  ought  to  be  done.     It  was  rather 
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for  Government  than  private  Members 
to  suggest  the  constitution  of  such  a 
body;  but,  in  his  judgment,  the  appeal 
ought  to  be  made  to  a  more  popular 
tribunal  than  the  Judge  of  Assize.  The 
Chief  Secretary  was  necessarily  absent 
for  lengthened  periods,  and  could  not 
give  the  personal  supervision  required 
on  the  part  of  the  Board  for  the  more 
efficient  working  of  the  system;  and 
many  of  those  matters  in  dispute  between 
the  Board  in  Dublin  and  the  Guardians 
required  an  examination  to  be  had  open 
to  the  public.  He  trusted  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  listen  to  the  re- 
monstrances now  made,  and  give  some 
assurance  that  the  grievance  would  be 
remedied. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  asked  how 
it  was  that  the  English  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  acted  so  differently  towards 
Boards  of  Guardians  to  the  Irish  Board  ; 
how  was  it  that,  unlike  the  Irish  Board, 
it  worked  in  perfect  unison  with  the 
wishes  of  the  people  ?  It  was  because 
the  English  Board  was  amenable  to  the 
House  of  Commons,  while  the  Irish 
Board  was  not.  The  English  Board 
was  represented  by  a  gentleman  whose 
sole  duties  were  connected  with  the 
Board ;  and  in  the  case  of  Ireland  the 
Local  Government  Board,  and  all  the 
other  Boards,  were  thrown  on  the 
shoulders  of  one  man,  and  the  Local 
Government  Board  was  perfectly  in- 
dependent of  the  House  of  Commons. 
He  fully  agreed  that  there  ought  to  be 
the  power  of  appeal  against  the  decisions 
of  the  Board,  but  believed  that  an  ap- 
peal to  some  more  popular  tribunal  than 
the  Judge  of  Assize  was  necessary. 
They  wanted  an  appeal  to  this  House ; 
and  the  way  to  give  that  appeal  was  to 
take  the  charge  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  away  from  the  present  Chief 
Secretary,  and  place  it  in  the  hands  of 
a  gentleman  who  would  have  no  other 
duties  to  perform.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  referred  to 
instances  in  which  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board  in  Ireland  had  overruled 
the  wishes  of  Boards  of  Guardians.  In 
the  part  of  the  country  from  which  he 
(Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  came  this  was  a 
matter  of  constant  occurrence.  Some 
time  ago,  an  addition  was  about  to  be 
made  to  the  salary  of  the  chaplain  at- 
tending the  large  workhouse  at  Limerick. 
It  had  been  resolved,  by  large  majoritieB 
of  the  Board,  to  make  the  inorease ;  but 
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the  Local  Government  Board  pomtivelj 
refused  to  sanction  it.  In  respect  to  the 
proposal  to  constitute  the  Judge  d 
Assize  a  Court  of  Appeal,  he  might  ob- 
serve that  he  had  always  found  that  tlie 
tendency  of  the  Ii-ish  Judicial  Bench 
had  been  to  uphold  the  authority  of 
subordinate  officials  in  Dublin.  For 
this  reason,  he  should  certainly  prefer 
that  the  appeal  should  be  made  to  tha 
House  of  Commons ;  and  this  could  be 
done  by  a  re-organization  of  the  respon- 
sibility of  the  Irish  Departments.  He 
only  desired  to  say,  further,  that  in  the 
confusion  which  prevailed  with  regtid 
to  the  Votes  for  the  Queen's  Univenitf 
and  Colleges  several  very  important 
Irish  Votes  were  passed,  and  amongit 
them  was  that  for  the  Chief  Socretaiy'i 
Office.  He  had  an  Amendment  ontti 
Paper  to  reduce  that  Vote  by  £4,00^ 
which  he  should  have  great  pleasure  ii 
moving  on  Beport. 

Mr.  SYNAN  did  not  agree  with  tbi 
remedy  which  the  hon.  Member  fat 
Cork  (Mr.  Shaw)  had  proposed.  Hi 
could  understand  the  wisdom  of  appeah 
against  the  decisions  of  the  Local  Ge* 
vemment  Board ;  but  the  proposal  ti 
appeal  to  the  Judge  of  Assize  in  matiffi 
of  administration  appeared  to  him  sioip^ 
incomprehensible.  The  root  of  the  flA 
was  that  the  Local  Go  vemment  Boaidia 
Ireland  was  not  represented  in  the  HoaN 
of  Commons.  It  was  absurd  for  thi 
Chief  Secretary  to  tell  them  he  repw- 
sented  the  Local  Government  Board,  ft 
was  impossible  that  he  could  attend  to 
the  administration  of  five  Departmeiii 
at  one  time.  It  was  difficult  to  oompi^ 
hend  why  it  was  that  it  had  neTor  <*■ 
curred  to  the  Government  of  this  com' 
try  to  have  such  a  Board  as  the  hm 
Government  Board  of  Ireland,  represent- 
ing all  the  local  administration  in  Ii*- 
land,  directly  represented  in  the  Honn 
of  Commons  by  some  Gentleman  to  wbB« 
appeal  could  be  made  in  case  of  irregfr 
larity  or  illegality.  There  was  no  donU 
that  the  manner  in  which  local  bodies  fl 
Ireland  were  treated  was  intolerabia 
Such  treatment  would  not  bo  tderatea 
by  any  body  in  England ;  why,  thert- 
fore,  should  they  be  subjected  to  it  ■ 
Ireland  ?  Because  they  had  no  appWi 
because  there  was  no  one  to  whom  thi 
Irish  Members  could  appeal.  If  tbej 
appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentlenai 
the  Chief  Secretary,  thej  found  that  be 
knew  nothing  about  the  matter.   'Vh* 


1425 


Supply — Civil 


{TuLT  28,  1879)        Service  Estimatee, 


1426 


he  was  asked  questions  he  had  to  confer 
with  the  Local  Government  Board  in 
Ireland.  If  they  wanted  the  present 
state  of  things  remedied,  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  of  Ireland  must  be  re- 
presented in  this  House,  like  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  England. 

Ma.  MITCHELL  HENKY  said,  he 
had  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  having  re- 
ference to  the  Irish  Board  of  Works; 
but,  probably,  it  would  be  better  if  he 
took  this  opportunity  of  mentioning  to 
the  Chief  Secretary  and  to  the  House 
some  matters  of  importance  connected 
with  the  subject.  The  Local  Government 
Board  and  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ire- 
land had  between  them  the  actual 
material  government  of  Ireland.  The 
Local  Government  Board,  of  course,  was 
composed  of  Commissioners;  and  he 
would  suggest  to  the  Government  that 
they  should  adopt, -in  respect  to  it,  a 
course  similar  to  that  adopted  in  regard 
to  the  Board  of  Works — namely,  to  ap- 
point a  Departmental  Committee  to  in- 
vestigate the  operations  of  the  Board. 
In  that  way  they  would  get  a  body  of 
reliable  evidence,  and  the  public  would 
know  what  the  Board  was  doing,  and 
what  it  intended  to  do.  The  recommen- 
dation which  had  found  some  favour  was 
that  the  Local  Government  Board  and 
the  Board  of  Works  should  be  so  fused 
together  that  they  would  have  one  re- 
sponsible head  in  the  House  of  Commons. 
If  they  had  a  Minister  in  the  House  re- 
sponsible for  these  Departments  they 
would  be  able  to  ascertain  what  was 
being  done,  and  to  obviate  evils  which 
now  arose  without  the  possibility  of 
remedy.  The  Local  Government  Board, 
for  instance,  on  its  own  motion,  had  the 
power  of  fixing  the  qualification  of  Poor 
Law  Guardians.  In  some  districts  the 
qualification  was  very  low — fi^om  £7 
to  £8  —  but  in  other  districts  it  was 
very  high.  In  the  very  poorest  dis- 
tricts in  Ireland — ^namely,  in  the  West 
—  the  Local  Government  Board  was 
pleased,  nearly  20  years  ago,  to  raise 
the  qualification  to  a  higher  figure  than 
that  of  any  other  district  in  Ireland; 
and  this  was  done  because  it  was  said 
that  there  had  been  some  corruption 
about  tenders  for  supply.  Whether 
that  was  true  or  not  he  did  not  know ; 
but  he  knew  what  was  alleged  to  have 
happened  a  generation  ago.  The  people 
in  uie  neighbourhood  had  begged  the 
Local  Government  Board  to  reduce  the 


qualification  to  the  ordinary  amount  in 
other  parts  of  Ireland.  He  (Mr. 
Mitchell  Henry)  had  himself  taken  a 
great  deal  of  pains  in  this  matter. 
Before  Sir  Alfred  Power  resigned  his 
position  on  the  Board  he  saw  him  on 
the  subject,  and  he  promised  to  take  it 
into  serious  consideration.  Nothing, 
however,  had  been  done.  The  object  of 
the  increase  of  the  qualification  was 
perfectly  plain.  It  was  that  the  Guar- 
dians should  consist  only  of  a  certain 
number  of  rich,  and,  principally,  Pro- 
testant gentleman.  This  was  enough 
to  make  any  people  discontented,  and, 
therefore,  he  hoped  the  Chief  Secretary 
would  give  the  matter  his  serious  con- 
sideration. Another  matter  there  was 
which  was  of  importance,  owing  to  the 
great  alterations  introduced  into  sanitary 
laws  of  late  years.  The  Board  of  Works 
in  Ireland  performed  the  functions  of 
the  Exchequer  Loan  Commissioners,  and 
had  to  inquire  into  the  security  offered 
for  any  loans  advanced  for  sanitary  pur- 
poses ;  and  the  Board  of  Works  had  also 
the  function  —  which,  on  the  whole, 
they  discharged  very  well — of  advancing 
loans  of  money  for  material  improvo- 
ments  in  various  parts  of  the  country, 
and,  for  this  purpose,  had  at  their  dis- 
posal an  engineering  staff.  When  the 
Sanitary  Act  was  passed  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  claimed  to  be  the 
authority  to  determine  the  loans  for 
sanitary  purposes.  It  was  unwilling  to 
have  its  authority  trenched  upon,  and  was 
unwilling  to  strip  itself  of  any  authority 
which  it  claimed  inherently  or  second- 
arily. But  the  Local  Government  Board 
had  no  engineering  staff  to  examine  the 
plans  submitted  by  applicants  for  loans 
for  sanitary  purposes,  while  the  Board 
of  Works  had  an  engineering  staff. 
There  was  thus  a  difficulty  here  ;  and 
then  followed  a  long  correspondence,  and 
then  the  Local  Government  Board  re- 
ferred the  point  to  the  Treasury  in 
London.  The  Treasury,  after  hearing 
the  quarrel  between  the  Boards,  came 
to  this  decision.  The  duties  of  the 
two  Boards — the  Local  Government  and 
the  Board  of  Works — ^in  regard  to  sani- 
tary loans,  were  decided  to  be  the  Local 
Government  Board  to  recommend  the 
loans  after  ascertaining  the  utility  of  the 
project,  and  to  enter  into  the  engineer- 
ing merits  and  sufficiency  of  the  plans, 
but,  at  the  same  time,  to  have  resort  to 
the  advice  of  the  Board  of  Works,  who 
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had  the  engineering  staff  competent  to 
do  the  work ;  and  to  the  Board  of  Works 
was  allotted  the  duty  of  inquiry  into  the 
security  offered  by  the  applicants.  The 
Local  Government  Board  got  leave  to  sup- 
plement their  staff  with  an  engineering 
officer,  but  they  did  not  avail  themselves 
of  it ;  but  it  happened  they  had  a  clerk 
whO)  at  some  time  of  his  life,  was  sup- 
posed to  know  something  of  engineering, 
and  it  was  made  part  of  his  duty  to 
examine  the  plans.  But  this  examina- 
tion was  never  carried  out. 

Mr.  J.  LGAVTIIER  explained,  that 
an  engineer  had  since  been  appointed  to 
the  Local  Government  Board. 

Mr.  MITCHELL  HENRY  continued. 
That  was  just  the  point  brought  forward 
by  the  Committee,  and  it  was  their  Re- 
port that  brought  these  facts  to  light — 
that  the  Sanitary  Laws  were  construed  in 
the  most  absurd  way,  and  many  of  them 
were  utterly  useless,  and  largely  owing 
to  the  neglect  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  To  go  into  the  subject  would  be 
to  disclose  a  most  extraordinary  state  of 
things.  The  Local  Government  Board 
never  examined  the  plans  at  all  when 
loans  were  applied  for ;  and,  further 
than  that,  they  objected  to  share  the  re- 
sponsibility. They  said — "We  are  not 
responsible  for  the  loans;  we  are  not 
responsible  for  the  plans  advised  by  the 
local  engineers ;  "  and  yet  they  had  been 
told  by  the  Treasury  they  were  respon- 
sible, and  they  themselves  claimed  the 
responsibility.  When  it  was  asked  of 
them — **  Suppose  the  first  instalment 
has  been  advanced,  and  the  applicants 
come  forward  for  a  second  instalment, 
what  security  have  you  that  the  first  in- 
stalment has  been  properly  laid  out  ?  " — 
a  sum,  perhaps,  of  £10,000  or  £20,000— 
'•Oh,"  the  answer  was,  **  we  have  no  se- 
curity ;  we  never  examine  into  the  ques- 
tion whether  the  money  has  been  properly 
laid  out ;  we  assume  it  has  been,  and 
the  locality,  having  got  the  first  instal- 
ment, when  it  was  asked  for  got  the 
second  instalment  also."  It  might  seem 
unreasonable  to  take  up  the  time  of  the 
Committee  with  more  details  ;  but  if  hon. 
Members  would  take  up  the  Report  of 
the  evidence  they  would  find  it  showed 
an  extraordinary  state  of  things  ;  and  it 
was  just  those  details  that  were  at  the 
bottom  of  half  these  Irish  grievances. 
It  was  of  no  use  giving  support  here  and 
there,  unless,  in  giving  t3iat  support. 
Government  would  take  into  conaiaera- 
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tion  the  material  advancement  of  the 
country.  References  were  made  from 
one  Board  to  another,  not  one  of  which 
had  sympathy  with  the  popular  require- 
ments, who  neglected  their  daty,  and 
were  responsible  to  no  one.  What  re- 
sponsibility was  it  to  the  Treasury?  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  was,  perhaps, 
the  hardest- worked  man  in  the  House; 
and  with  his  utmost  attention,  and  with 
all  his  grasp  of  mind,  he  could  not 
master  all  the  questions  relating  to 
sanitary  loans;  and  he  submitted  thit 
a  case  had  been  made  out  for  inquiiy 
into  the  constitution  and  administratioa 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  in  lie- 
land. 

Mb.  VERNER    did  not  think  that 
either  of  the  two  propositions  which  had 
been  put  forward — ^namely,  an  appeal 
to  a  Judge,   or  an  official  directly  re- 
sponsible for  the  Board  in  that  Houie^ 
would  remedy  the  matters  complained 
of ;  nor  did  he  believe  it  would  be  ad- 
visable to  accede  to  them.    The  Loeal 
Government  Board  often  did  what  he 
disapproved  of,  and  he  had  been  nmaiag 
his  wrath  for  some  time  against  it  ob 
account  of  some  flagrant  mibdeeds ;  bat 
after  hearing  the  complaints  from  the 
other  side  of  the  House,  some  of  thea 
being  directed  against  the  Board  for 
following  in  certain  cases  a  policy  whkk 
ho  (Mr.  Verner)  agreed  with  and  con- 
sidered to  be  the  right  one,  he  said  that 
there  were  undoubtedly  two  sides  to  the 
question,    and  that  the   Local  Gorem- 
mont  Board  had  a  very  hard  task  before 
them,  which,  in  the  main,  was  credit- 
ably and  satisfactorily  fulfilled.    With 
regard  to  the  proposal  to  send  another 
Irish  official  to  sit  on  the  Bench  belov 
him,  he  thought  that,   looking  at  the 
life  led  by  the  Chief  Secretary  and  the 
Attorney  General  for  Ireland,  proTe^ 
bially  brave  as  Irishmen  might  be,ta 
Irish  gentleman  would  hesitate  to  accept 
such  a  position. 

Mb.  CALLAN  hoped  that  the  eame 
course  would  not  be  followed  in  referesoe 
to  the  Local  Government  Board  as  wtf 
adopted  with  the  Board  of  Worke  two 
years  ago.  He  was  himself  invited  to 
go  before  that  Departmental  Committee; 
but,  knowing  something  of  rach  in- 
quiries, he  refused,  and  the  reenlt  had 
justified  his  apprehensions.  The  Com- 
mittee took  a  large  amount  of  endeoeit 
and  they  made  their  Beport;  bat  tha 
QoYemment  had  done  nouiiiig  upon  tha 
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jmnmendations  of  that  Report,  aud 
•olntely  the  time  occupied  in  giving 
)  eridenoe  was  wasted  public  time, 
1  money  had  been  expended  without 
f  reeolt.  He  hoped  that  any  mode  of 
ding  with  the  Looal  OoTernment 
ard  would  be  shorter,  sharper,  and 
n  decisive.  With  reference  to  raising 
I  qnalificationi  of  Poor  Law  Guar- 
mo,  there  was  a  sliding;  scale  provided 
the  Act ;  and  he,  for  one,  would 
roar  the  qualification  for  Guardians 
ingplaced  much  higher  than  it  was  at 
«eut.  He  should  say  the  qaolifica- 
B  of  voters  should  be  reduced,  and 
it  of  Guardians  raised.  He  should 
a  to  hear  the  hon.  Uember  for  Galway 
>.  Uitchell  Henry)  explain  whether, 
the  Unions  to  which  he  had  referred, 
rai  the  practice  to  admit,  as  tx-offieio 
iBidians,  men  who  had  no  qualifica- 
U 1  There  were  too  many  instances 
thia,  and  it  conduced  very  much  to 
I  enoooragement  of  jobbery.  He  did 
;  think  that  any  moderate  man  would 
it  to  see  the  qualificationa  for  Guar- 
HI  reduced  at  present.  With  re- 
Bnee  to  the  Local  Government  Board, 
hoped  the  re-oonstruction  of  the 
■rd  of  Works  would  be  an  example 
fidlow.  At  the  head  of  the  latter  an 
ihman  had  been  substituted  for  an 
[{liahman,  a  change  which  had  given 
dt  satisfaction.  In  the  action  of  the 
■I  Government  Board  in  refusing  to 
ade  to  the  desire  of  Guardians  to 
Isoe  salaries  there  was  much  reason 
emnplain.  There  hod  been  a  wave  of 
pjoaaion  all  over  Ireland,  and  in  the 
don  of  Dnndolk  the  Guardians  had 
Host  unanimously  decided  to  reduce 
)  lalaries  of  their  ofBcera  all  round 
ne  7^  per  cent.  But  the  proposition 
m  refused,  and  the  Board  in  Dublin 
dined  to  give  a  deputation  any  reason 
'  the  rehieal;  they  simply  declined 
■How  any  of  the  salaries  to  be  reduced. 
it  in  the  same  county  another  Board 
Guardians  went  to  the  Local  Govern- 
nt  Board  ;  but,  perhaps,  because  they 
ide  the  application  in  more  humble 
m,  it  was  acceded  to.  In  Dundalk, 
rarer,  in  the  face  of  an  almost  unani- 
u  vote,  it  was  refused.  This  was  a 
nt  upon  which  there  should  be  some 
■tion,  wme  reason  assigned  as 
I  tite  Bottid  in  its  decision.  But 
tentative  of  the 
1  in  the  House, 
A  mold  be  ft  nuMt  un&rtanate  ar- 
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rangement.  Such  an  official  would  he 
much  better  employed  doing  his  duty  in 
Ireland  than  in  sitting  in  the  House 
and  voting  «n  Uoo  with  the  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  Government.  It  would  be 
of  great  advantage  if,  during  the  winter 
Eecess,  the  Chief  Seoretary  for  Ireland 
went  over  and  attended  some  of  the 
meetingsof  the  LoCal  Government  Board, 
with  a  view  to  make  himself  acquainted 
with  the  manner  in  which  business  was 
conducted.  He  was  certain  that  if  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  did  so  his  natural 
sense  of  justice  would  compel  them  to 
exercise  a  wise  controlling  power,  and 
giro  reasons  for  the  decisions  which  he 
was  obh'eed  to  uphold  in  that  House. 

Mh.  GKAY  said,  he  was  not  aware 
of  any  roasons  for  retaining  the  existing 
qualifications  for  Guardians  of  the  poor. 
The  qualification  formerly  required  of 
Members  of  that  House  had  been  abo- 
lished ;  and  if  they  had  abolished  it  in 
one  case  he  did  not  see  why  they  should 
retain  it  in  another.  But  with  reference 
to  the  Local  Government  Board,  it  was 
a  question  that  had  engaged  attention 
for  years  past.  For  four  or  five  years 
Iriah  Members  had  been  pleading  for 
an  inquiry  into  the  constitution  and 
management  of  the  Board.  For  a  long 
time  they  had  urged  the  same  thing 
with  regard  to  the  Board  of  Works,  and 
the  same  reasons  for  resisting  that  in- 
quiry were  made  as  were  now  made  in 
regMd  to  the  Local  Government  Board. 
The  Departmental  Committee  which  at 
last  inquired  into  the  Board  of  Works 
did  its  work  admirably.  It  was  a  moat 
useful  Committee,  and  no  blame  attached 
to  them  because  their  recommendations 
had  not  been  carried  out  by  the  Govern- 
ment. They  had  collected  on  amount 
of  evidence  which  must  be  valuable 
when  the  re-organization  came.  He  was 
convinced  that  equally  good  reasons 
could  be  shown  lor  re-organizing  the 
Local  Government  Board ;  and  there 
was  no  reason  why  inquiry  should  be 
deferred  Session  after  Session.  This 
Board  possessed  the  most  extensive 
and  arbitrary  powers.  It  really  had  a 
power  of  veto  over  every  sanitary  autho- 
rity in  Ireland.  The  entire  administra- 
tion of  the  Public  Health  Act — which  was 
one  of  the  most  important  Acts  ever 
passed  for  any  country — was  subject  to 
the  ulterior  supervision  of  the  Local 
Government  Board,  which  had  a  veto 
upon  every   action    of    every  sanitary 
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authority,   and  aUo  had  the  power  of  [ 
inltiitin;^,  if  the  sanitary  authority  did 
not  think  fit  to  cairv  out  certain  mea-  " 
fiuros.    But  the  Local  Government  Board  \ 
had  not  a  third  as  much  knowledge  of 
canitary  matters  as  the  authorities  over 
whom  they  exerci3ed  control,  and  some- 
times issued  the  most  ridiculous  direc- 
tions.    For  instance,  during  the  small 
pox  epidemic  in  Dublin,   they  insisted 
that  the  Dublin  authorities  should  pro- 
vide extra  conveyances,   although    the 
latter  showed  that  they  were  not  required, 
and  would  not  be  used.     However,  they 
were  obliged  to  submit  to  a  compulsory 
letter,  and  cabs  were  provided  at  a  cost 
of  £100  to  the  ratepayers,  and  were  not 
used  twice.     In  many  other  cases  the 
powers  of  the  Board  had  been  exercised 
in  an  arbitrary  and  a  ridiculous  fashion. 
How  was  the  Board  constituted  up  to 
three  months  ago  ?    Its  President  was 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  an 
ev'officio  member  of  the  Board  was  the 
Under  Secretary.      These  they  might 
take  as  two  ornamental  members  of  the 
Board,   who  did  that  duty  admirably; 
but  neither  of  them  took  any  very  active 
part  in  the  administration  of  the  Board, 
and,  in  fact,  they  could  not  be  expected 
to  do  so.     Then  there  was  the  Vice  Pre- 
sident of  the  Board,  Sir  Alfred  Power, 
an  officer  who  had  done  good  work  in 
his  day ;  but  who,  it  was  admitted,  had 
become  incapable  of    discharging   the 
duties,  and,  in  fact,  had  only  retained 
his  office  until  he  liad  secured  his  son 
in  a  lucrative  position.      That  having 
been  secured,  he  retired,  and  it  would 
have   been  better  had  he  done  so  10 
years   before.     Ho   had   served  for  40 
years,  and  during  the  last  six  or  eight 
years  of  his  tenure  of  office  was  unfit 
to  be  the  head  of  the  Department  and 
for  the   duties  intrusted   to  him.     Ho 
was  assisted  by  another  member  of  the 
Board — the  Hon.  Mr.  Belle w — but  who 
did  nothing  but  sign  formal  documents 
and  draw  his  salary.     Then  there  was 
the  Medical  Commissioner,  Dr.  Croker 
King ;  but  what  effective  work  had  he 
initiated  in  sanitary  reform  ?    The  real 
work  of  the  Board,  then,  was  vested  in 
the  Vice  President.     He  acknowledged 

.the  sacoessor  of  Sir  Alfred  Power 

gentleman  thoroughly  competent 

position.     He  did  not  think  that 

lent    could    possibly  have 

better  appointment  than  that  of 

Bobinson,  and  he  had  no  doubt  that 

Jfr.  Oray 


that  gendeman  voold  diacbii^  (b 
duties  admirablT ;  b^i  era  ittk  )m 
advice  and  assssanoe  the  Boazdvuiflt: 
strong  enough  to  kave  Hut  pabEe  cqIfj 
fidence,  when  iher  hdd  did  pow 
veto  over  the  DabKii  Garpondoo, 
other  local  aathoriti<»  in  whom  thai 
lie  had  every  oonfidence.  They 
make  a  g»l  ap{>DLntmeiit  nov 
again:  but  there  nerer  would  be  a 
factory  system  ondlthe  B-Daid  was: 
responsible  to  the  public.  The 
Secretary  could  do  no  more  than, 
questions  were  put  to  him.  send  M 
Dublin  for  replies  and  act  aathemoo^l 
piece  of  the  Board.  Why,  a  ' 
to  the  Treasury  could  do  this  quite 
well.  In  the  first  place,  to 
confidence,  the  Board  should  be 
posed  of  gentlemen  of  high 
and,  in  the  next  place,  it  should^ 
directly  represented  in  the  House, 
was  not  merely  his  own  view,  but 
opinion  of  the  majority  who  had  t] 

Xn  the  subject  in  connection  widi 
linistration  of  the  Public  Health  / 
and  in  view  of  the  appeal  made 
after  year  there  certainly  ought  to^ 
an  inquiry  into  the  Office.    Only 
such  an  inquiry  would  public  confi 
be  created  by  the  re-establishment  of  1 
Board  in  a  position  and  under  a 
to  facilitate  useful  reforms.    The 
of  the  inquiry  into  the  Board  of  W< 
justified  a  similar  inquiry  into  the  "^ 
Government  Board. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said, 
hon.  Member  for  Armagh  (Mr.  V( 
was  very  much  mistaken  in  su] 
that  it  was  suggested,  or  in  any 
wanted,  to  add  to  the  number  of 
Majesty's  Ministers  another,  cI 
with  the  duty  of  looking  after 
Board.  There  was  an  Irish  Lord  of' 
Treasury,  the  Member  for  Enniftkilj*] 
(Viscount  Crichton),  who  had  n^^ 
whatever  to  do;  and  it  was  suppoi» 
that,  in  order  to  occupy  his  leisure,  ij 
would  be  given  charge  of  the  Boaid  « 
Works— probably  at  the  Greek  KalaA 
The  hon.  Member  for  Galway  (Mr« 
Mitchell  Henry)  had  shown  the  c» 
munication  between  the  two  Boar» 
Now,  what  was  to  prevent  the  nohli 
Lord  the  Member  for  Enniskillen  taldaj 
charge  of  these  two  Boards,  andcomill 
to  the  House  responsible  fbr  its  actioB, 
and  prepared  to  explain  it  ?  This  wii 
a  way  oi  remedying  the  grievance,  wita* 
out  adding  another  to  the  exieting  num- 
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ber  of  IriBli  places.  If  they  wanted  to 
make  these  bodies  really  useful,  what 
they  ought  to  do  was  to  give  them  an 
elective  character ;  but,  in  the  absence 
of  this,  the  best  thing  they  could  do  was 
to  make  use  of  the  noble  Lord  whom 
they  were  keeping  in  petto  here. 

Mb.  MELDON  said,  that  the  general 
complaint  was  not  that  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board  had  too  many  powers, 
but  that  it  exercised  the  powers  it  pos- 
sessed in  a  very  arbitrary  manner. 
There  was  nothing  more  demanded  of 
Irish  Members  than  that  they  should 
insist  upon  a  reform  of  this  power.  It 
not  only  put  aside,  in  the  most  peremp- 
tory manner,  the  wishes  of  all  who  were 
carrying  on  the  work  of  the  Poor  Law, 
but  it  actually  endeavoured  to  set  itself 
above  the  law.  For  instance,  while  the 
Public  Health  Act  of  1878  was  before 
the  House,  a  question  arose  as  to  the 
insertion  of  certain  provisions.  Sir 
Alfred  Power  strongly  objected  to  these, 
and  fought  out  his  case  with  the  late 
Chief  Secretary  and  the  Attorney 
General.  But  ihe  House,  after  giving 
full  consideration  to  the  matter,  ap- 
proved of  the  statements  made  by  him- 
self and  other  Irish  Members,  and  in- 
serted them  in  the  Act.  There  were 
two  things  of  which  gpreat  complaint  was 
made.  First,  the  mode  of  payment  of 
medical  officers,  which  was  by  scale,  the 
result  being  that  men  got  exactly  the  same 
whether  they  had  no  duties,  or  whether 
all  their  time  was  taken  up.  That  was 
very  irregular,  and  very  wrong,  yet  Sir 
Alfred  Power  wished  to  adhere  to  that 
provision  ;  and,  though  he  was  beaten, 
he  refused  to  alter  the  scale  of  payment 
or  to  carry  out  the  provisions  of  the  Act. 
Now,  he  wished  to  know  whether  the 
Local  Government  Board,  under  its 
new  Vice  President,  would  still  insist 
on  thus  settiug  the  law  at  naught,  and 
acting  on  the  provisions  of  the  Act  of 
1874,  which  had  been  repealed.  There 
were  one  or  two  other  points  in  which 
he  took  gpreat  interest.  First,  there 
was  the  Vaccine  Department.  He  had 
brought  this  question  before  the  House 
in  1874  and  1875,  when  he  pointed  out 
that  although,  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Vaccine  Lymph  Institution,  the  Local 
Government  Board  in  England  had  a 
Vote  of  £20,200,  in  Ireland  but  £600 
was  voted.  He  admitted  that,  owing  to 
persistent  agitation,  the  £600  had  been 
now  doubled ;  but  even  that  was  a  very 


small  sum,  and  complaints  were  frequent 
that  the  supplies  of  lymph  in  Ireland 
were  not  sufficient,  that  the  means  for 
vaccination  were  inadequate,  and  that 
the  number  of  applications  refused  were 
considerable,  as  they  had  recently  had 
an  epidemic  of  small-pox  in  Dublin ; 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that  this 
matter  would  be  attended  to,  and  that 
in  future,  at  any  rate,  the  supply  would 
be  unlimited,  and  that  every  medical 
man  woiild  have  all  he  required.  Be- 
yond the  £20,200  given  to  England  for 
the  gratuitous  distribution  of  lymph, 
£16,000  was  given  by  way  of  bonuses 
for  successful  vaccination,  and  the  con- 
sequence was  that  in  England  the 
system  had  been  brought  to  great  per- 
fection. There  was  no  public  vaccinator 
in  England  who  did  not  do  what  he 
could  to  prevent  small-pox.  No  similar 
sums  were  given  in  Ireland.  It  was 
surely  as  important  to  prevent  small-pbx 
in  Ireland  as  it  was  in  England,  and  he 
asked  how  they  could  account  for  the 
marked  disparagement  in  the  different 
grants  ?  They  had  received  a  promise 
that  the  new  Vice  President  would  look 
into  this  matter,  or,  otherwise,  he  cer- 
tainly should  have  felt  inclined  to  move 
a  reduction  of  the  Vote.  The  matter 
deserved  the  immediate  attention  of  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE,  in  reply,  said, 
the  Government  had  this  Session  intro- 
duced a  Bill  which  they  were  most 
anxious  to  pass  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion of  vaccination  in  Ireland.  The  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  had  an  Amend- 
ment against  that  Bill,  which  he  very 
considerately  withdrew,  and  if  others 
imitated  his  example  he  believed  they 
would  be  in  a  fair  way  of  getting  their 
Bill.  However,  if  hon.  Members  availed 
themselves  of  their  right  to  move  Amend- 
ments, it  would  not  be  the  fault  of  the 
Government  if  the  measure  did  not  pass 
into  law.  As  regarded  the  medical 
officers,  he  believed  a  satisfactory  ar- 
rangement had  been  concluded.  His 
experience  as  Secretary  of  the  former 
Poor  Law  Board  of  England  would  not 
justify  the  comparisons  which  had  been 
drawn  between  the  administration  of 
local  government  affairs  in  England  and 
in  Ireland,  and  it  frequently  happened 
in  England  that  the  central  authority 
did  run  counter  to  the  decisions  of  the 
local  Boards  of  Guardians.  The  Presi- 
dent of  the  Ix)cal  Government  Board, 
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like  his  Fredeoeflsor,  the  Fremdent  of  the 
Poor  Law  Board,  was  the  head  of  the 
Office,  and  those  inflaential  gentlemen 
whose  names  figured  as  belonging  to  the 
Board  did  not  exist  for  purposes  of  ad- 
ministration. The  President  had  his 
secretary  and  staff,  and  was,  for  all 
practical  purposes,  the  Board.  Then,  it 
had  been  said  that  the  Chief  Secretary 
was  merely  the  mouthpiece  of  the 
Board  in  Dublin.  Well,  first  of  all,  it 
had  been  said  that  the  Board  in  Dublin 
did  not  exist,  and  then  that  he  was 
merely  its  mouthpiece.  He  would 
remind  the  Committee  that  it  was  his 
duty,  when  inquiries  were  made,  to  re- 
present the  Department  in  Parliament, 
and  very  often,  where  he  had  no  per- 
sonal kaowledge,  he  could  not  make 
statements  to  the  House  unless  his  in- 
formation were  derived  from  the  De- 
partment in  Ireland ;  and  that  informa- 
tion, in  turn,  was  derived  from  references 
to  localities  in  different  parts  of  Ireland. 
To  that  extent  he  was  the  mouthpiece 
of  the  clerk  collecting  the  information. 
Nevertheless,  as  he  was  President  of 
the  Local  Government  Board,  he  con- 
sidered himself  responsible  for  that 
Department.  Then  it  was  said  the 
Board  was  arbitrary.  Well,  it  was  true 
that  they  did  object  to  children  suffering 
from  cutaneous  diseases  being  placed 
together  in  one  bed;  and  when  their 
attention  was  called  to  a  matter  of  that 
kind  they  did  think  it  their  duty  to 
make  representation  to  the  local  autho- 
rities. Again,  they  thought  it  was  a 
very  undesirable  system  to  transport 
small-pox  patients  in  ordinary  haclmey 
carriages  ;  and  when  they  were  asked 
about  it  the  Board  did  think  it  was  a 
very  proper  matter  to  represent  to  the 
local  authorities.  As  to  sanitary  works, 
the  Local Gk>vemmentBoardhadrecently 
appointed  an  engineer,  who  was  a  gen- 
tleman of  some  eminence  in  Ireland; 
and  though  he  would  not  forestall  the 
discussion  on  the  Vote  for  the  Board  of 
Works,  it  would  be  found,  when  it  came 
on,  that  a  general  re-organization  was 
contemplated. 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  said,  that  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  given  no  assurance 
that  he  would  look  into  the  case  of  the 
local  hospitals. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  the  discus- 
sion had  taken  so  wide  a  turn  that  he 
had  overlooked  the  question  of  the  hon. 
Member.    He  had  done  so  quite  unin- 

Mr.  J.  Lowdm 


tentionally,  and  he  could  assure  the  hon. 
Gentleman  the  matter  should  have  his 
best  attention. 

Mr.  SHAW  said,  he  did  not  beliere 
any  change  could  be  made  in  the  Local 
Gt>vemment  Board  which  would  be  satas- 
factoiy.  It  did  not  matter  what  head 
was  put  on  it,  if  its  body  and  whole 
constitution  remained  the  same.  If, 
however,  the  new  Vice  President,  who 
was  to  investigate  it,  were  to  enlarge  it 
in  some  directions,  and  limit  it  in  others, 
they  might  get  a  really  good  Boari 
The  right  hon.  Gbntleman  had  not  said 
whether  he  would  grant  the  Commseian 
of  Inquiry.  He  was  himself  no  oppo- 
nent of  Parliamentary  representatioa 
of  Departments,  because  it  brought  tiioee 
Departments  under  the  control  of  public 
opinion ;  but  he  did  not  believe  that  that 
House  was  a  veiy  good  place  for  the 
redress  of  grievances  which  arose  in  the 
administration  of  Local  GK>vemmeDt 
Boards.  They  were  too  fax  off  the  people 
of  Ireland  in  that  House  to  hear  the 
voice  of  their  complaints ;  and  even  if  it 
reached  them  there  they  could  not  i]lte^ 
pret  the  complaints  to  the  House,  and 
even  if  they  did  the  House  would  sot 
take  it  as  the  public  voice  of  Ireland. 
The  things  referred  to  might  seem  small; 
but  they  were  veiy  considerable  matten 
to  the  ratepayers,  and  they  interfered 
very  greatly  with  the  working  of  the 
Boards  and  of  the  Poor  Law  Guardians. 
They  caused  constant  and  endless  irri- 
tation and  friction,  and  they  brought 
about  a  waste  of  time  and  correspond- 
ence which  ought  never  to  be  initiated. 
He  suggested  that  there  should  be  some 
mode  of  appeal — some  outside  body- 
to  whom  the  Guardians,  if  they  thought 
they  were  aggrieved,  could  go  in  mat- 
ters of  discussion.  He  did  not,  as  a 
general  rule,  Hke  lawyers;  but  when 
barristers  did  come  to  be  Judges  they 
somehow  managed  to  put  off  a  great 
part  of  the  evils  which  beset  them  daring 
their  career,  and  became,  on  the  Bench, 
men  of  remarkable  common  sense,  and 
with  great  knowledge  of  the  country. 
He  suggested,  then,  that  there  should 
be  some  power  given  to  make  a  present- 
ment to  the  Grand  Jury ;  and,  if  they 
endorsed  it,  that  the  matter  should  come 
before  the  Judg^.  At  any  rate,  if  the 
right  hon.  Gtotleman  would  not  accept 
tlus,  he  hoped  he  would  institute  some 
sort  of  outside  body  to  which  the  Ouar- 
dians  could  appeaL 
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Mh.  MELDON  pointed  out,  that  the 
Vaocinatioii  Bill  wnich  the  Government 
had  introduced  had  nothing  whatever  to 
do  with  the  question  he  had  raised. 
Here,  in  England,  medioal  men  were 
paid  horn  1«.  %d,  to  d«.  from  the  local 
rates ;  while  up  to  the  present  time  in 
Ireland  the  uniform  fee  was  1«.  Be- 
sides this  contribution  from  the  local 
rates,  there  was  a  grant  from  the  Im- 
perial Exchequer  of  £16,000,  which  also 
was  given  to  the  medical  officers.  He 
might  be  told,  of  course,  that  that  was 
done  under  an  Act  of  ParUament ;  but  he 
did  not  see  why  the  Chief  Secretary 
could  not  introduce  a  similar  Bill  for 
Ireland. 

Sib  PATEICK  O'BRIEN  remarked, 
there  was  not  one  of  them  who,  when 
they  went  home  to  their  district,  did  not 
hear  of  some  differences  which  had  arisen 
in  the  Poor  Law  administration  which 
had  been  referred  to  the  Local  Gbvem- 
ment  Board,  about  which  great  discontent 
had  arisen.  He  would  put  it  to  the 
Government  whether,  when  such  a  feel- 
ing existed,  they  should  not  attempt  to 
remove  it  in  the  fairest  possible  way  by 
full,  complete,  and  independent  inquiry  ? 
He  could  conceive  nothing  more  desir- 
able than  to  remove  the  sense  of  grievance 
widely  spread  among  the  people,  even 
although  there  was  no  grievance  to 
justify  it.  As  to  what  had  been  said 
with  reference  to  Sir  Alfred  Power,  he 
had  had  the  honour  of  enjoying  his 
fidendship  for  many  years ;  and  though 
he  did  not  say  he  was  infallible,  yet, 
having  watched  his  action  on  the 
Board  for  many  years,  he  did  believe 
that  the  people  of  Ireland  owed  him 
a  debt  of  gratitude  for  his  care  in  the 
administration  of  the  Poor  Law,  and 
his  desire  to  do  what  was  right  and  just 
to  all  classes  of  society. 

Mb.  GKAT  explained,  that  he  made 
no  attack  on  Sir  Alfred  Power,  and 
what  he  had  said  did  not  prevent  him 
agreeing  with  the  remarks  of  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  Patrick  O'Brien).  He 
thoroughly  recognized  his  services,  and 
believed  he  was  an  admirable  Poor  Law 
administrator  for  a  long  time;  he  did 
not  think  it  was  any  imputation  on  his 
character  or  ability  to  say  that,  after 
serving  35  years  in  a  very  laborious 
office,  he  might,  with  advantage  to  him- 
self and  his  office,  have  retired.  He 
might,  if  he  had  chosen,  have  retired 
long  before;   and  what  he  maintained 


was  that  Sir  Alfred  Power  kept  his  post 
in  order  to  get  his  son  nominated  to  a 
very  lucrative  office.  Since  that  was 
done  he  had  retired,  and  he  believed 
that  was  why  he  had  not  retired  before. 

Mb.  EYLANDS,  without  interfering 
in  the  discussion,  would  just  remark 
that  Irish  Members  had  not  a  monopoly 
of  grievance  with  regard  to  centralization, 
and  that  this  complaint  of  the  central  ad- 
ministration over-riding  local  boards  was 
by  no  means  creating  irritation  in  Ireland 
alone  ;  it  was  creating  great  irritation  in 
England  also,  and  it  was  a  matter  which 
the  House  of  Commons  woiild  do  well 
seriously  to  consider,  whether,  in  some 
way  or  another,  there  could  not  be  a 
system  of  decentralization  adopted  which 
would  secure  in  these  localities  the 
exercise  of  public  spirit,  and  the  fulfil- 
ment of  public  duties  by  many  gentle- 
men who  at  present  shrank  from  office 
in  consequence  of  the  interference  of 
the  central  body.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  request  for  an  inquiry  into  the 
complaints  of  the  Boards  of  Guardians 
was  not  an  unreasonable  one.  He 
gathered,  from  the  statement  made  by 
his  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Gray),  that  the  in- 
quiry into  the  management  of  the  Board 
of  Works  had  had  the  effect  of  bringing 
under  the  notice  of  Government  some 
important  information ;  and  he  should, 
therefore,  certainly  be  disposed  to  sup- 
port his  hon.  Friend  in  urging  the  Go- 
vernment to  inquire  into  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Local  Government  Board. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  could  fuUy  en- 
dorse what  had  been  said  with  regard  to 
the  important  services  rendered  by  Sir 
Alfred  Power.  During  the  great  Famine 
crisis,  as  was  well  known,  he  rendered 
signal  services  to  the  country,  and  he 
was  very  glad  that  it  should  go  forth 
that  there  was  only  one  opinion  as  to  the 
extent  to  which  they  were  indebted  to 
him.  It  had  been  suggested  that  an  in- 
quiry, analogous  to  that  which  took 
place  in  regard  to  the  Board  of  Works, 
might  be  held  with  regard  to  the  Local 
Government  Board.  He  thought,  how- 
ever, that  the  circumstances  of  the  two 
Departments  were  very  different;  and 
as  a  new  Vice  President  of  the  Local 
Government  Board  had  just  been  ap- 
pointed, he  would  ask  him  at  once  to 
turn  his  attention  to  the  various  matters 
of  which  complaint  had  been  made, 
while  the  effect  of  an  inquiry  would 
merely  be  to  hang  the  whole  matter  up 
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for  a  very  considerable  time.  Instead 
of  waiting  for  an  inquiry  outside  the 
Department,  therefore,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  the  Government  should  con- 
duct an  inquiry  itself,  and  the  result  of 
the  consideration  of  those  matters  had 
already  been  that  improvement  in  cer- 
tain directions  had  taken  place  —  for 
instance,  the  appointment  of  an  en- 
gineer, which  would  enable  them  to 
exercise  a  far  more  efficient  superin- 
tendence over  the  advances  to  Local 
Boards  than  was  formerly  the  case. 
Various  minor  grievances  had  also  been 
engaging  his  attention,  and  he  hoped 
they  would  be  satisfactorily  dealt  with. 
A  general  revision  of  the  respective 
duties  of  the  two  Boards  had  also  oc- 
cupied attention,  and  he  would  not 
forestall  the  discussion  by  stating  all 
that  was  proposed  to  be  done.  The  ap- 
peal from  the  Local  Government  Board 
to  some  unnamed  tribunal  did  not  appear 
to  satisfy  anybody,  and  it  only  showed 
the  difficulty  of  forming  such  a  body, 
with  reference  to  which  he  might  point 
out  that  there  was  no  such  tribunal  in 
England.  He  was  induced  to  agree  with 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  with 
regard  to  decentralization.  Ho  was  him- 
self very  shy  of  interfering  with  local 
self-government,  and  never  approved  of 
so  doing  whenever  it  could  possibly  be 
avoided.  He  hoped,  however,  tliat  the 
Committee  would  not,  on  an  Irish  Vote, 
propose  to  go  into  a  general  discussion 
on  a  subject  of  that  sort.  If  there  were 
any  practical  abuses  they  were  prepared 
to  deal  with  them,  without  the  assistance 
of  any  Committee  of  Inquiry,  which  as- 
surance ho  trusted  would  satisfy  the 
Committee. 

Siu  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  did  not  in- 
tend to  go  into  the  question  of  decen- 
tralization, but  wisliod  to  say  that  he  did 
not  agree  with  the  action  of  the  Govern- 
ment in  makiug  a  departmental  inquiry. 
What  they  wanted  was  that  a  full, 
searching,  and  i)ublic  inquiry  should 
be  made  into  the  allegation  that  the 
people  were  hardly  treated.  He  did 
not  say  that  they  were  so  treated ;  but 
what  he  wanted  to  impress  upon  the  Go- 
vernment was  that  the  case  was  such 
that  a  general  and  independent  inquiry 
should  have  been  made.  He  hoped  the 
Chief  Secretary  would  consider  whether 
an  inquiry  of  a  public  character  could 
not  be  carried  out. 

Mr.  J,  Zawther 


Mb.    O'DONNELL   said,   that  &e 
remarks  of  the  Chief  Secretary  did  nofc 
contain  any  satisfactory  answer  to  the 
complaints  that  had  been  made.  At  the 
same  time,  he  admitted  that  there  was 
very  great  difficulty  in  suggesting  any 
scheme  which  would  meet  the   want 
The  question  was — what  was  to  be  the 
appeal  from  an  important  Department  of 
that  sort  ?    The  appeal  could  only  be  to 
Parliament.     There  was  really  no  other 
body  which  could  decide  upon  appeak 
from  so  important  a  Department  as  the 
Local  Government  Board.     But  thoee 
appeals  could  not  come  to  that  House, 
because  the  vast  majority  of  the  Mem- 
bers were  so  utterly  out  of  harmony  with 
Irish  opinion,  and  were  necessarily  lo 
ignorant  with  regard  to  local  circum- 
stances in  Ireland,  that  the  appeal  most 
be  quite  nugatory.     He  would  not  enter 
on  the  Home  Rule  question  by  a  side 
wind;   but  they  could  not  shut  their 
eyes  to  the  fact  that  there  could  be  i 
appeal  worthy  attention  from  that  Dfr 
partment,  except  to  Parliament.   Whils 
there  could  not  be  an  appeal  from  the 
Board  to  the  Imperial  Parliament,  b^ 
cause  this  House  had  neither  the  facit 
ties  nor  the  power,  to  say  nothing  e( 
the  inclination,  to  deal  with  these  loJ 
affairs.     They  could,  therefore,  haTene 
appeal  except  to  an  Irish  Parliameil; 
which  was  the  only  solution  of  the  qjM^ 
tion.      Hon.    Members,    before    longi 
would  be  taxing  their  ingenuity  howts 
provide  a  proper  body  to  which  appeili 
might  be  made  on  matters  of  Irish  loeil 
interest ;  and  he  did  not  care  what  tbf 
called  their  plan,  as  they  would  have  Is 
come  to  the  scheme  of  an  Irish  Parliamett 
in  the  long  run.     He  had  a  very  gif* 
complaint  to  make  as  to  the  deciaon  rf 
this  Irish  Department,  and  he  was  coa- 
polled  to  bring  it  before  that  House,  d* 
tliough  it  was  notoriously  incapable  « 
dealing  with  the  subject,  and  they  knew 
the  opinion  of  that  House  was  notwoiA 
the  turn  of  a  halfpenny,  and  that  ths 
vast  majority  of  tho  65b  hon.  Memben 
did  not  know  too  much  about  England 
and  Scotland,  to  say  nothing  of  IreUnd. 
He  was  obliged  to  take  the  only  course 
open  to  him,  and  was  obliged  to  raisa 
this  very  important  question  on  this 
Vote.    He  was  quite  aware  that  nin*" 
tenths  of  the  Gentlemen  listening  to 
him  did  not  know  anything  about  it,  and 
did  not  want  to  know  anything  about  i^ 
and  that  when  he  had  done  the  CSad 
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Secretaxy  would  not  be  much  wiser  than 
be  was  at  the  present  moment.    The 
Chief  Secretary  depended  on  a  number 
of  officials  for  his  information,   these 
VBiy  officials  being  the  gentlemen  against 
tbom  he  was  appealing.    It  was  all 
nrj  weU  to  talk  about  obstruction  ;  but 
jnit  look  at  the  way  in  which  his  busi- 
BMS  was  obstructed.    He  was  bound  to 
bing  this  matter  forward,  although  his 
clients  would  get  no  satisfaction  what- 
irer,  and  the  Office  in  DubUn  would  go 
on  unrebuked,  uncheckedi  and  imcon- 
Ticted.    It  would  be  a  legislative  farce, 
ind  yet  he  must  go  through  the  farce. 
He  complained  of  the  Department  for 
itAising  to  grant  a  fuller  and  more  im- 
partial inquiry  when  the  first  inquiry 
vu  challenged  on  the  very  strongest 
gnnmds.  He  should,  therefore,  propose 
to  reduce  the  Vote  by  £700,  the  salary 
of  the  Inspector  of  whom  he  complained. 
That  gentleman,  Mr.  Hamilton,  recently 
eomducted  an  inquiry  into  a  disputed 
•lection  in  Cardendonogh,  Inneshowen, 
in  the  county  of  Donegal.     There  were 
tvo  candidates,  Mr.   B.  O'Doherghty, 
and  Mr.  Ackland.    The  result  was  to 
ntnm  the  former  by  a  large  number  of 
Totes.     Complaint  was  made   that  the 
aajority  was  fictitious,  and  that  of  a 
Tuy   large  number    of  votes   entered 
ttflve  was  not  the  least  guarantee  that 
ftsy  were  given.     Mr.  Ackland    had 
MQ  the  member  for  several  years ;  he 
was  a  general  favourite,  and  a  careful 
wnA  economical  Guardian ;  and  they  had 
creiy  reason  to  believe  he  would  be  re- 
elected.   The  Local  Government  Board 
<vdered  an  inquiry,  and  Mr.  Hamilton 
vat  sent  down.  He  certainly  gave  satis- 
ftction  to  a  very  considerable  extent, 
fir  he  struck  off  a  great  number  of  votes ; 
Int  it  was  contended  that  ho  conducted 
fte  investigation  in  such  a  manner  that, 
Wtwitfastanding  the  deductions,  ho  still 
•  allowed  many  invalid  votes  to  remain. 
It  was  pointed  out  that  in  several  of  the 
fmam  where  pluralist  votes  had  been 
irrongly  given,  instead  of  condemning  all 
is  illegal,  he  would  strike  one  or  two  off 
Oat  of  the  number,  although,  surely,  if 
%  TOte  was  illegal,  the  whole  paper  was 
meoaaarily  invalid.    It  was  utterly  in- 
comprehensible how  Mr.  Hamilton  was 
«Ue  to  discriminate  between  these  votes. 
In  a  lot  of  six,  for  instance,  he  would 
eliminate  two,  and  not  invalidate  the 
other  four.    Again,  a  large  number  of 
illiterate  votes  were  objected  to,  because 
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they  were  illegally  marked,  and  the  In- 
spector allowed  some  to  be  illegal,  but 
permitted  others  to  remain.  It  was 
very  clearly  and  distinctly  provided  that 
in  the  case  of  illiterate  votes  a  mark 
must  be  placed  on  the  paper  and  attested 
by  a  witness.  In  a  multitude  of  these 
cases  no  such  attestation  had  been  made. 
Yet  Mr.  Hamilton,  in  the  most  extra- 
ordinary manner,  allowed  some  of  the 
votes,  but  also  refused  to  allow  some  of 
his  own  mistakes  to  be  corrected. 
Again,  other  witnesses  showed  that  the 
marks  had  been  entered  in  their  ab- 
sence, and  without  their  consent,  yet 
Mr.  Hamilton  refused  to  hear  those 
protests.  There  were  other  circum- 
stances of  this  kind,  all  of  which  showed 
that  a  further  inquiry  was  necessary, 
and  he  could  not  at  all  understand  why 
it  had  been  refused.  This  complaint 
had  created  great  public  indignation  in 
the  county,  and  had  excited  much  atten- 
tion, but  he  did  not  suppose  hon.  Mem- 
bers cared  about  it  one  penny  *  It  was, 
of  course,  a  solemn  sham  to  bring  this 
matter  before  the  House  of  Commons ; 
but  as  long  as  the  present  system  con- 
tinued, he  was  obliged  to  do  so. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Item  of  £4,200,  for  Salaries 
of  Inspectors,  be  reduced  by  £700." — 
(J/r.  O'DonnelL) 

Me.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  in  reply  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell),  that  Mr.  Hamilton,  who 
conducted  the  inquiry  to  which  attention 
had  been  called,  was  a  very  able  member 
of  the  staff  of  the  Local  Government 
Board.  The  hon.  Member  had  said  that 
the  same  amount  of  disappointment 
would  be  felt  by  a  person  who  was  un- 
successful in  his  endeavours  to  obtain 
the  appointment  of  Poor  Law  Guardian, 
through  the  decision  of  Mr.  Hamilton, 
as  would  be  felt  by  any  gentleman  who 
might  unsuccessfully  aspire  to  Member- 
ship of  the  House  of  Commons.  The 
answer  to  that  was  that  the  gentleman 
selected  to  inquire  into  this  election  was 
in  every  way  fitted  for  that  duty.  There 
was  no  doubt  that  every  attempt  had 
been  made  by  him  to  arrive  at  a  just 
conclusion,  and  that  substantial  justice 
had  been  done  in  this  matter.  He  had 
no  objection  to  the  hon.  Member  bring- 
ing before  the  House  any  matter  with 
which  it  was  competent  to  deal ;  but  he 
thought  it  desirable  that  the  Committee 
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Bhoold  confine  itself  to  questions  of 
general  supervision.  The  Petition  for 
the  re-hearing  of  the  case  referred  to 
was,  in  his  opinion,  uncalled  for. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  thought  the  reply  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  was  unsatisfactory, 
inasmuch  as  it  did  not,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  go  into  the  merits  of  the  case, 
nor  explain  upon  what  grounds  the  ac- 
tion of  Mr.  Hamilton  was  to  be  defended. 
He  (Mr.  Biggar)  regarded  it  as  a  matter 
of  very  serious  importance  that  persons 
should  have  denied  point  blank  that  the 
signatures  to  the  voting  papers  were 
not  theirs,  and  that  Mr.  Hamilton  had 
not  attempted  to  find  out  the  names  of 
the  parties  whose  names  appeared  upon 
those  papers  as  witnesses.  He  had 
known  of  a  case  of  election  as  Poor  Law 
Guardians,  in  which  certain  persons 
were  prosecuted  and  severely  punished 
for  forging  the  names  of  persons  on  the 
voting  papers.  For  these  reasons,  he 
could  not  help  thinking,  that  if  the 
statements  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  were  correct, 
Mr.  Hamilton  had  thoroughly  neglected 
his  duties  in  the  matter  of  the  Oarden- 
donogh  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians, 
and  he  considered  the  hon.  Member  was 
bound  to  divide  the  Committee  on  his 
Motion,  unless  some  satisfactory  ex- 
planation were  forthcoming.  The  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  was  a  vital 
one,  and  ought  not  to  have  been  decided 
by  an  irresponsible  person.  And  if  the 
allegation  were  true,  that  the  person 
whose  name  appeared  on  the  voting 
paper  declared  that  he  had  not  signed 
it,  the  Government  should  certainly  not 
attempt  to  screen  the  guilty  parties. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  intended 
to  take  a  Division  upon  this  Vote,  al- 
though he  knew  that  he  should  be 
opposed  by  an  overwhelming  number  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  knew  nothing,  and 
cared  nothing,  about  the  Poor  Law 
election  in  Cardendonogh.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  himself  knew  no- 
thing about  it,  and,  very  naturally,  had 
given  no  anwer  whatever  to  the  com- 
plaint made.  If  such  a  case  had  occurred 
in  England,  and,  upon  reference  being 
made  thereto  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  had 
returned  an  answer  similar  to  that 
which  had  just  been  given  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland— namely,  that  tfie 

Mr.  J,  Lotother 


officer  whose  conduct  had  been  com- 
plained  of  was  a  very  valuable  membir 
of  the  staff — such  a  fire  of  indignint 
eloquence  would  have  followed  as  wonU 
have  perturbed  that  singularly  calm  and 
composed  official.  Even  if  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  knew  more  than  1m 
did  about  the  case  in  question,  his  ob* 
servations  upon  it  would  be  thrown  awij 
upon  the  hon.  Gentlemen  by  whoa 
he  was  surrounded.  He  felt  that  in 
dividing  the  Committee  the  divinoa 
would  be  taken  in  the  dark ;  that  sot 
five  Members  would  understand  anj- 
thing  about  the  point  raised ;  and  tlmt 
his  Amendment  would  be  thrown  oat 
in  a  way  that  wotdd  be  typical  of  all 
legislation  relating  to  Ireland.  Hi  I 
would  remind  the  Committee  that  tte 
satisfactory  working  of  legislation  u  a 
whole  depended  upon  the  proper  wal- 
ing of  its  parts;  and  that,  although te 
complaints  brought  forward  by  kia 
might  be  sneered  at  by  hon.  MemlM 
as  microscopic,  the  Government  wbiek 
was  not  fitted  to  endure  microaeopB 
examination  was  undeserving  of  lap- 
port.  He  was  almost  inclined  to  hopi 
that  he  should  get  no  following  iiti 
the  Lobby,  because  that  would  bean* 
suit  typical  of  the  utter  uselessnetfrf 
bringing  before  the  British  ParliaoHil 
complaints  which  it  was  never  cauA- 
tuted  to  deal  with. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — Ayea  I; 
Noes  141:  Majority  138.— (Div.  W, 
No.  196.) 

Me.  BIGGAE  reminded  the  Ourf 
Secretary  for  Ireland  of  a  Quertioa 
which  he  had  addressed  to  him  on  i 
former  occasion  with  regard  to  the  ooa- 
tracts  for  coals  made  by  the  Local  Go- 
vernment Board ;  and  suggested  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  wAw* 
take  to  send  down  an  Inspector  to  in- 
quire into  the  circumstances  complaioM 
of,  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  would  not  tronbk 
the  Committee  with  any  further reinaib 
upon  the  subject  of  the  coal  contracts. 
Failing  that  assurance,  he  would  be 
obliged  to  take  a  Division  with  regtid 
to  this  question^ 

Me.  J.  LOWTHER,  mon  gencrtl 
grounds,  thought  it  desirable  to  remore 
any  suspicion  which  might  exist  concern- 
ing the  contracts  for  coal,  and  woold, 
therefore,  promise   that   an  Inspector 
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honld  be  sent  down  to  inquire  into  the 
Abject. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
oaedy 

*<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £23,007,  be 
nated  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
eceoBury  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will 
ome  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
Bding  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1880,  for  the 
ItUries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Public 
IfotkM  in  Ireland." 

Me.  MITCHELL  HENEY  regretted 
iiat  he  would  be  compelled  to  move  the 
lednction  of  this  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
El, 500,  being  the  salary  of  the  Chair- 
nan  of  the  Board.  The  subject  he  was 
ibout  to  deal  with  was  a  large  one ;  but 
lis  would  endeavour  to  be  as  brief  as 
possible  in  the  remarks  which  he  had 
Id  make.  First  of  all,  he  would  express 
kis  regret  that  the  Forms  of  the  House 
Iflft  no  other  course  open  to  him  than  to 
treat  this  matter,  to  a  certain  extent,  as 
I  personal  one.  But  he  was  boimd  also 
bo  state  his  honest  belief  that  so  long 
IS  the  present  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 
WotVb  remained  in  office  it  would  be 
mpossible  that  the  Department  should 
Im  efficiently  and  satisfactorily  admi- 
nistered. The  Irish  Board  of  Works 
bid  been  the  subject  of  discussion  in 
Ghe  House  of  Commons  for  many  years  ; 
ind,  owiug  to  the  great  number  of  duties 
rhich  it  had  to  perform,  nothing  ana- 
logous to  it  existed  in  this  country. 
Unlike  the  Board  of  Works  in  England, 
it  acted  as  a  body  which  advanced 
money  for  all  kinds  of  works  in  Ire- 
land; it  discharged  duties  relating  to 
Exchequer  loans,  and  the  planning  and 
wrveys  of  railways,  as  well  as  numerous 
Dther  functions.  It  had  also  under  its 
nmtrol  an  annual  expenditure  of  no  less 
than  £200,000,  and  furniture  of  the 
ralue  of  £500,000.  Without  going  into 
the  history  of  the  Department  at  any 
!ength»  he  would  remind  the  Committee 
Jiat  the  Board  of  Works  had  grown  in 
i  very  extraordinary  manner  since  it 
ras  first  originated,  in  1831 .  The  Irish 
Parliament  had  been  alive  to  the  im- 
Mrtance  of  improving  the  inland  navi- 
ration  of  the  country,  and  the  English 
jovemment  also  took  up  the  subject  in 
1831,  and  appointed  a  Board  of  Works 
rith  very  large  powers,  consisting  of 
hree  Commissioners  and  a  staff  to  per- 
'orm  duties  with  regard  to  fisheries,  and 
lie  very  extensive  public  works  then 


going  on  in  Ireland.    The  Committee 
had  heard  of   the    Shannon  Commis- 
sioners, a  body  that  was  perfectly  se- 
parate and  distinct  from  the  Board  of 
Works,  and  who,  to  some  extent,  had 
improved  the  inland  navigation.     Now, 
the  Shannon  Commissioners  having  re- 
ported that  their  works  were  nearly  at 
an  end,  Parliament,  in  1 846,  dissolved 
that  body,  and  merged  them  into  the 
Board  of  Works.     That  point  was  very 
important.     One  of  the  Shannon  Com- 
missioners was  appointed  a  member  of 
the  Board  of  Works,  and  two  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Board  were  appointed  to 
see  to  the  conservancy  and  maintenance 
of  the  Shannon.     Everyone  knew  that 
there  had  been  an  enormous  amount  of 
trouble  connected  with  the  navigation  of 
that  river,  which  was  constantly  over- 
flowing its  banks  and  inundating  large 
tracts  of  the  adjacent  country  ;  and  that 
the  works  to  be  executed  by  the  Shannon 
Commissioners  were  laid  down  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  after  an  expensive  process 
of   inquiry,  by  English  and   Irish  en- 
gineers.     But  he   asserted  that  those 
works  were  never  carried  out  in  the  way 
directed  by  the  Act ;  and  that,  in  some 
instances,  deviations  were  made  of  the 
most  injudicious  character.   The  greatest 
deviation,  however,  was  that  the  works 
had  never  been  completed.     The  Com- 
mittee would  recollect  that  every  two  or 
three  years  complaints  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  the  state  of  the  River 
Shannon  ;  and  that  hon.  Members  who 
had  to  put  them  forward  in  the  House 
could  never  get  any  satisfactory  answers 
to  these  complaints,  because  of  the  im- 
possibility of  fixing  any  body  with  the 
responsibility  for  what   had    occurred. 
The  Board   of  Works  into  which  the 
Shannon  Commissioners  merged,  in  1 85 1 , 
said  truly — '*We   had  nothing  to   do 
with  the  drainage  of  the  Shannon ;  we 
are  not  responsible ;  and  we  will  not  give 
any  information   as  to   whether  these 
works  have  been  properly  executed  or 
not."     The  Shannon  Commissioners,  in 
the  most  adroit  manner,  evaded  their  re- 
sponsibility by  constantly  making  a  se- 
parate Report,  distinct  from  that  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  although  they  had  been 
dissolved  by  Act  of  Parliament.     The 
fact  was,  that  in  all  the  complaints  made 
to  the  House  of  Commons  Parliament 
had  had  to  do  with  a  phantom  Commis- 
sion.    Originally,  the  Board  of  Works 
consisted  of  five  Commissioners,  which 
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number  at  length  sunk  down  to  three, 
the  minimum  according  to  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  In  1864  the  Chief  Oommis- 
sioner  —  Sir  Eichard  GriflBth  —  a  very 
distinguished  man,  and  who  had  recently 
died  at  the  age  of  90  years,  retired  from 
ofiBce ;  and  whilst  he  was  in  retirement 
there  remained  only  two  Commissioners 
on  the  Board,  a  number  insufficient  to 
fulfil  the  requirements  of  the  Act  of 
Parliament.  In  order,  however,  to  keep 
within  the  letter  of  the  law,  Sir  Eichard 
Griffith  was  made  an  !  honorary  Com- 
missioner; and  since  that  time,  when- 
ever complaints  had  been  made  in  the 
House  of  Commons  as  to  the  inability 
of  the  two  Commissioners  to  discharge 
their  duties,  and  as  to  there  being  no 
Board  meetings,  the  answer  of  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  £eland  had  alwaysbeen  that 
— **  The  Board  had  the  inestimable  ad- 
vantage of  the  opinion  of  Sir  Eichard 
Griffith,  that  distinguished  man  who 
knows  everything,  and  takes  an  active 
part  in  the  duties  of  the  Board."  Would 
the  Committee  believe  that  Sir  Eichard 
Griffith,  although  he  had  been  vouched 
for  by  the  Chief  Secretaries  for  Ireland  as 
taking  an  active  part  in  these  duties, 
had  never,  since  the  day  of  his  retire- 
ment in  1864,  entered  the  Office,  and 
that  he  had  never  been  asked  a  question, 
or  in  any  way  consulted  by  the  Com- 
missioners of  the  Board  of  Works  ?  Of 
course,  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  knew 
that  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  of 
the  time  thoroughly  believed  in  the  truth 
of  his  statements  to  the  House  in  this  re- 
spect ;  but  the  facts  were  elicited  in  evi- 
dence before  the  Committee  of  1877,  that 
Sir  Eichard  Griffith  had  never  entered  the 
Office  since  the  day  of  his  retirement,  and 
that  he  had  never  had  one  single  point 
put  before  him.  One  of  the  consequences 
of  this  was  that  the  Board  of  Works 
kept  no  minutes  of  its  proceedings,  for 
it  was  found  out  by  the  Committee  that 
no  minutes  had  been  kept  by  the  Board 
Secretary  for  nearly  1 4  years.  When 
the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Works  was 
asked  about  this,  he  said  that  he  had  never 
known  of  any  minute  book  ever  having 
been  kept;  while  the  cross-examination 
of  the  Secretary  as  to  what  had  become 
of  the  minute  book  was  of  the  most 
amusing  description.  The  fact,  however, 
was  that,  as  long  as  the  Board  was  pro- 
perly constituted,  minutes  were  kept  by 
the  Secretary,  and  duly  signed  by  him 
and  the  Commissioners  on  the  Board ; 

Mr,  Mitchell  H$nry 


but  for  some  years  after  the  retiiemeoi 
of  Sir  Eichard  Griffith  they  were  kept 
very  irreg^arly,  being  in  some  instanoei 
not  signed  at  all.     Since  then  the  Boaid 
had  never  acted  as  a  Board  of  Worki; 
no  minutes  had  been  kept;    and  tin 
Commissioners  themselves  were  actually 
ignorant  that   there  were   any  miooti 
books.      The    Committee  was  famifiir 
with  the  complaints  made  against  th» 
Board  of  Works  two  years  ago,  and 
with  the  fact  that  the  Chief  Secretuy, 
who  was  himself  very  much  dissatiafied 
with  the  state  of  afPiairs,  had,  in  conae- 
quence  of  these  complaints,  promiaed 
that  a  Committee  should  be  appointedto 
go  thoroughly  into  the  question  of  thia 
administration.     Accordingly,  in  1877, 
aDepartmentalCommitteewasappointad 
by  the  Treasury,  consisting  of  the  noUa 
Lord  the  Member  for  Enniskillen  fHa* 
count  Crichton),  the  hon.  Member  fat 
Carlow   County    (Mr.   Elavanagh),  ika 
Hon.  Charles  Freemantle,  Deputy  Mm> 
ter  of  the  Mint,  Mr.  Herbert  Mun^r 
Treasury  Eemembrancer  in  Ireland,  aiid 
himself   (Mr.   Mitchell    Henry).    Hi 
Treasury  also  appointed,  as  Secretaiyll 
this  Committee,  Mr.  W.  E.  Hamiltaa^ 
with  whose   ability  he    believed  erflf 
Member  of  the  Committee  was  deeptf 
impressed.   It  might,  naturally,  be  ai^ 
posed  that  he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Heniy]  had 
not  entered  on   the  proceedings  of  tliaA 
Committee   with    a    strong  impreeaioi 
that  much  good  would  result  from  tba 
inquiry ;  and  owing  to  the  official  de* 
ment  in  it  being  so  large,  he  certain)^ 
did  think  that  there  would  be  difficoltf 
in  making  the  investigation  as  thorough 
as  he  wished  it  to  be.     But  he  beliered 
that  never  had  there  been  a  Committea 
composed  of  men  more  anxious  to  elieil 
truth  than  that  Committee.    The  hen. 
Member  for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Gallan)  had 
spoken,    some    little    time    aso,  toJ 
slightingly  of  the  labours  of  the  Cos* 
mittee,  and,  amongst  other  things,  had 
charged  them  with    having  waated  a 
good  deal  of  public  time ;  but,  certainly 
no  such  charge  could  be  fairly  brought, 
for  the    Committee    sat   for   oonBId€^ 
ably    less    time     than    three    weeka, 
day  by  day,  and  all  day,     The  hon. 
Member  was   one  of  those  who  wer* 
most  loud  in  their  complaints  againat 
the  Board,  although  he  hinted  at  mora 
than  he  stated  concerning  it ;  but  wha 
the  Committee,  as  a  fint  sten,  aaked 
for   the    assistance  of  hon.  Memben 
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▼ho  made  complaints,  they  could  got 

ao  answer  at  all  from  the  hon.  Mem- 

ler  for  Dundalk,  who  would  not  come 

forward.  This  circumstance  was  referred 

to  in  the  Beport  of  the  Oommittee  in 

the  following  terms : — 

*' We  should  mention  that  we  specially  invited 
two  Members  of  Parliament,  who  had  taken  a 
jirooiinent  part  in  those  discussions  last  Session, 
to  come  forward  to  assist  our  inquiry  ;  but  one 
declined  our  offer,  and  the  other  took  no  notice 
of  it." 

Therefore,  he  thought  that  no  notice 
should  be  taken  of  what  was  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk.      The 
Heport  of  the  Committee  was  produced 
in  June,  1878;  and  although  they  were 
now   in  July,   1879,  nothing  whatever 
had  been  done  in  this  matter.      Hon. 
Members  had  stimulated  the  Govern- 
ment bj  Questions,  and  they  had  been 
informed  that  the  subject  was  coming 
on ;  but  he  was  convinced  that  nothing 
Tould  be  done  unless  the  House   put 
mne  pressure  upon  the  Government. 
This  was  not  the  tirst  inquiry  which  had 
been  held  upon  the  Board  of  Works,  for 
in  1871   the  Government  now    out   of 
Oflbse  appointed  a  Committee  of  Inquiry, 
at  the  head  of  which  was  Lord  Lans- 
downe,  and  that  Committee  made  a  very 
important  Report.     But  what  became  of 
ttat  Beport  ?    That  would  be  seen  from 
ths  Report  of  the  Committee,  of  which 
k  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  was  a  Member, 
which  said — 

"In  the  course  of  our  inquiries  wo  had  occa- 
■w  to  make  frequent  reference,  as  was  contem- 
risked  in  our  instructions,  to  the  Report  made 
By  Lord  Lansdowne's  Committee  in  1872,  and 
«e  most  express  our  surprise  at  the  way  in 
which  it  was  dealt  with  by  the  Chairman. 
Though  jour  Lordship's  instructions  respecting 
it  were  communicated  to  the  Board  in  a  formal 
frinted  minute,  which  was  made  an  official  re- 
eord,  yet  the  Reuort  itself,  upon  which  the 
■inute  was  framed,  and  without  which  it  could 
kttdly  be  properly  understood,  was  retained 
)j  the  Chairman  as  a  confidential  document. 
ne  found  that  the  Report  had  never  been  com- 
■naicated  by  him  to  the  Assistant  Cominis- 
■oner,  or  any  of  the  officers  of  the  Deptirt- 
nent,  and  that,  as  regards  the  general  adminis- 
tntion  of  the  Office,  it  has,  for  all  practical 
pvposee,  remained  a  dead  letter.  We  cannot 
tldnk  that  this  was  the  intention  of  your  Lord- 
■iiipi,  or  that  the  course  taken  by  the  Chairman 
^  been  conducive  to  public  interests.'* 

^niat  was  the  way  in  which  the  Eeport 
of  Lord  Lansdowne's  Committee  was 
dealt  with.  But  the  House  had  been 
farther  bamboozled  over  this  Keport ; 
heeaiuewhen  it  became  known  that  this 


important  Committee  had  reported.  Ques- 
tions began  to  bo  asked  about  it  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  in  answer  to  one  of 
them,  said — 

"  That  the  Report  examined  a  very  wide  field, 
and  had  been  reforrod  to  a  Committee,  owing 
to  a  difference  of  opinion  botwecnthe  Chaii*man 
of  the  Committee  and  the  C^hairman  of  the 
Board.  .  .  .  but  that  the  Tnjasury  had  now 
come  to  a  decision  on  the  subject,  and  it  was  on 
the  point  of  being  carried  out." 

That  recommendation  had  never  been 
carried  out  at  all ;  it  had  never  even  been 
communicated  to  the  Colleagues  of  the 
Chairman  ;  and  it  had  never  been  com- 
municated to  the  noble  Lord  in  his 
Office  ;  and  it  was  found  out,  by  the 
Committee  of  1877,  that  the  Report  in 
question  had  been  allowed  to  remain  a 
dead  letter,  and,  he  must  add,  treated 
in  a  very  contemptuous  and  improper 
manner,  by  being  put  into  the  pocket  of 
the  Chairman  and  allowed  to  remain 
without  any  notice  whatever  being  taken 
of  it.  Under  those  circumstances,  and 
in  view  of  a  great  many  other  points 
which  came  before  them,  the  Committee 
found  it  to  be  their  duty  to  make  a  re- 
commendation, which  he  was  obliged  to 
refer  to  at  some  length.  When  the  Com- 
mittee remembered  of  whom  the  Com- 
mittee was  composed,  they  would  see 
that  it  was  not  at  all  likuly  that  any 
direct  recommendation  would  be  made 
for  the  retirement  of  the  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  Works,  unless  under  a 
sense  of  deep  responsibility.  The  Com- 
mittee, therefore,  wrapped  up  the  inti- 
mation as  delicately  as  they  could  at  the 
end  of  their  Report  in  this  way — 

"  Wo  hope  that  the  recommendations  already 
made  will  more  eff'cctually  secure  to  the  public 
the  advantages  intended  by  the  Legislature; 
and  that  they  wiU,  in  great  measure,  remedy 
the  defects  in  the  administrsition  of  the  Board. 
At  the  same  time,  wo  feel  that  the  Head  of  this 
important  Department  should  possess  unusual 
adminiHtrative  abilities  ;  that  he  should  com- 
mand your  Lordships'  entire  confidence  by  a 
vigorous  and  comprehensive  gnisp  of  the  sub- 
jects ^'ith  which  ho  is  called  upon  to  deal ;  and 
that  he  should  be  able,  both  in  his  recommenda- 
tions to  the  Treasury  and  in  his  communiaitions 
with  the  public,  to  enforce  his  views  with  autho- 
rity. Nothing  can  be  farther  from  our  inten- 
tion than  to  deprecate  the  merits  of  the  proacnt 
Chairman,  or  detract  from  the  value  of  his  long 
and  (we  may  add)  distinguished  public  services. 
Nothing  can  exceed  the  zeal  with  which  he  has 
applied  himself  to  his  work,  or  the  conscientious 
industry  which  he  has  brought  to  bear  ui)on  it. 
It  is  possible,  however,  that  after  so  lung  a 
period  of  service,  rendered  peculiarly  ardi 
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in  consequence  of  the  incomplete  constitution  of 
the  Board,  he  may  now  feel  unequal  to  the  strain 
which  our  view  of  the  responsibilities,  if  ap- 
proved by  your  Lordships,  would  necessarily 
entail,  so  as  to  enable  him  to  do  full  justice  to 
himself,  as  well  as  to  the  Department :  and,  if 
so,  while  regrettinff  that  the  Board  should  be 
deprived  of  the  advantage  of  his  great  experi- 
ence, we  think  that  he  should  bo  afforded  an 
opportunity  of  retiring,  and  that  a  special  pen- 
sion should  be  secured  to  him." 

Such  was  the  delicate  recommendation 
that  the  Chairman  should  quit  office. 
This  portion,  however,  of  the  Report 
was  dissented  from  by  the  noble  Lord 
the  Member  for  Enniskillen  (Viscount 
Crichton),  who  appended  to  the  Beport 
the  following  statement : — 

"  I  regret  I  am  unable  to  concur  in  the  re- 
commendation contained  in  paragraph  324 
above,  which  I  cannot  but  regard  as  equivalent 
to  an  intimation  that  the  retirement  of  the 
Chairman  is  desirable.  While  I  have  not  hesi- 
tated, in  the  course  of  the  Report,  to  join  in  the 
censure  passed  on  the  action  of  the  Board  in 
certain  respects,  and  for  which  Colonel  McKerlio, 
in  his  capacity  as  Chairman,  must  be  regarded 
as  responsible ;  still,  on  the  whole  of  the  evi- 
dence  submitted  to  us,  I  cannot  see  sufficient 
grounds  to  warrant  such  a  reflection  upon  his 
management  of  the  business  of  the  Board,  and 
I  should  be  glad  to  think  that  the  advantage  of 
his  great  experience  and  intimate  acquaintance 
with  the  duties  of  the  Office  should  be  preserved 
to  the  Department  in  the  future." 

The  Treasury,  in  his  opinion,  should 
have  taken  into  account  the  persons  from 
whom  this  recommendation  in  favour  of 
the  retirement  of  the  Chairman  emanated ; 
and  he  thought  that  the  Treasury  ought 
by  that  time  to  have  read  their  evidence, 
and  to  have  ascertained  whether  or  not 
there  existed  good  grounds  for  intimating 
to  the  Chairman  that  he  should  retire. 
For  his  own  part,  he  was  fully  con- 
vinced, though  he  regretted  to  say  it, 
that  the  Board  could  not  be  efficient  if 
the  present  Chairman  was  not  succeeded 
by  some  officer  who  would  take  a  wider 
view  of  his  duties.  The  present  Chair- 
man was  precisely  one  of  those  men  who 
ought  not  to  be  at  the  head  of  the  Board 
of  Works ;  he  was  a  man  who  insisted 
upon  the  smallest  letter,  and  the  smallest 
minute,  passing  through  his  hands ;  in 
short,  he  insisted  upon  doing  everything 
himself,  and  was,  therefore,  without 
that  most  essential  power  in  public 
men  of  making  use  of  other  people. 
The  greatest  hardship,  inconvenience, 
and  cruelty  had  been  inJBicted  upon 
individuals,  and  upon  localities,  in  con- 
sequence of  the  physical  and  mental 
impossibility  of  the  Chairman  attend- 
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ing  to  aU  the  duties  which  he  inosted 
upon  performing.  He  could  not  under- 
stand why  Her  Majesty's  Oovemme&fc 
had  determined  upon  keeping  tbiogi 
in  their  present  state.  They  had  not 
even  appointed  the  three  Commii- 
sioners  required  by  the  Act  of  Pailii- 
ment,  and  the  Board  was,  in  comt- 
quence,  at  that  moment  absolutdjf 
illegal  in  its  constitution.  It  was  now 
necessary  for  him  to  give  some  exanmb 
to  show  that  the  Committee  were  justified 
in  their  complaint.  The  inland  nan- 
gation  of  Ireland  cost  £5,000,000,  and 
the  works  were  now  almost  useless,  for 
two  reasons.  First,  they  had  been  Teiy 
much  superseded  by  railways ;  seoondlj, 
they  were  useless,  because  they  were  nol 
connected  with  each  other.  Moreorer, 
they  had  been  imperfectly  finished,  tad 
hardly  one  of  them  was  in  a  fit  conditki 
for  navigation.  The  Committee  would  Me^ 
by  the  instance  he  was  about  to  refer  ti 
particularly,  how  the  public  money  hid 
been  squandered  in  Ireland.  TheBaUiaif* 
more  and  Ballyconnell  Canal  passed  be- 
tween Lough  Erne  and  the  Biver  8bii* 
non.  The  works  were  undertaken,  it 
conjunction  with  the  arterial  drainigi 
of  the  district,  under  the  Act  of  18^ 
They  were  executed  between  1846  ail 
1859,  at  a  cost  of  £228,652,  of  wbiA 
£198,652  formed  a  charge  upon  tba 
public  funds.  Now,  in  1860  the  Bond 
reported  that  this  canal  was  com|d0lik 
and  handed  it  over,  in  the  usual  waji  te 
trustees,  who  would  have  to  maintam  % 
while  the  inhabitants  would  have  to  f^ 
pay  the  amount  of  the  loans  expended 
thereon.  The  trustees,  who  were  gefr 
tlemen  in  the  district,  after  receiTisf 
the  notice  that  the  canal  was  complete^ 
unfortunately  took  possession  of  it;  and 
— this  was  the  point — afterwards  de- 
sired the  county  engineer  to  examin 
the  works,  and  to  report  upon  their  ooa- 
dition.  This  Eeport  had  been  duljrfoi^ 
warded  to  the  Board  of  Works  witbia 
a  few  weeks  of  the  so-called  completw* 
of  the  works ;  but  it  was  concealed  by 
them,  and  was  only  ferreted  out  bj  tbe 
inquiry  of  the  Committee  of  1877.  And 
this  was  what  the  Report  said — 

'*The  absolutely  useless  condition  of  tbt 
canal,  indeed,  was  only  made  dear  in  the  Be- 
port of  Mr.  Pratt,  the  county  supreyor  of  !/»• 
trim  and  engineer  to  the  trustees,  inunsdisMf 
after  the  transfer  had  taken  place.  That  Be- 
port was  duly  forwarded  to  the  Board  of  Worb; 
but  the  facts  disclosed  in  it,  which  are  tdertwf 
conclusive,  have  never  been  nuuia  pnUie  till  bo*' 
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The  Beport  nhowB  that  at  the  time  the  banks 
were  griying  way,  and  had  been  improperly- 
sloped,  which  was  oaasing  a  considerable  de- 
posit of  mod-r^that  the  towing  patii  had  been 
badly  made — ^that  some  of  the  locks  had  been 
80  defectively  constructed,  that  the  masonry  was 
forced  out  and  the  sides  leaked — that  the  gear- 
ing and  uprights  of  some  of  the  Juices  had 
worked  loose ;  that  the  approaches  to  most  of  the 
bridges  had  subsided ;  tluit  the  lock  houses  were 
crumbling  down;  and  that  the  articles  of  pro- 
perty handed  over,  such  as  dredges  and  barges, 
were  old,  rotten,  and  worn  out. 

One  member  of  the  Board  of  Works,  on 
behalf  of  the  Government,  had  made  a 
great  deal  of  the  fact  that  not  only  had 
Siey  handed  oyer  the  works,  but  also 
the  dredges  and  barges  to  the  trustees, 
and  said  that  this  was  an  act  of  great 
liberality.  Innumerable  complaints  had 
been  made  to  the  trustees  of  this  state 
of  things;  but  the  canal,  to  that  day, 
remained  simply  a  mass  of  mud  and 
yegetable  matter.  He  would  now  pass 
to  another  subject — namely,  the  Hind 
Hiver  drainage,  which,  after  many  com- 
plaints had  been  made  to  the  Board  of 
Works,  was  found  to  be  perfectly  use- 
less. After  tremendous  pressure  had 
been  put  upon  the  Qovemment,  an  In- 
spector was  directed  to  go  down  and 
examine  this  particular  work.  The 
Board  of  Works  sent  down  their  assist- 
ant engineer  to  see  what  was  the  cause 
of  the  obstruction,  and  he  very  promptly 
reported  that  the  works  had  never  been 
thoroughly  executed ;  that  there  was  a 
great  quantity  of  back  water ;  and  that 
the  Board  of  Works,  having  undertaken 
the  work  and  received  money  for  it,  were 
bound  to  remedy  the  existing  evils.  On 
the  return  of  this  officer  to  Dublin,  the 
Chairman  himself  went  down  to  look  at 
the  works,  and,  without  taking  any 
measurements,  or  doing  anything  but 
walking  about,  with  his  umbrella  in  his 
hand,  made  a  counter  Beport,  which  left 
the  evil  without  any  redress  at  all.  Sub- 
sequently, he  might  add,  the  Treasury 
interfered,  and  took  some  steps.  An- 
other important  matter  was  with  respect 
to  an  Act  which  had  been  passed,  as 
was  well  known,  with  the  object  of  pro- 
viding for  the  erection  of  dwelling 
houses  for  the  poor.  What  had  been 
done  with  respect  to  that  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland  ought  to  direct  his  particular 
attention  to  the  subject ;  because  it  had 
been  found  that  lodging  houses  for  the 
labouring  classes  in  Ireland  had  not 
been  erected,  as  had  been  expected.    It 


had  been  found  that  the  cause  for  that 
had  been  the  action  of  the  Board  of 
Works,  or,  rather,  of  the  Chedrman  of 
the  Board,  for  that  gentleman  had  re- 
fused to  carry  out  the  Act,  because  he 
did  not  approve  of  its  policy.  The 
reason  which  had  been  alleged  by  the 
Board  for  not  interfering  in  that  matter 
was  that  the  applications  made  were 
not  for  a  benevolent,  but  for  a  remu-t 
nerative  purpose.  One  man  had  ex- 
pended a  good  deal  of  money  for  the 
erection  of  lodging  houses,  and  when 
the  Act  was  passed  he  asked  for  a 
loan  from  the  Board,  but  it  was  refused; 
and  it  turned  out  that  the  only  ground 
for  refusing  it  was  that  the  Board  con- 
sidered that  the  erection  of  these  lodg- 
ing houses  would  produce  some  profit  to 
the  builder.  If  the  matter  had  been 
brought  before  any  Board,  such  an  ab- 
surd construction  of  the  Act  could  not 
have  been  arrived  at ;  but  the  Chairman 
took  upon  himself  to  construe  the  Act 
of  Parliament  exactly  as  he  liked,  and, 
in  consequence,  the  Act  had  become 
nearly  a  dead  letter.  Numbers  of  cases 
equally  as  absurd,  and  equally  cruel, 
and,  in  some  respects,  more  ludicrous 
than  the  one  to  which  he  had  drawn 
attention,  had  occurred.  There  was 
another  matter  to  which  he  would  allude 
— there  was  an  architect  connected  with 
the  Board  of  Works.  What  happened 
as  regarded  him  ?  A  loan  was  applied 
for  to  enable  dwelling  houses  to  be 
erected  in  Belfast ;  but  the  architect 
said  that  he  knew  Belfast  very  well,  and 
that  there  were  too  many  houses  there 
already.  He  declined  to  examine  the 
locality,  and  simply  reported  to  the 
Chairman  that  no  grant  ought  to  be 
made  for  the  erection  of  lodging  houses 
in  Belfast.  Another  point  arose  in  con- 
nection with  the  architect — but  he  would 
not  go  into  it  if  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Chief  Secretary  would  give 
some  information  as  to  whether  any- 
thing had  been  done  with  regard  to  it 
— namely,  the  architect  was  the  h^ad  of 
a  building  society.  The  architect  held 
a  most  anomalous  position  in  advising 
the  Board  as  to  grants  of  money  for  the 
erection  of  lodging  houses,  while,  at 
the  same  time,  he  was  connected  with  a 
large  building  society  which  granted 
money  for  the  very  same  purposes. 
That  was  directly  contrary  to  the  in- 
structions of  the  Treasury;  and  in  the 
Beport   the    Commissioners   drew  the 
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attention  of  the  Treasury  to  that  fact. 
He  thought  that  the  Treasury  ought  to 
take  some  notice  of  it,  and  should  take 
care  that  it  did  not  occur  again.     These 
matters  caused  enormous  irritation   in 
Ireland ;  and  he  believed  that  they  were 
the  cause  of  half  the  discontent  that 
existed  in  that  country.  He  would  not  go 
further  into  these  matters ;  but  he  would 
distinctly  ask    what    the    Government 
was  going  to  do  with  the  Board  and  with 
the  Chairman,  and  whether  the  various 
recommendations  of  the  Commissioners, 
for  the    better    administration  of   the 
Board,  were  to  be  carried  out  ?    Would 
the  Oommittee  believe  that  the  Board  of 
Works  had  about  £500,000  of  furniture 
under  its  care,  and  that  it  had  no  in- 
ventory of  it !     Since  the  Report,  it  was 
said  that  something  had  been  done;  but 
he  could  not  speak  with  certainty.    He 
could  not  imagine  any  Board  as  negli- 
gent as  the  Board  of  Works  in  Ireland. 
In  bringing  forward   the  Motion  they 
directly  impugned  the  management  of 
the  Board  of  Works,  and  the  conduct 
of  the  Chairman;   and  in  asking  the 
Government  whether  they  insisted  upon 
retaining  the  Chairman  in  his  present 
office,  with  the  experience  that  had  been 
brought  out  in  the  Eeport,  he  might  say 
that  they  were  thoroughly  convinced  of 
the  integrity  and  ability  of  the  subor- 
dinate officers  of  the  Department.     He 
begged  to  move  the  reduction  of  the 
Vote  by  the  amount  of  the  salary  of  the 
Chairman. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding^  £21,507,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Public  Works 
in  Ireland."— (ifr.  Mitchell  Henry,) 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  wished  to 
bring  before  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee one  point  in  connection  with  that 
matter.  He  agreed  with  the  general 
question  brought  forward  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway,  and  thought  that, 
as  the  Board  of  Works  was  at  present 
organized,  nothing  could  be  expected 
from  it.  That  was  abundantly  proved 
by  the  evidence  brought  before  the 
Committee.  The  point  which  he  wished 
especially  to  urge  upon  the  notice  of  the 
Treasury  was  a  suggestion  that  had 
been  made,  to  the  effect  that  power 
should  be    granted  to   the   Board   of 

Mr.  MiUhM  M$nry 
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Works  to  enable  it  to  make  admnfi**? 
the  managers  of  industrial  sobools*  ^ 
to  the  close  of  1876  over  £l60,0O^ 
been  expended  by  the  managers  ^  ^ 
dustrial  schools  in  buildings, 
were  no  powers  in  the  Irish 
abling  grants  to  be  made  to 
schools.  Some  powers  had  been 
to  the  local  bodies  in  Engl 
cently  to  make  advances  for 
and  building  those  schools,  ani 
school  boards  had  also  facilitii 
getting  money  from  the  T: 
spreading  the  re- payment  over  a 
ber  of  years.  What  he  would 
Government  now  to  consider 
feasibility  of  extending  to  the  mai 
of  industrial  schools  in  IrelanC  (( 
power  of  obtaining  loans  froia.  t$ 
Board  of  Works,  and,  in  fact,  gnan^ 
them  the  facilities  that  were  afforded  ^- 
the  Glebe  Land  Act.  That  would 
able  the  Board  of  Works  to  make 
vances  to  the  extent  of  two-thirdi 
the  building  of  industrial  schools, 
would  not  press  the  Government  for 
answer  on  that  occasion ;  bat  he 
the  subject  to  be  considered. 

Mr.   a.  MOOEE  said,  that  for 
last  two  or  three  years  he  had  pi 
the  Government  to  permit  loans  io 
made  to  these  schools  in  Ireland, 
proposal  fell  through,  because  the 
Gentleman  the  Secretary  to  the  ' 
sury,  after  consulting  the  Treasury 
thorities,  stated  that  he  had  come  to 
conclusion  that  it  would  be  im; 
to  do  it,  because  they  could  not  ol 
proper  security.     Of  course,  if  wc 
could  not  be  given,  loans  ooold  not 
expected.     But  there  were  many  e' 
where  very  ample   security  could 
given.    In  some  cases  100  statute! 
or  more  of  land  were  possessed  wittj 
three  or  four  miles  of  a  large  towBf  •■ 
the  value  of  that  land  for  building^ 
poses  must  be  very  great.    There  toi* 
be  no  difficulty,  he  felt  sure,  as  to^ 
security,  if  the  Government  would  ^ 
the  power  to  grant  the  loans.  Ofco'* 
if  people  could  not  find  securitfiW 
coidd  not  expect  loans.    But  ^^^, 
many  cases  where  it  could  be  foaad; 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  wise* 
those  cases  to  grant  money  to  be  if** 
in  works  of  so  useful  a  character. 

Mr.  ERRINGTON  said,  that  ^ 
was  no  Department  of  the  Public  S*** 
vice  in  Ireland  which  was  ao  "^•'^j 
want  of  proper  organization  aa  theBotf^ 
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of  Works.  His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Oalway  had  touched  upon 
various  points  into  whioh  the  Oommis- 
sion  had  inquired;  but  there  was  one 

Soint  excluded  from  that  inquiry.  He 
id  not  think  that  anybody  who  had 
been  upon  the  Committee  alluded  to  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  County 
Cork  (Colonel  Colthurst)  could  help 
being  struck  by  the  remarkable  evi- 
dence that  was  given  on  that  subject. 
They  were  not  inquiring  into  the  effi- 
ciency of  the  Board  of  Works,  but  the 
question  came  before  them  indirectly. 
The  carrying  out  of  the  Land  Act  was 
intrusted  to  the  Board  of  Works  ;  and  it 
had  been  shown  that  the  whole  action 
of  the  Board  in  respect  of  it  had  been 
most  destructive  and  most  useless,  and, 
in  fact,  of  so  detrimental  a  character 
that  it  was  impossible  to  find  Parlia- 
mentary language  in  which  to  express 
his  opinion  of  it.  It  was  shown  that, 
although  the  Board  of  Works  kept 
minute  books,  yet  more  than  one  Com- 
missioner was  never  known  to  sit.  Many 
curious  things  of  that  sort  came  out  in 
respect  to  the  Board.  It  seemed  to  him 
that  the  most  serious  charge  which  had 
been  made  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Galway  was,  that  since  the  Re- 
port of  the  Commission,  the  Govern- 
ment had  done  nothing  to  carry  out  its 
recommendations  and  reform  the  Board 
of  Works.  The  object  of  the  Commis- 
sion was  to  ascertain  and  point  out  those 
abuses  which  existed ;  and  unless  some 
assurance  were  given  that  the  recom- 
mendations of  the  Committee  would  be 
carried  out  upon  a  comprehensive  scale, 
they  could  not  be  satisfied.  He  hoped 
that  his  hon.  Friend  would  elicit  some 
statement  from  the  Oovemment  as  to 
what  was  going  to  be  done  in  the  matter. 
They  would  not  be  satisfied  merely  with 
some  small  insignificant  changes  of  de- 
tail, for  a  thorough  re-constitution  of  the 
Department  was  required.  He  would 
ask  the  indulgence  of  the  Committee  to 
state,  with  reference  to  a  Vote  passed 
in  the  earlier  part  of  the  evening,  when 
he  was  not  in  the  House,  that  he  should 
not  have  thought  it  his  duty  to  vote  for 
the  Amendment,  because  the  Oovem- 
ment was  vriUing  to  a^ree  to  the  Queen's 
Colleges  Estimates  bemg  taken  at  a  later 
period. 

Mb.  p.  MAETm  thought  that  they 
were  very  much  indebted  to  the  hon. 
Member  for  Galway  for  the  exhaustive 


speech  in  which  he  had  brought  that 
matter  before  the  notice  of  the  Com- 
mittee. The  Beport  to  which  he  had 
drawn  attention  had  been  before  the 
Gt)vemment  since  June,  1878,  and  he 
regretted  to  say  that  not  one  single  step 
had  been  taken  to  carry  out  the  recom- 
mendations contained  in  it.  He  could 
understand  it  might  be  alleged  that  the 
difficulties  which  no  doubt  existed  in 
determining  the  future  organization  and 
constitution  of  the  Board  of  Works  was 
an  excuse  for  the  singular  inactivity  on 
the  part  of  the  Government,  so  far  as 
respected  the  re-constitution  of  the  De- 
partment. But  it  had  been  very  clearly 
shown  that  the  action  of  the  Commis- 
sioners had  been  much  obstructed  by 
the  various  Acts  of  Parliament  which 
directed  the  operation  of  the  Board  and 
controlled  its  actions.  Those  Acts  of 
Parliament  were  of  a  most  complicated 
character,  and  many  of  them  were  con- 
tradictory; many  had  been  long  since 
repealed,  and  others  substituted  for 
them,  and  the  Heport  had  recommended 
that  they  should  be  consolidated.  Those 
interested  in  the  progress  of  Ireland  not 
unjustly  complained  that  not  one  single 
step  had  been  taken  since  June,  1878, 
in  respect  to  the  consolidation  or  amend- 
ment of  any  of  those  Statutes.  No 
Board  more  widely  affected  the  wel- 
fare of  Ireland  than  the  Board  of 
Works.  The  duties  of  the  Board  of 
Works  concerned  every  part  of  Ireland ; 
and  it  was  incumbent  upon  the  Govern- 
ment to  make  the  law,  by  which  the 
action  of  the  Board  was  regulated  and 
controlled,  as  plain  and  simple  as 
possible.  Was  it  not  a  matter  in  which 
they,  as  Irish  Members,  had  cause  to 
complain  that,  in  consequence  of  the 
lethargy  of  Her  Majesty's  Gt)vemment, 
they  had  been  deprived  of  the  benefit  of 
the  Drainage  Acts  in  Ireland,  inasmuch 
as  they  were  wholly  and  entirely  un- 
workable ?  If  the  Drainage  Acts  were 
properly  worked  a  good  deal  might  be 
effected  in  Ireland  towards  the  reclama- 
tion of  waste  land,  and  very  g^eat  good 
might  be  done  for  the  people.  The 
result  of  the  inquiry  instituted  by  the 
Commissioners  named  by  the  Govern- 
ment was  made  known  so  far  back  as 
June,  1878  ;  yet  since  that  time  no  step 
had  been  taken  to  carry  out  their  re- 
commendations. Was  it  wonderful, 
under  those  circumstances,  that  there 
should  be  the  widespread  demand  in 
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Ireland  for  Home  Bule,  when  they 
found  the  English  Parliament  unable 
to  grapple  and  deal  with  those  matters 
which  affected  the  welfare  of  Ireland  ? 
The  suggestions  which  had  been  re- 
ferred to  had  been  made  by  gentlemen 
appointed  by  the  Government  itself, 
and  they  were  of  importance  to  the  farm- 
ing classes,  the  landed  classes,  and  to 
every  rank  of  people  in  Ireland ;  but 
they  had,  nevertheless,  been  left  wholly 
neglected.  He  trusted  that  the  entire 
subject  would  engage  the  early  attention 
of  the  Government ;  and  that  they  would 
be  preptired  not  only  to  give  effect  to 
the  recommendations  in  the  Beport,  but 
to  submit  some  bolder  and  more  compre- 
hensive scheme,  as  had  been  so  properly 
suggested  to  the  House,  early  next 
Session. 

Sir  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  the  Government  had  been 
charged  with  neglecting  to  carry  out  the 
recommendations  made  by  the  Com- 
mittee appointed  a  year  ago.  It  was 
said  that  it  was  a  scandal  that  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Committee  should 
have  been  left  uncared  for,  particularly 
when,  if  the  Drainage  Acts  had  been 
carried  out,  very  great  benefit  might 
have  resulted  to  Ireland  in  the  present 
state  of  affairs.  He  hoped  to  be  able  to 
satisfy  the  Committee  tnat  the  Govern- 
ment were  not  so  much  to  blame  as  they 
had  been  represented.  When  the 
Heport  of  the  Committee  came  into  his 
hands  he  need  scarcely  say  that,  al- 
though it  was  by  no  means  a  short 
docuaiont,  he  made  it  his  duty  to  ascer- 
tain and  to  examine  the  recommenda- 
tions which  it  embodied.  With  regard 
to  the  recommendations  as  to  the  con- 
solidation of  the  Acts  dealing  with  the 
administration  of  the  Bocird  of  Works 
in  Ireland,  the  Treasury  at  once  in- 
structed gentlemen  competent  to  deal 
with  the  matter  to  prepare  a  codification 
of  those  Acts.  Since  that  time,  a  codi- 
fication had  been  in  course  of  prepara- 
tion ;  but  numerous  Statutes  had  to  be 
gone  into,  and  the  labour  of  codification 
was  very  great,  and  could  not  be  done  at 
a  moment's  notice.  So  far  as  the  work 
of  codification  was  concerned,  he  hoped 
that  the  Government,  before  long,  would 
be  enabled  to  put  before  the  House  a 
complete  and  sound  codification  of  those 
Acts.  That,  no  doubt,  was  a  very 
important  item  of  the  recommenda- 
tions made  by    the    Committee  ;     but 

iff.  P.  Mdriin 


there  were  various  smaller  items,  sad 
to  those  attention  had  also  beei 
given.  With  regard  to  the  cue  d 
the  Galway  Mills,  an  inquiry  into  tb 
matter  had  not,  at  the  present  momsi^ 
been  commenced ;  but  a  g^ntbui 
had  been  appointed  for  the  purpotaol 
making  the  inquiry,  and  would  cobp 
mence  his  labours  in  a  short  timib 
There  was  another  point  which  hll 
been  dealt  with  in  the  recommendatioi% 
and  which  would  also  form  the  sal^ 
of  the  earnest  consideration  of  his  luM 
hon.  Friend  the  Chancellor  of  the  &• 
chequer — namely,  as  to  the  necessity  te 
further  inquiry,  by  Boyal  ComnuMUMi 
into  the  navigation  system  in  Irekai 
That  Commission  had  been  delsyedil 
consequence  of  some  further  mattai| 
which  his  right  hon.  Friend  wished  to 
be  inquired  into.  He  thought  he  mkU 
fairly  say  that  the  Commission  wouldlil 
issued  before  very  long.  But, 
the  gravest  charge  that  had  been 
forward  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
way  was  that  the  Government  had  dtti 
nothing  to  carry  out  the  recommeod^ 
tions  of  the  Committee  with  regtidM 
the  re-construction  of  the  Board  m 
Works.  Although  he  (Sir  Henry  SAm^ 


Ibbetson)  quite  admitted  that,  to  VK 
one  who  had  gone  so  thoroughly  into  Hi 
question  as  his  hon.  Friend,  it 
seem  a  very  simple  matter,  yet  the 
commendations  of  the  Committee  if^'; 
peared  to  the  Government  to  iiiiihri^t 
a  very  wide  and  difficult  field.  S^ 
questions  raised  extended  not  onlj  1^ 
the  Board  of  Works  itself,  but  wm 
into  other  subjects  affecting  the  iMm 
Government  Board  and  other  bodies  k 
Ireland.  His  right  hon.  Friend  Aft 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  hadMtr; 
poned  the  matter  with  the  view  of  Jui^ 
self  making  an  inquiry  into  the  whflb 
system,  and  with  a  view  of  8eeii| 
whether  a  large  part  of  the  duties  at  pe* 
sent  performed  by  the  Public  Wod* 
Office  in  Ireland  might  not  be  mick 
more  properly  intrusted  to  the  ImA 
Government  Board.  The  Public  Wods 
Office  in  Ireland  performed  a  gMl 
many  more  duties  than  the  correspondiag 
Department  in  England.  Many  of  then 
functions  might,  it  was  thought,  be  P/Cf 
properly  transferred  to  the  Loctl  Oe* 
vernment  Board.  Therefore,  itwasaiA 
desirable  to  make  any  altexutions  in  tin 
Board  of  Works  until  it  was  abeolnte^ 
decided  whether  it  should  be  retained  ii 
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its  present  form.  In  his  humble  judg- 
ment, the  time  would  have  been  lost  in 
the  settlement  of  the  question  by  their 
not  having  dealt  with  the  matter  in  a 
Lurry.  Under  those  circumstances,  a 
new  history  in  local  government  in  Ire- 
land might  be  created,  and  the  local 
works  in  Ireland  might  be  brought 
ander  the  control  of  the  Local  Govern- 
ment Board.  No  doubt  the  Local 
Government  Office  would  have  to  be 
strengthened,  in  order  to  enable  it  to 
carry  out  those  additional  duties;  and 
the  Board  of  Works  would  continue  to 
look  after  buildings,  furniture,  and 
kindred  details.  The  staff  of  the  present 
Office  of  Works  would  be  transferred  to 
the  Local  Government  Office,  and  in 
that  way  the  scheme  contemplated  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  would  not  involve 
greatly  increased  expenditure.  That 
was  the  excuse  which  the  Government 
offered  for  not  having  as  yet  interfered 
to  carry  out  that  particular  recommenda- 
tion of  the  Committee.  There  was  one 
other  question  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  Member  for  County  Gal  way 
approached  at  great  length,  and  he 
hoped  that  he  would  pardon  him  if  he 
stated  that  he  could  not  agree  with  his 
opinions.  The  hon.  Member  had  pointed 
to  the  Chairman  of  the  Board  of  Works, 
and  to  the  Beport  of  the  Committee 
upon  him.  The  recommendations  of  the 
Committee  were  certainly  made  in  very 
discreet  and  courteous  language ;  but 
those  recommendations  pointed  to  no- 
thing less  than  the  retirement  of  Colonel 
McKerlie.  He  would  point  out  that 
Colonel  McKerlie  was  an  officer  who 
had  done  very  great  pubUc  service,  and 
was  a  most  indefatigable  and  most  ener- 
getic functionary.  Numerous  Acts  of 
Parliament  which  had  been  beneficial  to 
Ireland  in  their  results  had  their  origin 
in  his  suggestions.  After  the  most 
careful  consideration  of  the  evidence 
adduced  before  the  Committee  and  of 
their  Beport,  he  could  not  help  thinking 
that  the  suggestion  with  regard  to 
Colonel  McKerUe's  retirement  was  made 
under  a  misapprehension  of  the  facts. 
Colonel  McKerlie  was  placed  in  a  posi- 
tion of  great  difficulty,  from  the  Board 
which  he  was  supposed  to  superintend 
having  been,  practically,  destroyed. 
Additional  duties  had  been  imposed 
upon  the  Board  of  Works,  and  therefore 
upon  him,  and  they  had  accumulated 
to  an  extent  which  made  it  utterly  im- 


possible for  him  efficiently  to  cany  them 
all  out.  Many  of  the  complaints  as  to 
the  administration  of  the  Office  of  Works 
in  Ireland  he  attributed  really  to  that 
fact.  The  Commissioners  were  origin cdly 
five  in  number;  two  of  those  Com- 
missioners very  shortly  left  the  Office, 
one  dying,  and  another  being  appointed 
to  another  office.  The  Treasury  of  the 
day  on  each  occasion  of  a  vacancy  re- 
fused to  allow  it  to  be  filled.  Another 
Commissioner,  on  his  retirement,  was 
asked  to  continue  an  ornamental  member 
only ;  he  did  so,  but,  of  course,  he  took 
no  active  part  in  the  work  of  the  Board. 
The  Treasury  had  at  length  appointed 
an  Assistant  Commissioner;  and  for 
some  time  two  Commissioners  had  doi^e 
the  whole  work  of  the  Board.  But  the 
work  of  the  Board  had  increased  so 
enormously  within  the  last  two  years, 
that  it  would  be  impossible  even  for  the 
two  Commissioners  to  do  the  work 
properly.  The  whole  blame  had  been 
thrown  by  the  Committee  upon  the  un- 
fortunate Chairman;  but  it  was  his 
opinion  that  that  gentleman  had  always 
endeavoured  to  carry  out  his  duties  to 
the  best  of  his  ability,  and  that  there 
was  no  real  cause  of  complaint  against 
him.  He  confessed  that,  looking  to  the 
past  history  of  the  Board,  and  looking  • 
to  the  way  in  which  the  work  had  been 
carried  out  during  the  whole  time  of 
his  appointment,  he  should  be  somewhat 
inclined  to  agree  with  his  hon.  Eriend 
that  the  Chairman  had  been  anxious  to 
do  everything  himself,  and  not  to  allow 
any  other  man  to  assist  him;  but  he 
thought  that  arose  from  having  no  one 
to  assist  him,  and  that  he  had  really 
undertaken  what  no  man  could  be  ex- 
pected to  carry  out.  If  the  proposed 
alteration  with  respect  to  the  functions 
of  the  Board  were  carried,  he  ventured 
to  think  that  Colonel  McKerlie  would 
be  thoroughly  competent  to  discharge 
the  duties  of  his  office.  He  trusted  that 
the  Committee  would  not  endorse  the 
reconmiendations  of  the  Beport  with  re- 
gard to  the  Chairman  of  the  Board.  He 
ventured  to  think  that  what  he  had  sub- 
mitted to  the  Committee  was  a  justifica- 
tion for  the  postponement,  by  the  Go- 
vernment, of  any  action  in  respect  to  the 
recommendations  of  the  Committee,  and 
that  it  would  be  seen  that  those  recom- 
mendations had  not  been  neglected,  and 
that  the  Government  were  taking  steps 
to  carry  them  out. 


propOBed.  to  abolieb  tbat  ayetem.  He 
believed  the  Irish  people  were  very 
strongly  in  favour  of  its  continuation, 
for  it  worked  very  well,  and  ite  abolition 
would  stop  a  great  number  of  works  al- 
together. He  would  like  to  know  whe- 
ther this  was  only  an  idea  of  the  Trea- 
sury, and  on  what  grounds  the  change 
was  based  ? 

8iE  HENKT  8ELWIN-IBBETS0N 
said,  there  had  been  no  such  reports  as 
those  suggested  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  from  the  Office  in  Ireland, 
and  in  the  Bill  before  the  House  there 
was  no  intention  of  altering  the  way  in 
which  those  loans  were  made.  The 
clause  of  the  Bill  affected  another  class 
of  loans  altogether.  As  to  the  question 
of  loans  for  industrial  schools,  which  had 
been  touched  by  one  or  two  hon.  Mem- 
bers, he  could  quite  understand  there 
would  be  considerable  advantage  in  the 
alteration  of  the  law,  and  that  it  would 
be  an  encouragement  of  purposes  he  had 
always  been  anxious  to  assist.  He 
would  look  into  the  case  to  see  if  any 
alterations  could  be  made  which  would 
give  such  facilities  as  had  been  sug- 
gested. 

Mr.  SHAW  remarked  that  there  was 
a  little  matter  of  administration  which 
he  had  once  before  brought  to  the  notice 
of  the  Financial  Secretary.  In  the  case 
of  third-class  clerks,  referred  to  on  page 
66,  owing  to  the  promotion  of  the  second- 
class  clerks,  their  prospects  of  promotion 


to  enable  these  loans  to 
made ;  but  up  to  the  pi 
had  heard  nothing  of  tn< 
was  sure  that  the  extent 
for  money  to  the  Board 
hindered  very  much  hy 
of  the  Office.  He  kn 
county  that  farmers  bi 
at  6  per  cent  rather  tb 
it  from  the  Board  of  '^ 
cent.  He  did  everjrthii 
to  induce  them  to  be  i 
their  own  interests;  b 
was  that  it  was  so  round 
and  so  many  returns  wi 
they  only  got  a  small  s 
they  applied  for,  and  the 
ferred  to  get  the  money  i 
to  pay  2  per  cent  mor< 
had  been  a  great  deal  ol 
re -construction  of  this  1 
sooner  the  Qovemment 
small  Bill  to  carry  it  oa: 
it  was  the  cause  of  muc 
obstruction  in  Ireland. 
ever,  before  they  carried 
sive  changes,  either  in 
partments  or  amalgan 
mento,  they  would  putth 
the  House,  and  allow  tl 
cussed.  He  did  not  wi 
thing  against  the  Board 
very  simple  piece  of  bnad 
them  once.  He  had 
leased  from  them,   aod 
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their  money.  Happening  to  be  in 
Dublin,  be  went  in  to  see  the  Board. 
He  beard  what  they  had  to  say,  and 
then  be  put  on  his  bat  and  went  out, 
determined  that  he  would  say  no  more, 
for  that  to  talk  to  them  about  the  matter 
was  perfectly  useless.  They  did  not 
want  in  Ireland  another  Board  like  that. 
They  wanted  to  bring  public  opinion  to 
bear  on  its  action,  and  to  mix  up  with  the 
paid  officers  men  who  would  be  repre- 
sentatives of  public  opinion.  There  was 
no  reason  why  the  County  Boards  or  the 
Poor  Law  Unions  should  not  elect  repre- 
sentatives yearly  to  go  to  Dublin  and  exa- 
mine the  claims  of  cases  which  might 
come  before  them,  as  to  which  they 
would  be  guided  and  assisted  in  deciding 
by  the  officials  in  matters  of  scientific 
knowledge.  He  did  object,  however, 
and  he  sdways  should  object,  to  pay  two 
or  three  engineers,  shovelling  them  into 
a  room,  and  there  leaving  them  to  ad- 
minister the  affairs  of  the  county  of 
lending  money  for  public  health  and 
building  artizans'  dwellings,  and  so  on, 
without  anybody  overhauling  them.  He 
hoped  some  attention  would  be  given, 
and  some  desirable  alterations  made. 

Mr.  BBUEN,  after  the  observations 
of  the  bon.  Member,  thought  it  right  to 
say  that  he  had  had  some  experience  of 
this  Board,  having  had  communication 
with  it  for  several  years,  and  he  was 
bound  to  say  his  experience  of  the  Office 
and  its  working  was  diametrically  oppo- 
site. He  had  frequently  gone  there, 
and  be  bad  always  received  the  most 
business-like  information  on  all  matters; 
and,  as  far  as  his  own  experience  went, 
be  had  no  single  complaint  to  make. 
Though  he  had  not  always  been  success- 
ful in  his  applications,  when  he  had 
failed,  good,  fair,  and  plausible  reasons 
bad  been  advanced  why  he  should  not 
succeed.  He  was  aware  that  to  say  the 
Board  had  been  business-like  in  one  case 
was  not  a  sufficient  answer  to  another 
case  where  they  had  not  been ;  but  he 
might  say,  also,  that  many  of  his  friends 
who  had  had  business  transactions  with 
the  Board  had  had  the  same  experience. 
He  had  never  heard  anv  complaint. 

Me.  PARNELL  thought  the  Govern- 
ment should  give  some  answer  to  the 
question  of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
ior  County  Oork  (Mr.  Shaw)  as  to  whe- 
ther they  intended  to  carry  out  the  re- 
commendations of  the  Select  Committee, 
which  seemed  very  valuable  recommen- 


dations for  increasing  the  facilities  for 
carrying  out  the  ''Bright  Clauses"  of 
the  Land  Act.  This  matter  had  acquired 
considerable  importance  lately,  owing  to 
the  great  agricultural  distress  existing 
at  the  present  moment  in  Ireland.  Those 
clauses  authorized  the  Board  of  Works 
to  advance  two-thirds  of  the  purchase 
money  to  the  tenants  of  estates  which 
came  into  the  Landed  Estates  Court, 
but  they  were  also  clauses  which  pre- 
vented alienation  without  the  consent  of 
the  Board.  The  effect  had  been  to  pre- 
vent a  second  charge  being  placed  on 
the  property  coming  after  the  charge  of 
the  Board  of  Works;  and  the  result 
was  that  when  estates  came  into  the 
Court,  half  the  tenants  had  made  ar- 
rangements with  the  Board  of  Works 
for  an  advance  of  two-thirds  of  the  pur- 
chase money.  They  were  forbidden  to 
make  arrangements  with  any  other 
lender  to  make  an  advance  of  the  re- 
maining part.  He  could  not  imagine 
any  reason  for  that.  The  Board  of 
Works,  as  owners '  of  the  first  charge, 
would  not  be  prejudiced  by  a  second 
charge ;  and  if  the  tenants  could  get 
banks  or  other  people  to  lend  them 
money  as  a  second  charge,  the  result 
would  surely  be  that  the  Board  of  Works 
would  have  a  better  security,  and,  so  far 
from  their  being  injured,  the  value  of 
their  security  ought  to  be  increased  by 
this  fact.  But  the  result  of  the  clause 
was  that  the  tenants  were  not  able  to 
borrow  money ;  and,  as  a  consequence, 
they  had  not  sufficient  capital  to  start 
their  farms,  and  so  forth.  The  difficulty 
nyght  be  got  over  very  easily.  The  Act 
allowed  the  Board  to  sanction  a  loan  if 
it  thought  fit ;  but,  at  present,  the 
Board  idways  opposed  it.  He  had  even 
knowninstanceswherelandlordshadbeen 
willing  to  let  the  third  stand  out  as  a  second 
charge,  and  to  collect  the  interest  from 
the  tenants ;  but  the  Board  of  Works 
refused  their  permission,  and  the  con- 
sequence was  that  the  matter  had  to  be 
done  in  a  roundabout  way,  and  the 
tenants  were  obliged  to  give  bills,  and 
so  on.  This  was  all  a  very  vicious  prin- 
ciple ;  and  the  Chief  Secretary  surely 
might  give  directions  to  the  Board  of 
Works  in  future  not  to  oppose  the  plac- 
ing of  the  second  charge  on  estates.  The 
recommendations  of  the  Select  Com- 
mittee went  further  than  that,  and 
wished  to  make  it  imperative  on  the 
Board  of  Works  to  do  away  with  the 
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Bbould  confine  itaelf  to  qnddtions  of 
general  Bn^erviBion.  The  retition  for 
the  re-hearing  of  the  case  referred  to 
was,  in  his  opinion,  uncalled  for. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  thought  the  reply  of 
the  right  hon.  Oentleman  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  was  unsatisfactory, 
inasmuch  as  it  did  not,  in  the  slightest 
degree,  go  into  the  merits  of  the  case, 
nor  explain  upon  what  grounds  the  ac- 
tion of  Mr.  Hamilton  was  to  be  defended. 
He  (Mr.  Biggar)  regarded  it  as  a  matter 
of  very  serious  importance  that  persons 
should  have  denied  point  blank  that  the 
signatures  to  the  voting    papers  were 
not  theirs,  and  that  Mr.  Hamilton  had 
not  attempted  to  find  out  the  names  of 
the  parties  whose  names  appeared  upon 
those  papers    as  witnesses.      He    had 
known  of  a  case  of  election  as  Poor  Law 
Guardians,   in  which    certain    persons 
were  prosecuted  and  severely  punished 
for  forging  the  names  of  persons  on  the 
voting  papers.    For  these  reasons,  he 
could  not  help  thinking,  that   if   the 
statements  of  tne  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
earvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell)  were  correct, 
Mr.  Hamilton  had  thoroughlv  neglected 
his  duties  in  the  matter  of  the  (^rden- 
donogh  election  of  Poor  Law  Guardians, 
and  he  considered  the  hon.  Member  was 
bound  to  divide  the  Oommittee  on  his 
Motion,  unless   some    satisfactory   ex- 
planation were  forthcoming.    The  point 
raised  by  the  hon.  Member  was  a  vital 
one,  and  ought  not  to  have  been  decided 
by  an  irresponsible  person.    And  if  the 
allegation  were    true,  that  the  person 
whose  name   appeared   on  the   voting 
paper  declared  that  he  had  not  signed 
it,  the  Government  should  certainly  not 
attempt  to  screen  the  guilty  parties. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  intended 
to  take  a  Division  upon  this  Vote,  al- 
though he  knew  that  he  should  be 
opposed  by  an  overwhelming  number  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  knew  nothing,  and 
cared  nothing,  about  the  Poor  Law 
election  in  Cardendonogh.  The  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  himself  knew  no- 
thing about  it,  and,  very  naturally,  had 
given  no  anwer  whatever  to  the  com- 
plaint made.  If  such  a  case  had  occurred 
m  England,  and,  upon  reference  being 
made  thereto  in  the  House  of  Commons, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Home  Department  had 
returned  an  answer  similar  to  that 
which  had  just  been  given  by  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland— namely,  that  the 

Mr,  tT,  Lowther 


officer  whose   conduct  had  been  eom- 
plained  of  Was  a  very  valuable  member 
of  the  staff— such  a  fire  of  indignant 
eloquence  would  have  followed  as  would 
have  perturbed  that  singularly  calm  and 
composed  official.    Even  if  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland  knew  more  than  he 
did  about  the  case  in  question,  his  ob- 
servations upon  it  would  oe  thrown  away 
upon    the   hon.   Gentlemen  by  whom 
he  was  surrounded.     He  felt  that  in 
dividing  the   Committee    the   division 
would  be  taken  in  the  dark ;  that  not 
five  Members  would  understand  any- 
thing about  the  point  raised ;  and  that 
his  Amendment  would  be  thrown  ont 
in  a  way  that  would  be  typical  of  all 
legislation    relating    to    Ireland.     He 
would  remind  the  Oommittee  that  the 
satisfactory  working  of  legislation  as  a 
whole  depended  upon  the  proper  wotk> 
ing  of  its  parts ;  and  that,  although  the 
complaints   brought    forward    by  him 
might  be  sneerea  at  by  hon.  Memben 
as  microscopic,  the  Government  which 
was  not  fitted    to   endure  microsoopic 
examination  was  undeserving  of  sup- 
port.    He  was  almost  inclined  to  hope 
that  he  should  get  no   following  into 
the  Lobby,  because  that  would  be  a  re- 
sult typical  of  the  utter  uselessness  of 
bringing  before  the  British  Parliament 
complaints  which  it  was  never  coneti- 
tuted  to  deal  with. 


Question  put. 

The  Committee  dirided  : 
Noes  141:  Majority  138.- 
No.  196.) 


— ^Ayes   8; 
-(Div.  List, 


Mh.  BIGGAE  reminded  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland  of  a  Question 
which  he  had  addressed  to  him  on  a 
former  occasion  with  regard  to  the  con- 
tracts for  coals  made  by  the  Local  Oo- 
vemment  Board ;  and  suggested  that  if 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  unde^ 
take  to  send  down  an  Inspector  to  in- 
quire into  the  circumstances  complained 
of,  he  (Mr.  Biggar)  would  not  trouble 
the  Committee  with  any  further  remarks 
upon  the  subject  of  the  coal  contracta. 
Failing  that  assurance,  he  would  be 
obliged  to  take  a  Division  with  regard 
to  this  question^ 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE,  nnon  general 
grounds,  thought  it  desirable  to  remoTO 
any  suspicion  which  might  eiist  concern- 
ing the  contracts  for  coal,  and  would, 
therefore,  promise   that   an  Inspector 
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Bboold  be  sent  down  to  inquire  into  the 
subject. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £23,007,  be 
g;xanted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  ivhich  will 
oome  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3lst  day  of  March  1880,  for  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Office  of  Public 
^Worki  in  Ireland." 

Mb.  MITCHELL  HENEY  regretted 
tbat  he  would  be  compelled  to  move  the 
reduction  of  this  Vote  by  the  sum   of 
£1,500,  being  the  salary  of  the  Chair- 
man of  the  Board.     The  subject  he  was 
about  to  deal  with  was  a  large  one ;  but 
he  would  endeavour  to  be  as  brief  as 
possible  in  the  remarks  which  he  had 
to  make.     First  of  all,  he  would  express 
bis  regret  that  the  Forms  of  the  House 
left  no  other  course  open  to  him  than  to 
treat  this  matter,  to  a  certain  extent,  as 
a  personal  one.     But  he  was  boimd  also 
to  state  his  honest  belief  that  so  long 
as  the  present  Chairman  of  the  Board  of 
Works  remained  in  oflBce  it  would  be 
impossible  that  the  Department  should 
be   efficiently  and  satisfactorily  admi- 
nistered.     The  Irish  Board  of  Works 
had  been  the  subject  of  discussion  in 
the  House  of  Commons  for  many  years  ; 
and,  owing  to  the  great  number  of  duties 
which  it  had  to  perform,  nothing  ana- 
logous to    it  existed  in  this  country. 
Unlike  the  Board  of  Works  in  England, 
it    acted  as  a    body    which    advanced 
money  for  all  kinds  of  works  in  Ire- 
land ;  it  discharged   duties  relating  to 
Exchequer  loans,  and  the  planning  and 
surveys  of  railways,  as  well  as  numerous 
other  functions.     It  had  also  under  its 
control  an  annual  expenditure  of  no  less 
than    £200,000,    and  furniture  of  the 
value  of  £500,000.     Without  going  into 
the  history  of  the  Department  at  any 
length,  he  would  remind  the  Committee 
that  the  Board  of  Works  had  grown  in 
a   very  extraordinary  manner  since  it 
was  first  originated,  in  1831.     The  Irish 
Parliament  had  been   alive  to  the  im- 
portance of  improving  the  inland  navi- 
gation of  the  country,  and  the  English 
Government  also  took  up  the  subject  in 
1831,  and  appointed  a  Board  of  Works 
with  very  large  powers,  consisting  of 
three  Commissioners  and  a  staff  to  per- 
form duties  with  regard  to  fisheries,  and 
the  very  extensive  public  works  then 


going  on  in  Ireland.    The  Committee 
had  heard  of   the    Shannon  Commis- 
sioners, a  body  that  was  perfectly  se- 
parate and  distinct  from  the  Board  of 
Works,  and  who,  to  some  extent,  had 
improved  the  inland  navigation.    Now, 
the  Shannon  Commissioners  having  re- 
ported that  their  works  were  nearly  at 
an  end,  Parliament,  in  1 846,  dissolved 
that  body,  and  merged  them  into  the 
Board  of  Works.    That  point  was  very 
important.     One  of  the  Shannon  Com- 
missioners was  appointed  a  member  of 
the  Board  of  Works,  and  two  Commis- 
sioners of  the  Board  were  appointed  to 
see  to  the  conservancy  and  maintenance 
of  the  Shannon.    Everyone  knew  that 
there  had  been  an  enormous  amount  of 
trouble  connected  with  the  navigation  of 
that  river,  which  was  constantly  over- 
flowing its  banks  and  inundating  large 
tracts  of  the  adjacent  country  ;  and  that 
the  works  to  be  executed  by  the  Shannon 
Commissioners  were  laid  down  by  Act  of 
Parliament,  after  an  expensive  process 
of   inquiry,  by  English  and   Irish  en- 
gineers.     But  he  asserted  that  those 
works  were  never  carried  out  in  the  way 
directed  by  the  Act ;  and  that,  in  some 
instances,  deviations  were  made  of  the 
most  injudicious  character.   The  greatest 
deviation,  however,  was  that  the  works 
had  never  been  completed.     The  Com- 
mittee would  recollect  that  every  two  or 
three  years  complaints  had  been  made 
with  regard  to  the  state  of  the  Eiver 
Shannon  ;  and  that  hon.  Members  who 
had  to  put  them  forward  in  the  House 
could  never  get  any  satisfactory  answers 
to  these  complaints,  because  of  the  im- 
possibility of  fixing  any  body  with  the 
responsibility  for  what   had   occurred. 
The  Board   of  Works  ijito  which  the 
Shannon  Commissioners  merged,  in  1 85 1 , 
said  truly — "  We  had  nothing  to  do 
with  the  drainage  of  the  Shannon ;  we 
are  not  responsible ;  and  we  will  not  give 
any  information   as  to   whether  these 
works  have  been  properly  executed  or 
not."     The  Shannon  Commissioners,  in 
the  most  adroit  manner,  evaded  their  re- 
sponsibility by  constantly  making  a  se- 
parate Eeport,  distinct  from  that  of  the 
Board  of  Works,  although  they  had  been 
dissolved  by  Act  of  Parliament.    The 
fact  was,  that  in  all  the  complaints  made 
to  the  House  of  Commons  Parliament 
had  had  to  do  with  a  phantom  Commis- 
sion.    Originally,  the  Board  of  Works 
consisted  of  five  Comzniseioners,  which 
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cient  time  bad  not  been  given  for  so 
largie  an  inquiry. 

UotioD,  b;  leave,  withdraum. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agriti  to. 

(6.)  £4,425,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  £eooid  Office,  Ireland,  agrftd  to. 

Glass  m.— Law  and  JrsncB. 

(7.)  £65,521,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Law  Charges,  Ireland. 

Uajor  NOLAN  pointed  out  that  a 
great  manj'  jurors  in  Ireland  had  to 
travel  long  distances — in  some  cases  as 
much  as  75  miles — to  the  places  where 
their  services  were  required,  and  that 
they  neither  received  payment  for  their 
travelling  expenses,  nor  compensation 
for  the  lose  of  their  time.  Amongstthese 
persons  a  strong  feeling  existed  that 
they  ought,  at  least,  to  be  paid  for  their 
expenses  out  of  pocket,  and  many  also 
thought  that  their  time  should  be  paid 
for.  Complaints  also  were  made  that 
the  system  of  arranging  thejurieswas 
not  good,  and  that  a  larger  number  of 

i'urors  than  necessary  was  brought  from 
ong  distances  to  Quarter  Sessions.  He 
bad  looked  into  the  arrangements,  and 
found,  for  instance,  that  the  people  of 
Ballinamore  had  to  travel  80  miles  by 
rail  and  then  60  miles  b;  road  up  to 
Galway,  and  this  continually  occurred 
from  the  coupling  of  two  Sessions  to- 
gether.     The  alternate  Sessions  were 


duce  a  Bill  to  deal  vith 
Ireland.  Moreover,  thi 
ment  bad  been  tried  i 
had  not  been  found  to  i 
tion  was,  undoubtedly 
one  ;  but  it  would  be  i 
propriety  when  it  bees 
present  a  new  Jury  Bill 
Mr.  CALLAN  com] 
more  information  was 
stract  with  regard  to  p 
was  to  be  found  in  the 
that  no  information  wat 
expenditure  of  the  sun 
that  purpose  in  the  vai 
Ireland.  The  Committ 
fore,  unable  to  discuss 
merits.  He  held  that 
should  know  the  amoi 
each  county  and  at  ea 
not  have  the  whole  plac 
lump  sum.  He  had  no 
to  make  with  r^ard  to 
the  Law  Officers  of  the  i 
be  in  the  recollection  ol 
that  they  had  given  % 
from  the  Grand  Jui] 
Council,  and  that  last 
promoted  to  make  a 
from  Eilrush  to  the  Gi 
This  year  a  much  morei 
way  Bill  came  before  tl 
mittee  of  the  PrivyCoui 
from  the  Grand  Jury 
Wicklow.  With  refers 
he  now  asked  the  Attoi 
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who  made  complaints,  they  ooold  get 
no  answer  at  all  from  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dundalky  who  would  not  come 
forward.  This  circumstance  was  referred 
to  in  the  Report  of  the  Committee  in 
the  following  terms : — 

"  We  shoTild  mention  that  we  speciallyinTited 
two  Members  of  Parliament,  who  had  taken  a 
prominent  part  in  those  discussions  last  Session, 
to  come  forward  to  assist  our  inquiry  ;  but  one 
declined  our  offer,  and  the  other  took  no  notice 
of  it." 

Therefore,  he  thought  that  no  notice 
should  be  taken  of  what  was  stated  by 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dundalk.  The 
Report  of  the  Committee  was  produced 
in  June,  1878;  and  although  they  were 
now  in  July,  1879,  nothing  whatever 
had  been  done  in  this  matter.  Hon. 
Members  had  stimulated  the  Qovern- 
ment  by  Questions,  and  they  had  been 
informed  that  the  subject  was  coming 
on ;  but  he  was  conrinced  that  nothing 
would  be  done  unless  the  House  put 
some  pressure  upon  the  Government. 
This  was  not  the  first  inquiry  which  had 
been  held  upon  the  Board  of  Works,  for 
in  1871  the  Oovemment  now  out  of 
Office  appointed  a  Committee  of  Inquiry, 
at  the  head  of  which  was  Lord  Lans- 
downe,  and  that  Committee  made  a  very 
important  Report.  But  what  became  of 
that  Report  ?  That  would  be  seen  from 
the  Report  of  the  Committee,  of  which 
he  (Mr.  Mitchell  Henry)  was  a  Member, 
which  said — 

"  In  the  course  of  our  inquiries  we  had  occa- 
sion to  make  frequent  reference,  as  was  contem- 
plated in  our  instructions,  to  the  Report  made 
by  Lord  Lansdowne's  Committee  in  1872,  and 
we  must  express  our  surprise  at  the  way  in 
which  it  was  dealt  with  by  the  Chairman. 
Though  your  Lordship's  instructions  respectinff 
it  were  communicated  to  the  Board  in  a  formal 
printed  minute,  which  was  made  an  official  re- 
cord, yet  the  Benort  itself,  upon  which  the 
minute  was  framea,  and  without  which  it  could 
hardly  be  properly  understood,  was  retained 
by  the  Chairman  as  a  confidential  document. 
We  found  that  the  Report  had  never  been  com- 
municated by  him  to  the  Assistant  Commis- 
sioner, or  any  of  the  officers  of  the  Depart- 
ment, and  that,  as  regards  the  general  adminis- 
tration of  the  Office,  it  has,  for  all  practical 
purposes,  remained  a  dead  letter.  We  cannot 
think  that  this  was  the  intention  of  your  Lord- 
ships, or  that  the  course  taken  by  the  Chairman 
has  been  conducive  to  public  interests.'' 

That  was  the  way  in  which  the  Report 
of  Lord  Lansdowne's  Committee  was 
dealt  with.  But  the  House  had  been 
further  bamboozled  over  this  Beport ; 
because  when  it  became  known  that  this 


important  Committee  had  reported,  Ques- 
tions began  to  be  asked  about  it  in  the 
House  of  Commons,  and  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury,  in  answer  to  one  of 
them,  said — 

*'  That  the  Report  examined  a  very  wide  field, 
and  had  been  referred  to  a  Committee,  owing 
to  a  difference  of  opinion  betwjeen  the  Chairman 
of  the  Committee  and  the  Chairman  of  the 
Board.  .  .  .  but  that  the  Treasury  had  now 
come  to  a  decision  on  the  subject,  and  it  was  on 
the  point  of  being  carried  out." 

That  recommendation  had  never  been 
carried  out  at  all ;  it  had  never  even  been 
communicated  to  the  Colleagues  of  the 
Chairman  ;  and  it  had  never  been  com- 
municated to  the  noble  Lord  in  his 
Office  ;  and  it  was  found  out,  by  the 
Committee  of  1877,  that  the  Eeport  in 
question  had  been  allowed  to  remain  a 
dead  letter,  and,  he  must  add,  treated 
in  a  very  contemptuous  and  improper 
manner,  by  being  put  into  the  pocket  of 
the  Chairman  and  allowed  to  remain 
without  any  notice  whatever  being  taken 
of  it.  Under  those  circumstances,  and 
in  view  of  a  great  many  other  points 
which  came  before  them,  the  Committee 
found  it  to  be  their  duty  to  make  a  re- 
commendation, which  he  was  obliged  to 
refer  to  at  some  length.  When  the  Com- 
mittee remembered  of  whom  the  Com- 
mittee was  composed,  they  would  see 
that  it  was  not  at  all  likely  that  any 
direct  recommendation  would  be  made 
for  the  retirement  of  the  Chairman  of 
the  Board  of  Works,  unless  under  a 
sense  of  deep  responsibility.  The  Com- 
mittee, therefore,  wrapped  up  the  inti- 
mation as  delicately  as  they  could  at  the 
end  of  their  Beport  in  this  way — 


« 


We  hope  that  the  recommendations  already 
made  will  more  efibctually  secure  to  the  public 
the  advantages  intended  by  the  Legislature; 
and  that  they  will,  in  ^eat  measure,  remedy 
the  defects  in  the  administration  of  the  Boara. 
At  the  same  time,  we  feel  that  the  Head  of  this 
important  Department  should  possess  unusual 
administrative  abilities ;  that  he  should  com- 
mand your  Lordships'  entire  confidence  by  a 
vigorous  and  comprehensive  grasp  of  the  sub- 
jects with  which  he  is  called  upon  to  deal ;  and 
that  he  should  be  able,  both  in  his  recommenda- 
tions to  the  Treasury  and  in  his  communications 
with  the  public,  to  enforce  his  views  with  autho- 
rity. Nothing  can  be  farther  from  our  inten- 
tion than  to  deprecate  the  merits  of  the  present 
Chairman,  or  detract  from  the  value  of  his  long 
and  (we  may  add)  distinguished  public  services. 
Nothing  can  exceed  the  zeal  with  which  he  has 
applied  himself  to  his  work,  or  the  conscientious 
industry  which  he  has  brought  to  bear  upon  it. 
It  is  possible,  however,  that  after  so  long  a 
period  of  service,  rendered  peculiarly  arduous 
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matter,  because  they  werenot  unnaturally 
influenced  by  a  feeling  of  kindness  to- 
wards their  neighbours,  and  looked  upon 
the  rights  of  me  Dungarran  fishermen 
as  being  of  secondary  importance.  But 
the  question  was  a  very  serious  one  for 
those  poor  men.  Some  time  ago,  the 
fleet  of  fishing  boats  belonging  to  the 
town  numbered  150,  and  sometUng  like 
£1,000  was  earned  per  week.  There 
was  now,  howeyer,  only  a  wretched  fleet 
of  20  boats,  and  the  fishermen  were  re- 
duced to  a  state  of  the  greatest  destitu- 
tion. Now,  if  the  law  were  only  fkirly 
carried  out,  that  condition  of  affairs 
would,  he  believed,  steadily  improve. 
He  would  not  press  the  matter  further 
on  the  attention  of  the  Committee  on  the 
present  occasion,  for  he  was  sure  the 
Government  would  see  the  necessity  of 
taking  some  steps  to  provide  that  the 
fishery  regulations  should  be  properly 
enforced. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  he  would 
communicate  with  the  Lispector  of 
Fisheries  in  Ireland  on  the  subject. 

Majob  NOLAN  wished  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  to  another  point  connected 
with  the  Irish  jury  system — he  meant 
the  inconvenience  which  was  caused  by 
summoning  jurors  to  serve  at  consider- 
able distances  from  the  localities  in 
which  they  reside  without  any  necessity. 
In  his  own  county  very  considerable  in- 
convenience was  me  result  of  the  present 
system.  The  town  of  Tuam  was  situated 
about  25  English  miles  from  Galway. 
and  the  town  of  Ballymore  was  20  miles 
from  Tuam,  and  45  miles  from  Galway. 
Now,  it  was  scarcely  reasonable,  he 
thought,  that  jurors  should  be  sum- 
moned from  Ballymore  to  attend  the 
Sessions,  both  at  Tuam  and  Galway. 
Where  the  districts  were  very  large 
some  arrangement  ought,  in  his  opinion, 
to  be  made,  providing  that  the  jurors 
only  of  the  district  in  which  the  Sessions 
were  held  should  be  summoned ;  and  if 
that  were  done,  in  the  case  of  the  County 
of  Galway,  the  jurors  residing  in  Bally- 
moe  would  not  have  to  go  beyond  Tuam. 
In  Ireland,  he  might  add,  jurors  were 
generally  summoned  by  the  relieving 
officer,  who  was  not  the  sort  of  person 
who  would  be  anxious  to  secure  a  good 
jury,  and  who  was  not  placed  directly 
m  communication  with  those  whose  ob- 
ject it  was  to  do  so.    But  the  whole 

Mr,  ffDonnell 


jury  system  in  Ireland  required  to  be 
thoroughly  looked  into ;  and,  meantime, 
matters  might  be  materialLy  improved 
if  some  such  alteration  respecting  the 
sunmioning  of  jurors,  such  as  that  which 
he  had  just  suggested,  were  made. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  ior 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  that  in 
1876,  when  the  present  Secretaxy  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  was  Chief  Secre> 
tary  for  Ireland,  an  arrangement  had 
been  made  for  the  drawing  up  of  a 
general  list  of  jurors  to  be  summoned  to 
Quarter  Sessions.  That  airangement 
had,  however,  been  found  to  work 
inconveniently,  and  a  change  had 
since  been  introduced,  enabling  the 
Chairman  of  Quarter  Sessions  or  the 
County  Court  Judge  to  define  the  area 
from  which  a  jury  should  be  summoned, 
which,  he  believed,  had  been  found  more 
satisfactory.  He  would,  however,  look 
into  the  matter,  and  see  whether  some- 
thing could  not  be  done  to  remedy  the 
inconvenience  of  which  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  complained. 

Major  NOLAN  remarked,  that  the 
Chairmen  of  Quarter  Sessions  were  not 
alwavs  the  best  persons  to  adjust  geo- 
graphical details,  and  expressed  a  hope 
tiiat  the  matter  would  not  he  lost  sight 
of  by  the  Gt>vemment,  inasmuch  as  a 
great  deal  of  time  and  trouble  would,  he 
thought,  be  saved  if  some  alteration, 
such  as  that  which  which  he  had  indi- 
cated, was  adopted. 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  said,  that  much  of 
the  difficulty  connected  with  the  working 
of  the  present  system  of  summoning 
jurors  in  Ireland  arose  from  the  fact 
that  the  relieving  officers,  who  controlled 
the  preparation  of  the  jury  lists,  had  no 
object  in  securing  the  attendance  of  good 
juries. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*Thata8Tim,not  exceeding  £20,677,  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  Bum  neoessaiy 
to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come  in  oonne 
of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  Slst 
day  of  March  1880,  for  such  of  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Queen's  Bench,  Common  Pleas, 
and  Exchequer  Divisians  of  Her  Majesty's 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland  as  are  not 
charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  including 
poroTiaion  for  certain  Officers  of  the  Supreme 
Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland,  and  for  the 
Trial  of  Election  Petitions." 

Ms.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  ihouglit 
the  Vote  should  not  be  alloved  to  pass 
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without  a  protest  against  the  mode  in 
whioh  Election  Petitions  were  now  tried. 
Having  no  wish  to  cast  undue  reflections 
on  indiyidnals,  he  yet  felt  that  he  was 
not  mistaking  or  exaggerating  the  state 
of  public  feeling  in  Ireland,  when  he  said 
that  the  Irish  people  were  profoundly  dis- 
tmstftil  of  the  tnal  of  those  Petitions  by 
flingle  Judges.     It  was  said  that  the 
Jaoges  in  Ireland  were  notorious  for 
their  freedom  from  bias,  and  their  action 
in  oivil  and  criminal  trials  was  pointed 
to  as  a  reason  why  they  should  be  trusted 
lo  try  Election  Petitions.    There  was, 
however,  he  ventured  to  think,  no  force 
in  that  argument,  because  the  political 
paitiality  whioh  was  attributed  to  the 
IriBh  Judges  had  very  seldom  occasion 
to  rouse  itself  in  civil  and  criminal  trials, 
which  turned  usually  upon  questions  of 
fMt,  whioh  had  rarely,  if  ever,  anything 
to  do  with  politics.     To  contend,  there- 
Jno,  that  a  man  must  show  perfect  im- 
jutiality  in  a  political  trial,  because  he 
md  80  in  trials  of  a  non-political  cha- 
zacter,  was  to  argue  quite  beside   the 
zeal  point  at  issue.    As  a  matter  of  fact, 
■ome  Judges  in  Ireland  who  were  be- 
lieved to  be  the  most  incapable  of  con- 
trolling themselves  on  political  trials — 
■Bch  as  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions — 
irare  most  favourably  known  for  their 
admirable  administration  of  the  law  in 
dril  and  criminal  cases.    At  all  events, 
wtertainine   the  views  on  the  subject 
which  he  did,  he  could  not  allow  the 
item  of  £220,  contained  in  the  Vote  for 
aipenses  connected  with    the  trial  of 
Bection  Petitions,  to  pass  without  com- 
Bient,   and  without  offering  to  it    his 
itrenuous  opposition.    But  apart  from 
flie  general  question,  and  taking  into 
•eoount  the  fact  that  no  Election  Peti- 
tions had  been  tried  in  Ireland  last  year, 
ke  could  not  see  on  what  g^und  a  sum 
of  £140  was  asked  for  in  the  Vote  for 
die  reception  of  Judges  in  connection 
vith  those  trials.    If   there    were  no 
fnals,  there    cotdd  not,   he  supposed, 
kve  been  any  Judges  to  receive,  and 
how  the  £140  was  to  be  expended  he 
floold  not,  therefore,  understand.    But 
setting  aside  all  microscopical  criticism, 
be  must  say  that  he  had  the  strongest 
MMible   ol^eotion  to  having  Election 
ntitionB  tried  by  single  Judges ;  and, 
if  only  for  the  purpose  of  impressing  on 
die  Ooremment  his  conviction  that  if, 
Itt  iniikiwg  any  attempt  to  amend  the 
Inr  OBi  tho  nilgeot,  the   decision   of 


Election  Petitions  were  still  left  in  the 
hands  of  a  single  Judge,  they  would 
provoke  the  most  profound  dissatisfac- 
tion in  Ireland,  he  would  certainly  take 
a  Division  against  the  item  of  £220 
which  he  had  just  mentioned.     It  was 
very  easy  to  prove  that  the  Irish  Judges 
were    political    partizans  —  the    proofs 
were  abundant.     There  were,   in  Ire- 
land, several  highly  respected  Judges — 
men  who,  when  discharging  the  func- 
tions of  their  office,  outside  of  politics, 
were  admirable  Judges ;  but  who,  when 
they  came  to  deal  with  burning  ques- 
tions— such  as  the  law  relating  to  tho 
land — all  at  once  revealed  themselves 
straight  out,   sometimes    in  their    ad- 
dresses to  the  Grand  Jury,  as  political 
partizans,  undisguised  and  nmdisguise- 
able.    How  was  it  possible,  then,  that 
when  they  came  to  try  an  Election  Peti- 
tion they  could    divest  themselves   of 
their  political  feelings  ?    He  was  argu- 
ing against  the  voting  of  public  money 
for  those  trials.     In  Ireland,  in  an  espe- 
cial manner,  appointments  to  the  Judi- 
cial Bench  were  made  for  political  rea- 
sons ;  although  he  was  glad  to  see  that, 
in  that  respect,  there  had  of  late  been 
an  improvement,  which  wotdd,  he  hoped, 
be   carried  still  further.     It  was  still 
true,  however,  that  the  prizes  of  the 
Irish  Bench  were  made  the  reward  of 
political  services  rendered  by  political 
lawyers ;  and  it  was  perfectly  impossible 
to  persuade   any  constituency  in  that 
country  that   a    distinguished  lawyer, 
who  had  attained  to  the  ermine  by  his 
brilliant  defence  of  this  or  that  political 
personage,  could  forget  all  the  circum- 
stances of  his  life  when  he  was  called 
upon  to  preside  at  a  trial  in  which  the 
interests  of  a  member  of  the  political 
Party  with  which  he  had  always  been 
intimately    associated    wore     involved. 
Those  were  general  objections   to  the 
present     system     of    trying     Election 
Petitions  with    a  single  Judge.      But 
there    were    several    objections.      The 
Committee  knew  that  a  judgment  de- 
livered by  the  late  Judge  Keogh,  in  the 
case  of  the  Qalway  Election,  when  he 
unseated  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man (Major  Nolan)  and  gave  the  scat 
to  his  opponent,  had  provoked  the  widest 
dissatisfaction   in  Ireland.     They   also 
knew  that  at  the  very  next  election  the 
hon.  and  gallemt  Gentleman,  who  had 
been  rejected  by  the  Judge,  had  been 
placed  at  the  head  of  the  poll,  and  that 
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his  opponent,  whom  the  Judge  had 
made  a  Member  of  that  House,  did  not 
dare,  on  that  second  occasion,  to  show 
his  face  to  the  electors.  In  a  word,  the 
overwhelming  verdict  of  the  consti- 
tuency scattered  to  the  four  winds  of 
Heaven  the  judgment  of  the  learned 
Judge.  In  his  own  case,  at  Galway,  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson  had  unseated  him,  on 
the  ground  that  ho  had  been  illegally 
elected.  What  was  the  consequence  ? 
That  his  dear  bosom  Friend  and  College 
companion  (Dr.  Ward),  the  present 
Member  for  Galway,  was  elected  in  his 
place,  not  only  because  of  his  own  high 
personal  qualities,  but  as  a  protest 
against  Mr.  Justice  Lawson's  judgment ; 
and  so  completely  was  that  judgment 
rejected,  that  the  other  candidate,  Mr. 
Joyce,  did  not  venture  to  oppose  Dr. 
Ward  when  he  came  forward  in  his 
(Mr.  O'Donnell's)  place.  In  Ireland, 
not  one  man  in  ten  could  be  found  who 
would  say  that  the  judgments  either  of 
the  late  Justice  Keogh  or  of  Justice 
Lawson  were  to  be  relied  upon  in  those 
cases.  Those  Judges  had  acted  and 
spoken  as  partizans ;  and  had  the  Bill  of 
the  Government  relating  to  Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections  been  proceeded 
with,  he  should  have  felt  it  to  have  been 
his  duty  to  bring  all  the  circumstances 
connected  with  Mr.  Justice  Lawson's 
judgment  under  the  notice  of  the  House. 
If  the  Government  persisted  in  their  in- 
tention to  intrust  the  trial  of  Election 
Petitions  in  Ireland  to  a  single  Judge, 
and  thus  continue  to  the  Judges  the 
power  of  quashing  the  votes  of  whole 
constituencies,  ho  should  certainly  go 
carefully  into  that  judgment,  by  which 
he  was  personally  disqualified  from 
seeking  re-election,  for  reasons  which 
nobody  could  understand ;  while,  as  he 
had  said,  his  bosom  Friend  was  elected, 
and  that  only  three  weeks  after  the 
judgment  was  delivered.  In  Ireland 
the  Judges  owed  their  ermine  to  parti- 
zanship,  and  they  could  not  divest  them- 
selves, in  the  class  of  cases  of  which  he 
was  speaking,  of  their  political  feelings. 
The  late  Justice  Keogh  was  an  excellent 
Judge  in  that  department  of  his  office 
in  which  he  acted  properly  as  a  Judge  ; 
while  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  was  also  an 
admirable  Judge  in  the  discharge  of  his 
ordinary  duties.  But  neither  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson,  nor  a  dozen  other  Judges  whom 
he  could  name,  could  have  any  portion 
of  the  trust  of  the  Irish  people  where 

Mr.  ffDonnell 


the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  was  oon- 
cerned.  He  would  take,  then,  a  Diyinoii 
on  the  important  item  to  which  he  bad 
called  the  attention  of  the  Committee, 
in  order  that  that  Division  might  eene 
as  an  instruction  and  a  warning  to  the 
Government — he  did  not  wish  to  nee  iki 
words  in  any  offensive    way — ^thit  if 
they  proposed  to  continue  the  powa  of 
a  single  Judge  in  Ireland  to  ovoMide 
the  decisions  of  the  constituencies,  nol 
a  proposal  would  be  received  by  fte 
majority  of  the  Irish  Members  as  ose 
which  it  would  be  their  duty  stronglT  to 
resist.    He  felt  perfectly  satisfied  that  it 
entirely  depended  on  a  Judge  who  tried 
an  Election  Petition  in  Ireland  whetheri 
Member  who  had  been  elected  bj  t 
constituency  was  unseated  or  not;  ad 
he  need  scarcely  say  that  to  expoeei 
Judge  to  the  unnecessary  odium  wUA 
such  a  state  of  things  implied  wii  t 
result  which  ought  to  be  avoided  bynj 
wise  Government.  In  the  interest  of  tiie 
Judges,  as  well  as  of  the  constitnenm 
it  was  quite  impossible  that  so  infonnal 
a  power  in  the  hands  of  a  single  Judge 
could  long  be  maintained.  It  ought  ti, 
in  his  opinion,  to  be  maintained  in  fii^ 
land  or  Scotland ;  but  the  objectione  te 
it  applied  with  ten-fold  force  in  tb 
case  of  Ireland.     If  English  and  SctA 
Members  were  willing  to  subject  thai- 
selves  to  the  uncontrolled  dictum  of  • 
Judge,  they  could,  of  course,  do  »; 
but  Irish  constituencies  were  entirely 
opposed  to  anything  of  the  kind.    They 
had  as  fairly  high  an  opinion  of  the  die* 
racter  of  their  Judges  as  any  other  pee* 
pie  ;   but  they  knew  that  it  was  idle  to 
expect  any  one  to  be   exactly  snpff- 
natural,  and  that  it  was  ridicnloos  te 
suppose  that  a  political  partisan  ccmid 
cease  to  be  a  partizan  on  a  political 
trial  directly  appealing  to  partizan  ia- 
stincts,  although   ho  might  be,  in  the 
main,  a  perfectiy  upright  Judge.   The 
cases  of  the  county  of  Gtdway  and  the 
borough    of    Galway   judgments  frere 
cases  in  point.     They  were  judcmente 
delivered  by  partizan  Judges— Jie  did 
not  use  the  word  in  any  unnecesearilT 
offensive    sense — which    inflicted  Teiy 
severe  loss  on  the  individuals  concerned, 
but  which  was  indignantiy  soonted  by 
the  constituencies  which  tiiey  affected, 
and  which  resulted  in  injuring  the  an- 
thority  and  the  character  of  the  Judicial 
Bench.    He  hoped,  therefore,  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  the  neoessazyatepe 
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to  remove  the  Irish  Judges  from  the 
chances  of  so  much  odium,  and  would 
give  the  Committee  some  assurance  that 
a  system  which  worked  so  disastrously, 
and  in  which,  practically,  no  one  in  Ire- 
land had  any  confidence,  would  not  be 
continued.  He  begg^  to  move  the  re- 
duction of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of  £220, 
the  sum  asked  for  to  defray  the  ex- 
penses of  the  trials  of  Election  Petitions 
by  single  Judges  in  Ireland. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £20,467,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  Bnm 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3l8t  day  of  March  1880,  for  such  of  the 
Salaries  and  Expenses  of  the  Queen's  Bendi, 
Common  Pleas,  and  Exchequer  Divisions  of  Her 
Majesty's  High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland  as 
are  not  charged  on  the  Consolidated  Fund ;  in- 
cluding provision  for  certain  Officers  of  the 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  in  Ireland,  and 
for  the  Trial  of  Election  Petitions."  —  (Jfr. 
O^JDomtdl.) 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  every 
Member  of  the  Committee  must  be  aware 
of  the  great  amount  of  attention  which 
had  been  given  to  the  question  raised  in 
the  remarks  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  who 
had  just  sat  down,  during  the  last  four 
or  five  years.  More  than  one  Committee 
of  the  House  had  made  recommendations 
on  the  subject ;  and  a  Bill  dealing  with 
it  was,  at  the  present  moment,  under 
consideration,  some  portion  of  which,  at 
all  events,  he  hoped  would,  before  long, 
become  law.  That  Bill  would  deal  with 
a  good  many  of  the  topics  which  had 
been  brought  under  the  notice  of  the 
Committees  to  which  he  had  referred, 
and  would,  perhaps,  to  a  large  extent, 
meet  the  views  of  many  hon.  Members. 
He  wished,  however,  to  point  out,  in  re- 
ference to  the  observations  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr.  O'Donnell), 
that  it  was  impossible  that  the  Judges 
of  any  country  should  not  have  some 
kind  of  political  complexion ;  and  so 
long  as  Irishmen  were  Irishmen  they 
would,  he  supposed,  continue  to  take  a 
somewhat  active  view  of  the  leading 
political  questions  of  the  day.  But,  be 
that  as  it  might,  his  own  experience  of 
the  Judges  in  Ireland  was  that  while 
they  were  exceptionally  able  men,  as 
compared  with  the  Judges  of  other 
countries,  they  were,  at  the  same  time, 
men  of  singular  fairness  of  mind.  There 


were  many  of  them  from  whom  he  dif- 
fered in  politics ;  but  if  any  question  in- 
volving nis  character  or  property  was 
about  to  be  tried,  he  should  be  quite 
satisfied  to  have  it  tried  by  any  one  of 
them,  quite  regardless  of  the  political 
opinions  which  he  might  entertain.  It 
was  impossible,  he  might  add,  that  the 
decisions  of  Judges  by  whom  Election 
Petitions  were  tried  could  give  satisfac- 
tion to  everybody.  On  one  side  there 
must  always  be,  not  only  disappoint- 
ment, but  keen  disappointment ;  and 
when  a  decision  came  to  be  delivered  in 
the  very  town  in  which  the  election  had 
taken  place,  and  where  great  warmth  of 
feeling  must  prevail,  it  was  quite  ob- 
vious that  the  interest  in  the  proceedings 
of  the  trial  must  be  not  only  keen  but 
excited.  No  doubt,  that  was  so  in  the 
case  in  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan himself  was  concerned.  Having 
said  thus  much,  he  might  be  allowed 
further  to  observe  that  there  was  a  Bill 
before  the  House  which  would,  he 
thought,  deal,  in  a  reasonable  and  satis- 
factory way,  in  many  respects  with  the 
trial  of  Election  Petitions,  especially  in 
the  matter  of  appeals.  Under  the  Judi- 
cature Act,  at  present,  the  trial  of  such 
Petitions  was  committed  to  three  Judges, 
who  were  placed  on  the  rota,  whose  se- 
lection, he  believed,  commanded  confi- 
dence, for  it  could  not  fairly  be  con- 
tended that  there  was  anything  like 
undue  selection.  There  was  to  be  a 
further  provision,  that  the  junior  Judge 
of  the  Queen's  Bench  —  that  position 
being  at  present  occupied  by  Mr.  Justice 
Barry — should  be  under  the  necessity 
of  going  into  the  Common  Pleas  for  the 
purpose  of  deciding  on  appeals ;  and  he 
could  not  conceive  any  tribunal  more 
satisfactory  than  a  tribunal  composed  of 
four  Judges  selected  in  that  way.  He 
had  only  to  say,  in  conclusion,  that  the 
item  to  which  the  hon.  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan objected  was  a  very  small  one  ; 
and  as  there  were  several  Petitions  re- 
lating to  municipal  elections,  and  means 
must  be  had  to  meet  any  trials  of  Elec- 
tion Petitions,  he  hoped  the  Committee 
would  not  assent  to  the  Motion  for  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  there  was  a 
great  difference  between  the  practice 
which  existed  in  England  with  regard 
to  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  and 
that  which  prevailed  in  Ireland.  Those 
Petitions  were  tried  in  England  by  the, 
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Puisne  Judges,  and  here  it  was  the  ous- 
tom  to  appoint  to  Puisne  Judgeship 
lawyers  who  had  not  taken  a  prominent 
part  in  politics.  The  English  Attorney 
General  or  Solicitor  General  was  very 
seldom  made  a  Puisne  Judge;  but  in 
Ireland  the  Puisne  Judges,  as  well  as 
the  Chief  Justices,  were  chosen  exdu- 
siyely  from  the  leading  political  lawyers 
of  the  day.  There  was,  therefore,  in 
that  respect,  a  broad  distinction  between 
the  position  of  the  two  countries.  But 
he  objected  to  the  present  mode  of  trying 
Election  Petitions  altogether.  A  popular 
Assembly  could  not,  in  his  opinion,  pro- 
perly divest  itself  of  the  right  to  try  its 
own  Election  Petitions,  and  the  House 
could,  at  any  time,  resume  the  power  to 
do  so  with  which  it  had  parted.  In  Ire- 
land there  could  be  no  doubt  it  was 
believed  that  the  present  system  was  not 
impartially  carried  out,  and  that  great 
partiality  had  been  displayed,  especially 
in  the  cases  in  which  he  himself  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  been  unseated — the  one 
as  Member  for  the  county,  and  the  other 
for  the  borough,  of  Galway.  The  result 
showed  what  was  the  real  feeling  of  the 
people  in  Ireland,  the  aristocracy  having 
g^ne  one  way,  while  the  people  struggled 
to  go  in  the  opposite  direction.  He 
hoped  the  hon.  Member  for  Dungarvan 
would  press  his  Motion  to  a  Division, 
because  the  majority  of  the  people  of 
Ireland  had  no  trust  whatever  in  some 
of  the  Judges — he  would  not  say  in  all — 
so  far  as  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions 
was  concerned. 

Mb.  CALLAN  was  sure  the  Committee 
must  have  heard  with  satisfaction  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland,  as  to  the  junior  Judge  of  the 
Court  of  Queen's  Bench  being  appointed 
to  assist  in  the  trial  of  Election  Petitions. 
There  could  be  no  objection  to  Mr. 
Justice  Barry  acting  in  that  capacity, 
although  it  was  generally  the  case  that 
the  junior  Judge  of  the  Court  of  Queen's 
Bench  in  Ireland  was  a  man  who  had 
taken  a  very  active  part  in  politics.  The 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman,  how- 
ever, had  also  stated  that  the  Judges  in 
Ireland  were  placed  on  the  rota  in  such 
a  manner  as  to  preclude  the  possibility 
of  any  undue  or  unfair  selection  being 
made.  There  had,  nevertheless,  been 
such  an  undue  selection  made.  After 
the  General  Election,  in  1874,  there  was 

Major  Nolan 


a    Petition  against  the  return  of  tha 

S resent   Member   for    Drogheda  (Dr. 
>'Leary).     Now,  the  senior  Judge  oi 
the  rota  was  not  sent  down  to  try  tbift 
Petition ;  but,  by  some  sleight  of  haai, 
things  were  so  manipulated  that  he  v«l 
to  Galway  instead.     He  had  made  lb 
same  charge  of  unfairness  a  few  jen 
ago,  and  he  now  repeated  it,  in  the  hapi 
that  the  right  hon.  and  learned  Oenfli- 
man  the  Attorney  General  for  Ireinl 
wotdd  either  meet  it  with  a  denial  c 
explain  it.    It  could  not,  however,  In 
met  with  a  denial,  for  the  facts  w«t 
beyond  dispute.    A  Petition  was  lodnl 
against  the  return  of  the  hon.  MemMr 
for  Drogheda.    That  Petition  was  not 
tried  by  the  senior  Judge,  Mr.  Joitioi 
Lawson,  as  it  ought  to  have  been ;  ail 
it  was  at  the  time  commonly  romovni 
in  Ireland  that  that  learned  Judge  ImI 
been  reserved  for  the  trial  of  theOafanj 
Election  Petition,  with  the  avowed  pv* 
pose  of  unseating  the  present  Meakff 
for  Dungarvan .     The  Drogheda  PetiikA 
was  tried  by  the   junior  Judge,  Kbi 
Justice  Barry,  Baron  Dowse  beings  k 
believed,  the  other  Judge  on  theitota. 
A  difficulty  arose  in  the  case,  andMt 
Justice  Barry  reserved  the  point  fortti 
decision  of  the  Court  of  Conunon  FIm; 
and  the  ultimate  result  of  the  FetitMl 
was  that  the  Election  was  held  to  In 
valid.      Had  the  senior  Judge  on  Ai 
rota,  however,  been  sent  to  r^gbelik 
it  was  felt  that  the  present  Member  kt 
the  borough  would  have  been  unseatoi 
and  that  the  seat  would  have  beengim 
to  the  candidate  by  whom  he  wai  op- 
posed.   As  it  was,  Mr.  Justice  Lavsoa 
went  to  Galway,  and  unseated  the  pn- 
sent  Member  for  Dungarvan,  who,  t 
was   fully  believed  in  Ireland,  wonU 
have  retained  his  seat  had  the  Petitioi 
against  him  been  tried,  as  it  ought  to 
have  been,  by  Mr.  Justice  Barry.  Botr 
under  such  circumstances,  could  sndi  a 
tribunal  as  that  by  which  Election  Fe^ 
tions  were  now  tried  in  Ireland  be  re- 
garded with  anything  but  distrust  ?  For 
his  own  part,  if  a  Petition  was  lodged 
against  his  own  return — should  he  be 
returned  at  the  next  General  ElectioD— 
and  that  Justice  Lawson  was  app<»iited 
to  try  it,  he  should  not  defend  ma  seat, 
so  sure  was  he  of  what  the  result  of  the 
trial  would  be.     As  to  the  item  in  the 
Vote  for  the  reception  of  Judges,  he 
would  observe,  in  answer  to  what  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the 
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Attomej  Qeneral  for  Ireland  had  eaid 
about  the  necessity  of  providing  for  the 
case  of  munioipal  elections,  that  there 
were  no  expenses  incurred  for  the  re- 
ception of  Judges  in  those  cases ;  and 
when  he  found  in  the  Vote  a  sum  of  onlj 
£100  set  down  for  the  reception  of 
Judges  next  year,  he  at  once  came  to  the 
oondusion  that  the  Gbyemment  did  not 
intend  that  there  should  be  a  General 
Election,  otherwise  they  would  have 
asked  for  a  larger  amount  than  £100. 
He  perceived,  he  might  add,  that  the 
sum  of  £140  was  asked  for  last  year, 
when  no  Election  Petition  had  been 
tried;  and  how,  therefore,  that  sum 
could  have  been  spent  on  the  reception 
of  Judges  he  could  not  understand.  It 
seemed  that  £805  had  been  opent  last 
year  in  connection  with  the  performance 
of  duties  in  the  discharge  of  which  there 
was  no  work  done;  while  £240  were 
asked  for  this  year  to  be  expended,  for 
all  he  could  see,  in  the  same  way.  He 
hoped  those  items  now  appeared  in  the 
Estimates  for  the  last  time. 

Thb  ATTOENET  general  fob 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  in  reply  to  the  charges  which 
had  been  brougnt  very  freely,  in  the 
course  of  the  discussion,  against  he  did 
not  know  how  many  Judges.  [Mr. 
Caixan  :  Only  Mr.  Justice  Lawson.] 
But  the  charge  could  not;  very  well  rest 
on  only  one  Judge,  because  a  man  could 
not  be  in  collusion  with  himself  alone  ; 
and  if  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber with  regard  to  the  trials  of  the 
Drogheda  and  Galway  Petitions  were 
correct,  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  must  have 
been  in  collusion  with  Mr.  Justice  Barry. 

Mb.  OALLAN  said,  everybody  knew 
how  these  matters  were  decided  by  the 
Judges;  and  he  had  no  hesitation  in 
saying  that  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  had 
reserved  himself  for  Galway,  and  sent 
the  junior  Judgeon  the  rota  to  Drogheda. 
That  was  a  charge  which  he  was  pre- 
pared to  make  anywhere  against  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson,  as  freely  and  fully  as 
he  now  made  it  in  that  House. 

The  attorney  GENERAL  foe 
IRELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  suppose  that  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson  had  ordered  Mr.  Justice 
Barry  about  as  if  he  were  a  waiter  at  a 
hotel,  instead  of  a  Judge  having  in- 
ordinate j urisdiction.  To  insinuate,  with 
respect  to  two  distinguished  Judges,  that 
of  two  ways  open  to  them  one  took  the 


honourable  and  another  the  dishonour- 
able way,  was  a  course  of  proceeding 
which  he  was  sure  would  not  find  accept- 
ance from  the  Oommittee.  The  hon. 
Member  spoke  of  common  rumour ;  but 
was  the  character  of  a  Judge,  he  would 
ask,  to  be  taken  away  on  common  rumour 
and  general  impressions  in  the  public 
mind  ?  Hon.  Members  opposite  had,  of 
course,  a  right  to  entertain  their  own 
opinions  with  regard  to  particular  de- 
cisions given  at  the  trials  of  Election 
Petitions,  and  affecting  themselves  or 
their  friends ;  but  it  was  neither  fair  nor 
reasonable  that  they  should  cast  reflec- 
tions on  the  honour  of  the  Judges  by 
whom  those  decisions  were  pronounced. 
A  Judge  could  not  decide  both  ways, 
but  must  decide  in  favour  of  one  side 
and  ag^ainst  the  other;  and  there  was 
not,  he  believed,  a  single  Judge  in  Ire- 
land who  would  not  be  delighted  to  be 
relieved  of  what  was  to  them  a  most 
disagreeable  duty  in  connection  with 
Elections.  But,  passing  from  those  ex- 
citing topics  to  the  small  details  of  the 
Vote,  he  would  point  out  to  the  Com- 
mittee that  a  portion  of  the  money  asked 
for  was  to  cover  the  expenses  of  the 
extra  work  which  might  be  thrown  on 
the  officers  of  the  Court  of  Common 
Pleas,  who  had  a  good  deal  to  do  in 
connection  with  municipal  as  well  as 
Parliamentary  Elections.  He  did  not 
see  how  the  whole  amount  of  the  item 
to  which  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  so 
much  objected  could  fairly  be  regarded 
as  being  at  all  excessive;  and  the  ex- 
penditure appeared  to  him,  he  must  say, 
to  be  calculated  upon  a  very  moderate 
footing. 

The  O'CONOR  DON  thought  the  dis- 
cussion to  which  the  Committee  had  just 
been  listening  served  to  bear  out  the 
views  of  those  who  objected  to  having 
the  duly  of  trying  Election  Petitions 
imposed  on  the  Judges  of  the  land. 
Whether  the  statements  which  had  been 
made  that  evening  were  correct  or  not, 
every  hon.  Member  must  admit  that  it 
was  an  unseemly  thing  that  the  conduct 
of  the  Judges  should  be  so  frequently 
impugned  in  that  House.  He  quite 
concurred  with  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Member  who  spoke  last  that  the  Judges 
in  Ireland  would  very  gladly  be  relieved 
from  what  they  regarded  as  a  disagree- 
able duty ;  and  he,  for  one,  had  always 
been  opposed  to  the  transference  of  that 
duty  to  them  from  the  House  itself.  The 
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debates  which  had  oonstantlj  arisen  on 
the  subject  since  the  change  had  been 
made  fully  bore  out  his  views,  and  that 
of  some  other  hon.  Members,  as  to  the 
inexpediency  of  making  it ;  and  if  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dungarvan 
went  to  a  Division  he  should  certainly 
vote  witli  him ;  but,  in  doing  so,  he  did 
not  wish,  in  any  way,  to  be  supposed  to 
express  his  distrust  of  any  particular 
Judge.  He  simply  wished,  acting  in 
accordance  with  the  views  which  he  had 
always  held,  to  record  his  opinion  that 
the  duties  of  trying  Election  Petitions 
ought  not  to  be  thrown  on  the  Judges 
of  the  land,  and  that  the  House  of 
Commons,  in  those  cases,  ought  to 
maintain  its  jurisdiction  over  its  own 
Members. 

Mb.  p.  MABTIN  said,  the  duties 
in  question  had  been  imposed  on  the 
Judges  contrary  to  their  own  wish ; 
and  he  was  quite  aware  that  the  trans- 
ference to  them  of  those  duties  had 
been  strongly  objected  to  by  some  of 
them,  and  by  no  one  more  vehemently 
than  the  present  Chief  Justice  of  the 
Common  Heas  in  Ireland.  That  learned 
Judge  had  pointed  out  the  evils  which 
would  result  from  the  transference,  and 
the  soundness  of  his  view  was  illustrated 
by  what  occurred  from  year  to  year. 
The  fact  was,  that  the  trial  of  Election 
Petitions  was  totally  unsuited  to  the 
office  of  Judge,  which  could  not  be 
mixed  up  with  political  matters  in  Ire- 
land without  being  more  or  less  soiled 
by  the  contact.  It  might  be  impossible 
to  induce  the  House  to  revert  to  the  old 
practice,  which,  in  his  opinion,  was 
much  better  than  the  present  system; 
but  he  would  suggest  to  the  Government 
that  they  ought  to  take  into  account  the 
Beport  of  the  evidence  of  the  witnesses 
who  were  examined  before  the  Election 
Commission  on  the  subject.  Lord  Chief 
Justice  Morris,  and  other  witnesses  of 
eminence  and  g^eat  experience,  had 
clearly  and  emphatically  stated  that 
the  trial  of  Election  Petitions  ought  not 
to  be  left  to  a  single  Judge ;  and  due 
attention  ought,  he  thought,  to  be  paid  to 
the  opinion  of  that  learned  Judge,  as 
well  as  of  the  other  witnesses.  It  might 
be  said  in  England  there  were  not  a 
sufficient  number  of  Judges  to  admit  of 
more  than  one  beins  spaz^  for  the  trial 
of  an  Election  Petition;  but  that  was 
an  argument  which  did  not  apply  to  the 
case  of  Ireland,  where  two  Judges  could 
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be  very  well  spared  for  that  purpose. 
What  had  been  the  result  of  theoperation 
of  the  present  system  in  Ireland  ?   In  the 
case  of  the  Calway  Election,  it  had  led  to 
a  universal  feeling  of  indignation  being 
roused  among  the  Boman  Catholics  in 
that  country.    The  judicial  impartiality 
of  another  learned  Judge  had  been  fre- 
quentiy  and  vehementiy  assailed  in  the 
Irish  Press  and  in  that  House.   It  could 
not  be  denied  that,  unfortunately,  the 
consequence  had  been  to  lower  and  de- 
grade the  judicial  office  in  the  public 
mind.    And  when,  in  the  course  of  their 
ordinary  duties,  political  matters  came 
for  decision  before  these  Judg^,  the 
confidence  of  the  public  in  their  integrity 
and  impartiality  was   much   impured 
and  weakened.     The  question  was  not 
whether  these   charges   thus   publicly 
made  against  the  Judges  were  well- 
founded  or  not,    but  what  was  their 
inevitable  effect  on  the  public  mind. 
He  might,  perchance,  individually  ssy 
the  action  of  the  judicial  body  was  not 
to  be  judged  from  the  consideration  o( 
the  conduct  of  one  man,  or  that  msny 
statements  had   been  znade  as  to  the 
action  of  the  Judges  in  which  he  oodd 
not    agree ;    but    the    very    fact  that 
charges  were  so  repeatedly  made  against 
them  in    that    House   ought,    in  his 
opinion,  to  be  quite  sufficient  to  impress 
on  the  Q-ovemment  the  expediency  of 
having  two  Judges  to  try  Election  Peti* 
tions  instead  of  one.    [An  hon.  Membeb  : 
Three  would  be  better  than  two.]    He 
would  not  object  to  that  for  Irdand ; 
but  the  law  ought  to  be,  he  thought,  the 
same  for  England  and  Ireland.    And 
he  thought  it  would  be  said  there  was 
not  a  sufficient  number  of  Judges  to  dis- 
charge that  dutv  in  England.   Howeyer, 
if  the  responsibility  was  committed  to 
two,  public  confidence  would  to  some  ex- 
tent be  restored,  and  the  alteration  would, 
he  believed,  remove  many  of  the  evils 
which  arose  out  of  the  present  system. 
If  two  Judges  had,  for  instance,  been 
engaged  in  the  trial  of  the  celebrated 
Galway  Petition,  there  would  not,  he 
felt  confident,  have  been  such  an  exhi- 
bition of   feeling  as,  unhappily,  took 
place.    He  knew  very  well,  from  some 
experience  at  the  Bar,  how,  both  by 
members  of  the  Profession  as  well  as 
by  the  public  at  large,  the  judgments  in 
such  cases  were  challengea ;  and  it  was 
somewhat  of  an  anomaly,  he  conld  not 
help  thinking,  that  while  upon  the  trill 
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of  a  qnestion,  inyolying  a  mere  matter 
of,  perhaps,  £30  or  £40,  fonr  Judges 
might  be  called  upon  to  sit  in  solemn 
array,  a  question  affecting  the  honour, 
and  position  in  life  of  a  Member  of  that 
House,  the  interests  of  a  constituency, 
even  the  constitution  of  the  House  itseH, 
should  be  left  to  the  decision  of  a  single 
Judge.  The  question  was  one  not  merely 
affecting  the  Irish  Judges,  many  of 
whose  decisions  in  those  matters  were 
far  superior  to  those  of  the  English 
Judges.  But  when  dealing  with  Election 
matters  it  should  be  borne  in  mind  the 
Judge  acted  not  merely  in  the  discharge 
of  his  ordinary  functions  but  also  as  a 
juror.  Not  unfrequently  his  previous 
training  and  habit  of  thought  rendered 
him  unfitted  to  consider  mcts  from  a 
practical  common-sense  point  of  view, 
and  consequently  some  of  the  Election 
Judges  took  various  fanciful  views,  and 
arrived  at  conclusions  very  unsatisfac- 
tory to  either  the  legal  mind  craving  a 
settled  standard  of  law,  or  tha  lay  mind 
seeking  a  practical  guide  of  cdhduct. 

Ms.  OALLAN  said,  that  with  refer- 
ence to  the  observation  of  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  that  no  person 
shotild  bring  charges  against  a  Judge 
upon  mere  rumour  or  general  impres- 
sions, he  wished  to  say  that  he  had  only 
supplemented  the  charge  he  had  made 
by  stating  the  general  impression  which 
ran  through  the  public  mind  on  the  sub- 
ject. What  was  that  impression?  It 
had  been  officially  stated  that  the  Judges 
who  were  selected  to  try  Election  cases 
were  placed  upon  the  rota  by  seniority. 
They  were  eimer  placed  upon  the  rota 
by  seniority,  or  they  were  not.  He  be- 
lieved that,  by  the  Act  of  Parliament, 
the  Judges  were  placed  upon  the  rota 
by  seniority.  In  1874,  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson,  Mr.  Baron  Dowse,  and  Mr. 
Justice  Barry  were  the  Election  Judges. 
The  senior  Judge  was  Mr.  Justice  Law- 
son,  and  the  junior  Mr.  Justice  Barry ; 
and  had  the  Galway  Petition  been  tried 
by  Mr.  Justice  Barry  his  decision  would 
have  given  universid  satisfaction.  If  a 
decision  of  the  other  Judges  had  given 
equal  satisfaction,  there  would  have 
been  no  such  outczy  as  had  taken  place. 
The  outcry  had  arisen  in  consequence  of 
the  case  being  tried  by  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson,  who,  he  repeated,  was  the 
senior  Judge.  At  that  time,  there  were 
two  Petitions  pending,  one  arising  in 


respect  of  the  General  Election,  and  the 
other  with  regard  to  a  bye-Election, 
which  took  place  immediately  after.  If 
the  Petitions  had  been  tried  by  the 
Judges  according  to  seniority,  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Lawson  woidd  have  taken  the  case 
of   the  Drogheda  Petition.     He  sup- 

gosed,  however,  that  the  senior  Judge 
ad  the  choice  of  the  Circuit,  and  that 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson  selected  Galway. 
By  seniority,  he  ought  to  have  gone  to 
Ih*ogheda ;  and  the  result  of  his  going 
to  Galway  was  the  unfair  decision  that 
was  given  in  that  case.  It  was  the 
general  impression  of  the  public  that 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson  had  selected  Galway 
for  the  purpose  of  unseating  the  Mem- 
ber petitioned  against.  It  was  unfor- 
tunate that  there  should  be  such  an  im- 
pression ;  but  it  was,  nevertheless,  the 
fact  that  it  existed.  He  must  express 
his  opinion  that  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  was 
guilty  of  gross  partiality  in  the  trial  of 
die  Galway  Petition. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  MCCARTHY  observed, 
that  the  practice  of  questioning  the  de- 
cisions of  Judges  was  a  very  objection- 
able one ;  but  it  was  well  known  to  any- 
one who  followed  Irish  affairs  that  there 
were  some  Judges  in  Ireland  who  in- 
terested themselves  to  a  much  greater 
extent  in  politics  than  was  done  by  the 
Judges  in  England.  There  were  one  or 
two  Judges  who  entertained  very  strong 
opinions  upon  political  questions  in 
Ireland.  One  Judge  might  entertain 
very  strong  politiciu  bias  in  favour  of 
one  party ;  and  when  they  found  such  a 
Judge  trying  an  Election  Petition  it 
was  only  natural  that  some  distrust 
should  be  felt.  It  might  be  true  that 
such  a  Judge  might  be  as  impartial  as 
a  man  could  be,  and  as  free  nom  bias 
or  prejudice  of  any  kind  as  it  was  pos- 
sible for  a  Judge  to  be ;  but  the  public 
wotdd  never  believe  that  that  was  the 
case,  for  they  were  unable  to  disassociate 
a  Judge  from  his  political  opinions,  and 
that  was  more  than  usually  the  case  on 
the  trial  of  Petitions  in  Election  cases. 
Whether  the  public  impression  were 
right  or  wrong,  it,  nevertheless,  existed; 
and  to  enforce  a  due  respect  and  estima- 
tion for  the  Bench  it  was  necessary  to 
avoid  the  possibility  of  its  occurring. 
In  common  with  some  other  hon.  Mem- 
bers, he  very  much  regretted  the  change 
that  had  taken  place  in  transferring 
from  that  House  to  the  Judges  the  de- 
cision upon   Election  Petitions.      The 
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Hoase  would  have  done  well  to  retain 
its  power  to  declare  whether  an  Election 
was  pure  or  not.     He  knew  that  there 
were  yery  great  objections  to  the  Com- 
mittees of  that  House,  which  were  for- 
merly charged  with  the  trial  of  these 
cases.    When  the  majority  of  the  Com- 
mittee was  of  one  opinion  there  was  no 
doubt  as  to  the  result  of  the  case.   Still, 
he  did  not  think  that  that  often  occurred, 
for  if  it  did  Tpublic  opinion  would  have 
most    certainly   condemned  it.      They 
knew  that  upon  no  matter  was  opinion 
in  that  House  stronger  than  with  regard 
to  the  conduct  of  Mections.     He  be- 
lieved that  they  could  have  come  to  a 
time  when  a  number  of  gentlemen  could 
have  been  found  to  sit  upon  those  Com- 
mittees without  any  feeling  upon  the 
matter  at  all.    But  even  if  there  were 
any  objection  to  the  Committees  from 
any  suspicion  of  partiality,  the  decision 
of  so  important  a  matter  as  the  repre- 
sentation of  a  constituency  should  not 
have  been  left  to  a  single  Judge.    Let 
them  look,  for  one  moment,  at  the  case 
of  the  Galway  Petition.    In  that  case 
it  was  tried  before  a  Judge,  who  was 
well  known,  at  one  time,  to  have  had 
very  strong  political  opinions.    Yet  his 
decision  alone  not  merely  unseated  one 
Member,  but  actually  seated  another. 
Thus,  it  was  in  the  hands  of  a  single 
Judge  to  take  the  representation  from  a 
large  majority  of  voters  and  to  give  it 
to  a  minority.     The  decision  of  that 
Judge  placed  in  the  House  a  Gentleman 
who  was  supported  by  a  very  small 
minority  of  the  voters.      He  remem- 
bered its  being  said  in  one  case — **  That 
man  calls  himself  my  Member;  but  I 
am  one  of  the  majority,  and  I  never 
voted  for  him."    That  was  a  scandal ; 
but  it  was  one  which  might  occur  any 
day  under  the  present  system,  although 
not  to  so  marked  an  extent  as  it  had 
done.    Perhaps  it  would  be  absurd  to 
return  to  the  old  system;  but  they  might 
prevent  the  decisions  in  cases  of  Elections 
being  left  to  depend  upon  one  single 
Judge,   who    might  be  influenced   by 
political  feeling.    That  could  readily  be 
remedied  by  putting  the  decision  in  the 
hands  of  two— if  not  three — Judges. 

M&.  SULLiyAN  said,  that  if  there 
was  any  class  of  public  functionaries  who 
ought  to  be  safe  from  discussions  of  that 
kind  it  was  the  Judges  who  sat  u^on  the 
j  ostioe  seat.  Nothing  was  more  injurious 
than  to  have  discussions  of  that  charac- 
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tor  raised  upon  the  Judges  who  adminis- 
tered justice;  and,  therefore,  he  thought 
it  peculiarly  unfortunate  that  politic&l 
trials  —  as  Election   Petitions  were — 
should  have  to  be  tried  by  one  Judge, 
and  especially  in  a  country  like  Ireland. 
There  could  be  no  doubt  that  some  most 
regretable  disoussionB  oonoeming   the 
pifftiality  or  impartiality  of  some  of  the 
Irish  Judges  with  regard  to  ElectioiL 
Petitions  had  arisen,   and  principally, 
perhaps,  from  the  great  distiiictLons  be- 
tween England  and  Ireland.      He  did 
hope  that  they  were  going  to  have  t 
better  future ;  but,  hitherto,  it  had  been 
notorious  that  the  appointments  to  the 
Bench  in  Ireland  had  been  made  frvsi 
political  lawyers ;  whereas  in  England, 
for  a  long  time  past,  it  had  been  equally 
notorious  that  men  were  appointed  to 
the  Bench  because  of  their  professional 
eminence  and  personal  fitness,  irrespec- 
tive of  Party  considerations.     To  take 
the  case  of  the  last  appointed  Judge  in 
England — Mr.  Justice  Bowen — ^he  might 
observe  lliat  he  never  had  a  seat  in  that 
House  at  all.  In  Ireland  Judges  were  ap- 
pointed wholly  for  political  reasons;  ana, 
as  a  rule,  no  man  had  been  elevated  to 
the  Bench  unless  he  had  done  Party 
service,  either  inside  or  outside  of  the 
House.    He  would  remind  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  of  a  discussion  which  took  place  in 
respect  of  the  very  last  appointment  to 
the  Bench  in  Ireland.   Mr.  Justice  Fits- 
gibbon,  than  whom  no  better  sum  could 
have  been  appointed,   was  no  sooner 
raised  to  the  Bench  than  the  Conserm- 
tive  journals  began  to  ask — Did  he  pay 
£10  to  the  Constitutional  Club  ?     Was 
he  not  suspected  of  Liberal  opinions? 
He  thought  that  kind  of  talk  was  a  re- 
proach to  justice  in  Ireland.     Instead  of 
sa3ring  that  the  new  Judge  was  a  man 
eminent  in  his  Profession — as  he  un- 
doubtedly was — and  that  he  was  a  man  of 
unblemished  integrity,  and  of  the  highest 
character,  the  journals  only  fixed  upon 
a  question  of  Party  subscriptions  to  see 
whether  he  had  qualified  himself.    Let 
them  look  at  the  other  Judges — he  woold 
not  mention  names,  feeling  that  it  was 
only  in  extremities  that  the  names  of 
Judges  should  be  mentioned  upon  the 
floor  of  that  House,  because  they  could 
not  be  heard  in  their  own  defence;  he  had 
never  hesitated  to  express  his  opinion  of 
the  Judges  in  Ireland,  where  they  could 
lay  hands  upon  him — ^but  he  would  not 
abuse  his  privileges  in  that  House.    A 
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man  who  was  most  sure  of  attaining  to 
the  Bench  in  Ireland  was  the  man  who 
was  most  strongly  a  Party  man;  but, 
neyertheless,  there  was  no  other  country 
which  could  produce  a  Judiciary  of, 
with  occasionally  a  few  exceptions,  a 
higher  character,  or  of  greater  ability, 
than  Ireland.  There  was  no  doubt  of 
the  integrity  of  the  Irish  Bench  in 
issues  between  man  and  man;  but  the 
moment  they  began  to  try  Party  issues 
suggestions  were  raised  as  to  Party 
motives,  and  the  strong  opinions  that 
were  delivered  lost  their  force,  because 
the  impartiality  of  the  Election  Judge 
was  doubted.  The  famous  Galway  case 
was  naturally  referred  to.  In  that  cele- 
brated case,  which  had  aroused  the 
feeling,  even  in  England,  that  there 
was  a  necessity  for  a  second  Judge, 
it  was  undoubted  that  the  Judge  was 
one  of  the  strongest  of  partizans.  The 
language  of  his  judgment  was  rather 
suited  to  the  political  platform  than 
the  Judicial  Bench.  He  would  press 
npon  the  Gk>yemment,  for  the  sake  of 
the  Judges,  and  for  the  sake  of  the 
Judicial  Bench,  to  take  the  decision 
of  Election  cases  from  one  Judge,  and 
to  place  it  either  in  the  hands  of 
two  or  three  Judges.  He  should  prefer 
also  that,  if  necessary,  there  should 
be  an  appeal  to  the  Court.  When 
they  had  a  General  Election  in  Ire- 
land, if  one  Judge  only  tried  the 
Election  Petitions,  let  not  me  House  of 
Commons  be  surprised  if  unfortunate 
suspicions  were  raised  against  Judge  A, 
or  Judge  B,  or  Judge  C.  He  would  ap- 
peal to  the  Government  to  rescue  the 
Judges  from  those  suspicions — ^it  was  due 
to  the  character  of  the  Irish  Judiciary — 
that  they  should  cease  to  have  in  that 
House  those  unhappy  discussions  with 
regard  to  the  partiality  of  the  Irish 
Judges. 

1&.  PABNELL  hoped  that  before  the 
next  General  Election  the  desirability 
would  be  seen  of  appointing  more  than 
one  Judge  for  the  trial  of  Election  Peti- 
tions. He  did  not  suppose  that  Parlia- 
ment would  ever  go  back  to  the  old  plan 
of  trying  Election  Petitions  itself.  So 
far  as  he  could  see,  there  were  many  ad- 
vantages in  not  having  Election  Petitions 
tried  by  Parliament,  where  Party  con- 
siderations must  come  into  play,  but 
rather  by  the  Judges  of  the  land.  But 
it  was  essentially  necessary  that  they 
should  adopt  such  a  system  of  trial  as 


should  avoid  any  possibility  of  a 
charge  of  partizanship,  or  Party,  or 
religious  bias,  being  Drought  against 
the  Judges  who  tried  the  case.  In  Ire- 
land, it  had,  unfortujaately,  happened 
that  that  had  not  been  the  case.  All  the 
Petitions  that  had  been  tried  in  Ireland, 
with  one  exception,  had  shown  that  the 
Judges  had  not  been  above  Party  con- 
siderations. If  they  went  back  to  the  cele- 
brated County  G^way  trial  by  Mr.  Jus- 
tice Keogh,  that  trial  made  the  name  of 
the  Irish  Justiciary  infamous  through- 
out the  world.  Even  in  America,  where 
the  Judges  were  not  celebrated  for  their 
purity,  that  decision  was  oonsidiBred  a 
perfect  monstrosity  of  judicial  dedsions. 
It  was  said  that  they  wanted  to  be  above 
clerical  interference,  and  therefore  it  was 
necessary  to  select  Judges  who  would 

Sroperly  perform  their  duty ;  but  they 
id  not  carry  out  their  object  in  that 
matter,  for  all  their  attempts  in  that 
direction  had  recoiled  only  upon  them- 
selves. It  was  too  late  to  attempt  to 
convert  the  Irish  people  by  Act  of  Par- 
liament, or  by  persecution.  All  attempts 
to  convert  the  Irish  people  to  the  reli- 
gion of  England  had  only  resulted  in  the 
fact  that  the  Irish  people  were  more 
devotedly  attached  to  the  Boman  Ca- 
tholic religion  than  any  other  people  on 
the  face  of  the  earth.  England  had  far 
better  leave  those  matters  to  the  good 
sense  of  all  the  parties  concerned,  in- 
stead of  adopting  a  system  according  to 
their  ideas,  in  order  to  meet  certain  diffi- 
culties that  might  or  might  not  exist  in 
Ireland.  It  had  better  leave  all  those 
questions  to  be  settled  by  the  good  sense 
of  the  parties  concerned.  Interference 
would  only  lead  to  results  that  were  not 
anticipated ;  and,  instead  of  being  cal- 
culated to  remedy  the  evil  supposed  to 
exist,  it  would  only  increase  it.  A  ques- 
tion had  been  put  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Dundalk  (Mr.  Callan)  to  the  right 
hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  the  Attor- 
ney General  for  Ireland,  as  to  whether 
Mr.  Justice  Lawson  himself  chose  to  try 
the  Galway  Petition  instead  of  trying 
the  Drogheda  Petition,  which  was  first 
on  the  list?  The  Galway  Borough  Peti- 
tion was  one  which  arose  from  a  bye- 
Election;  but  the  Drogheda  Borough 
Petition  arose  from  the  General  Elec- 
tion. According  to  the  statement  of 
the  Attorney  General  for  Ireland  the 
Judges  tried  those  Petitions  aooording  to 
I  seniority  ;    and   the  Galway   Borough 
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Petition  ought,  therefore,  to  have  been 
tried  by  Mr.  Justice  Barry,  when  the 
Drogheda  Petition  would  hare  fallen  to 
the  lot  of  Mr.  Justice  Lawson.  What 
happened  was  exactly  the  reverse.  It 
was  evidently  seen  by  the  authorities, 
who  made  arrangements  in  those  matters, 
that  the  Qalway  Borough  Petition  was 
of  such  a  character  that  there  was  a 
very  ffreat  chance  that  if  an  unscrupu- 
lous Judge  was  sent  down  to  try  it  a 
favourable  decision  might  be  arrived  at ; 
whereas,  on  the  other  hand,  the  Dro- 
gheda Election  Peitition  was  of  such  a 
character  that  it  could  not  possibly  make 
much  difference  who  tried  it.  There- 
fore, Mr.  Justice  Lawson  was  sent  down 
to  try  the  Oalway  Petition,  and  Mr. 
Justice  Barry  was  sent  to  try  the  Elec- 
tion Petition  in  Drogheda.  That  was 
wrong,  for  they  ought  to  have  stuck  to 
the  rota ;  and  if  that  had  been  done  they 
would  have  avoided  the  unfortunate 
scandal  which  had  occurred.  The  Irish 
Judges  were  not  like  the  English 
Judges;  the  whole  system  had  been 
deliberately  designed,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  made  use  of  as  a  powerful  in- 
strument against  the  march  of  the 
country.  The  Bar  in  Ireland  formerly 
gave  the  Government  a  considerable 
amount  of  trouble ;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, arranged,  as  a  part  of  the  pro- 
gramme, that  a  system  of  offices  should 
be  instituted  of  such  a  character  that 
there  should  be  one  Government  place 
for  every  two  lawyers  in  Ireland.  Every 
other  man,  when  he  went  to  the  Bar, 
was  taught  to  look  to  Government  autho- 
rity as  me  "  end  all  and  be  all "  of  his 
career.  He  did  not,  as  in  England,  go 
to  the  Bar  to  learn  the  law  and  to  work 
his  way  up  in  his  Profession,  step  by 
step,  and,  perhaps,  eventually  to  attain 
the  Bench  or  high  office ;  but  he  went 
to  the  Bar  in  Ireland  with  the  deliberate 
intention — ^particularly  if  a  young  man 
of  inferior  ability  and  indifferent  appli- 
cation, with  the  idea  of  obtaining  an  in- 
ferior place,  either  as  a  County  Court 
Judg^  or  assistant  barrister,  or  some- 
thing of  that  kind  under  Government. 
Then  if  such  a  man  got  into  Parliament, 
and,  after  a  few  years,  the  political 
Party  of  which  he  was  a  supporter  suc- 
ceeded to  power,  he  succeeded  to  the 
Office  of  Irish  Attorney  or  Solicitor 
General,  and  all  his  professions  of 
patriotism  vanished.  The  next  step  was 
that  he  was  made  a  Judge,  and  was 
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found  tiying  Election  Petitions,  and 
sentencing  political  prisoners.  This  was 
the  system  against  which  he  and  his 
Friends  in  that  House  desired  to  protest, 
on  the  present  as  on  other  occasions ;  and 
in  so  protesting  they  wished  to  place  on 
record  their  opinion  that  the  political  and 
social  circumstances  in  England  and  Ire- 
land were  so  different  that  the  system 
which  might  work  well  in  the  former 
was  utterly  useless  in  the  last-named 
country.  It  was  out  of  the  question  to 
say  that  a  satisfactory  trial  of  an  Elec- 
tion Petition  could  be  got  in  Ireland,  if 
it  was  to  be  tried  by  one  Judge  as  in 
England.  In  fact,  he  was  surprised  thai 
the  Government  should  attempt  to  main- 
tain the  present  state  of  things  in  Ire- 
land; and  he  hoped  that,  before  the 
General  Election,  the  Gt)vemment  would 
remove  this  great  scandal  and  reproach 
from  the  Irish  Bar  and  Bench,  and  pro- 
vide that  Election  Petitions  should  be 
tried  in  that  country  by  three  Judges, 
instead  of  by  one  as  at  present. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  hoped  that,  whaterer 
was  done,  it  would  never  again  be  pos- 
sible for  Judge  Lawson  to  sit  as  sole 
Judge  in  the  hearing  of  any  Election 
Petition.  Within  his  recollection,  the 
only  Judges  hearing  Election  Petitions 
in  Ireland  who  had  proved  needlesely 
corrupt  were  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  and 
Mr.  Justice  Keogh. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  tiiat 
such  a  direct  charge  as  the  hon.  Member 
brought  against  a  Judge  was  one  which 
could  only  be  constitutionally  brought 
in  the  form  of  an  Address  to  tiie  Crown, 
praying  for  the  removal  of  the  Judge 
whose  conduct  was  impeached.  The 
hon.  Member  was  incurring  a  gprave  re- 
sponsibility in  using  the  terms  he  had 
just  used. 

M&.  BIGGAB  said,  he  did  not  suggest 
that  either  of  the  Judges  he  had  referred 
to  had  been  actuated  in  the  course  they 
took  by  any  desire  to  obtain  money  from 
either  of  the  parties  to  the  Petitions; 
but  he  did  mamtain  that  they  had  acted 
in  a  most  frightful  manner,  and  that 
Justice  Keogh  had  distinguished  himself 
particularly  in  this  respect  in  his  conduct 
while  trying  and  giving  judgment  in  the 
Galway  Election  Petition  trial  That 
judgment  was,  in  his  opinion,  utterly 
dishonest,  for  the  language  in  which  it 
was  couched  was  such  as  no  gentleman 
— to  say  nothing  of  the  fact  that  he  was 
a  Judge — ought  to  have  used.  It  wasnow 
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known  that  when  the  Judg^  ended  his 
days  he  was  insane ;  and  it  was,  there- 
fore, possible  that  when  he  pronounced 
the  Galway  judgpnent  he  was  either 
under  the  influence  of  insanity  or  strong 
drink.  Whether  this  was  or  was  not 
the  case  |had  never  been  cleared  up; 
but  it  must  be  perfectly  obyious  to  any- 
one that  his  judgment  was  an  outrage 
•on  justice.  During  the  time  that  Jus- 
tices Keogh  and  Lawson  were  colleagues 
they  went  the  same  Circuit  together, 
and  the  one  was  always  perfectly  ready 
to  endorse  the  other's  opinion,  whenever 
questions  were  raised  by  counsel. 

The  OHAIBMAN  pointed  out  that 
this  was  not  relevant  to  the  Vote  before 
the  Committee. 

Mb.  BI(}GAE  bowed  to  the  decision ; 
but  contended  that  if  the  public  had  no 
confidence  in  Judges  when  they  were 
trying  general  issues,  they  were  not 
likely  to  have  that  confidence  when 
Election  Petitions  were  being  tried  by 
the  same  learned  gentlemen,  whose  de- 
cisions might  place  Members  in  that 
House  who,  in  no  adequate  manner,  re- 
presented the  views  of  the  constituencies 
whom  they,  nominally,  represented. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  he  was  not 
desirous  to  prolong  the  irrelevant  de- 
bate which  had  sprung  up ;  but  he  must 
protest  against  the  personal  attacks 
which  had  been  made  upon  certain 
learned  Judges  ~one  of  whom  was  now 
dead — who  had,  he  believed,  honestly 
discharged  their  duties.  A  legitimate 
opportimity  of  expressing  adverse  opi- 
nions as  to  the  mode  in  which  Election 
Petitions  were  tried  would  occur  when 
the  Bill  relating  to  that  question  was 
before  the  House.  K  the  Business  of 
Parliament  had  gone  on  smoothly  this 
particular  measure  might  have  been 
proceeded  with  in  the  present  Session. 

Mb.  SHAW  said,  he  should  vote  for 
the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dungarvan  on  principle,  and  not  on  ac- 
count of  the  personal  attacks  which  he 
and  some  other  hon.  Members  had  made 
on  certain  Irish  Judges ;  because  he  did 
not  think  there  were  any  Judges  on  the 
Irish  Bench  who  would  wilfully  act  in  a 
corrupt  manner.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  there  was  room  for  an  improve- 
ment in  the  existing  law  in  respect  of 
the  manner  in  which  Election  Petitions 
were  tried  in  Ireland ;  and  he  hoped  the 
Attorney  Oeneral  would,  before  the  next 
General  Election,  endeavour  to  hit  upon 


a  plan  by  means  of  which  a  remedy 
could  be  found. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  it  was  from 
no  feeling  of  personal  resentment  or 
disappointment  that,  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  he  had  felt  it  his  duty  to 
make  charges  against  certain  Irish 
Judges;  but  he  f^lt  bound  to  repeat 
that  Justice  Lawson  had  given  judg- 
ments directly  contrary  to  the  evidence 
before  him,  and,  if  an  opportunity  was 
given  to  him  by  the  Glovemment,  he 
would  prove  the  truth  of  this  allega- 
tion. This  was  particularly  the  case 
in  reference  to  tne  Galway  Petition, 
when  Justice  Lawson  said  that  he  (Mr. 
O'Donnell)  had  held  a  meeting  of 
butchers  in  order  to  terrorize  over  the 
constituency.  There  was  no  evidence 
before  the  Judge  in  support  of  this  view; 
but  there  was  evidence  to  show  that  the 
tradesmen  and  freemen  of  Galway  had 
a  right  to  hold  meetings,  and  to  vote, 
and  that  the  butohers  in  question  were 
not  a  mere  body  of  roughs,  as  suggested 
by  the  Judge,  who  had  taken  part  in  a 
movement  whose  sole  object  it  was  to  in- 
timidate the  meeting  which  had  been 
called,  unless  that  meeting  was  favourable 
to  hi8(Mr.0'Donnell's)  views.  There  were 
20  points  on  which  he  could  have  proved 
that  the  judgment  of  Mr.  Justice  Law- 
son  was  wrong ;  but  he  was  unable  to 
do  so,  because  the  Judge  imputed  to  him 
the  personal  stain  of  having  directly 
communicated  with  the  butehers  in  ques- 
tion, and  induced  them  to  take  the  part 
in  the  meeting  which  he  alleged  against 
them.  Beference  had  been  made  by 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  to  the 
Government  Bill  in  reference  to  Corrupt 
Practices  at  Elections ;  and  he  ventured 
to  say  that  that  Bill  would  have  the  dis- 
tinct effect  of  worstoning  the  existing 
state  of  thing. 

The  CHAIRMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  hon.  Member  was  not  in  Order  in 
discussing  the  provisions  of  a  Bill  which 
was  before  the  Mouse. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  was  bound 
to  defer  to  the  ruling  of  the  Chairman  ; 
but  it  seemed  somewhat  hard  that  he 
could  say  nothing  as  to  a  Bill  which 
had  been  referred  to  as  likely  to  remove 
the  grievances  complained  of,  and  which 
he  did  not  believe  would  have  any  such 
effect. 

The  CHAIEMAN  pointed  out  that 
the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  did  not 
refer  to  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,  but 
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simply  mentioned  the  fact  of  its  exist- 
ence. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  would, 
then,  be  content  with  repeating  his 
opinion  that  there  was  a  consensus  of 
opinion  in  Ireland  in  opposition  to  the 
present  mode  of  trying  Election  Peti- 
tions in  that  country. 

Mr.  MACAETNEY  said,  he  had  for 
many  years  enjoyed  the  honour  and 
pleasure  of  being  acquainted  with  Mr. 
Justice  Lawson,  and  he  wished  to  ex- 
press his  opinion — as  that  learned  Judge 
had  been  attacked — that  there  was  not 
on  the  Bench  in  any  European  country 
a  more  high-minded,  conscientious,  and 
pains-taking  Judge  than  Mr.  Justice 
Lawson  was.  The  statement  that  he 
had  voluntarily  suppressed  or  invented 
any  evidence  was  as  void  of  founda- 
tion as  any  statement  made  in  the  House. 
It  was  the  duty  of  every  Irish  Member 
to  defend  a  Judge  who  had  been  so  fre- 
quently and  so  unmercifully  assailed  in 
that  House  as  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  had 
been. 

Sib  WILLIAM  HABCOUET  thought 
the  statement  of  the  hon .  Member  for  Dun- 
garvan  must  be  taken  notice  of  apart  from 
his  Motion.  The  statement  in  question 
did  not  embody  the  manner  in  which  the 
character  of  one  of  the  Judges  of  the 
land  ought  to  be  dealt  with,  either  in 
that  House  or  elsewhere.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Dungarvan  had  said  that 
he  would  prove  the  charges  he  brought 
against  Mr.  Justice  Lawson  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  give  him  an  oppor- 
tunity of  doing  so ;  but  he  would  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  could 
make  that  opportunity  for  himself,  by 
putting  on  the  Paper  a  Notice  of  his 
intention  to  move  an  Address  to  the 
Crown  praying  for  the  removal  of  the 
Judge  urom  the  Bench.  This  would  be 
a  fair  and  legitimate  way  of  dealing 
with  the  matter ;  but  to  throw  imputa- 
tions broadcast  was  unfair  in  itself,  in- 
jurious to  the  administration  of  justice, 
and  contrary  to  the  practice  and  Con- 
stitution of  this  count]^. 

Mr.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  agreed 
with  the  general  principle  which  had 
been  laid  down  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  who  had  just  addressed  the 
Committee ;  but  he  would  remind  the 
Committee  that  he  was  debarred  from 
taking  the  course  suggested  by  the  line 
pursued  by  Mr.  Justice  Lawson,  in  the 
first  instance,  which  shut  him  out  of  the 
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House  altogether.  He  should  certainly 
take  preliminary  steps  in  the  direotion 
suggested  by  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford ;  and  if  he  received  sup- 
port on  that  occasion  he  should  proceed 
to  the  farther  step  which  was  suggeatei 
by  the  hon.  and  learned  Member. 

Mr.  GEAY  said,  he  did  not  propoM 
to  enter  into  the  question  of  the  moid 
or  demerits  of  any  particular  Judge.* 
The  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland  had 
said  that  the  proper  time  to  discuss  tidi 
question  was  when  the  Corrupt  Erie- 
tices  Bill  came  before  the  House,  lad 
he  had  intimated  that  the  Bill  must  be 
passed  before  the  Elections  took  place. 
The  late  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
Butt)  took  the  deepest  interest  intiui 
subject,  and  for  tluree  Sessions  to  Ids 
(Mr.  Gray's)  knowledge,  and  pMBhlf 
longer,  he  impressed  on  the  Gafos- 
ment  the  necessity  of  such  t  B9. 
Every  Session  he  was  met  by  a  pienuN 
to  introduce  a  BiU  in  the  fdloiiv 
year ;  but  every  year  he  was  put  •• ; 
A  BUI  had  been  introduced  thisjeir; 
but  it  had  been  kept  back  so  lougM^ 
it  could  not  now  be  passed  into  an  M 
and  he  (Mr.  Grajr)  feared  that  Hm 
was  no  real  determination  on  the  pert  c( 
the  Government  to  pass  such  a  meaaai 
before  the  General  Election. 

Mb.  O'CONOB  said,  he  took  ntl 
great  interest  in  this  subject;  butM 
had  not  addressed  the  Committee  ■ 
regard  to  it,  because  he  thought  it  vedt! 
be  out  of  Order,  in  discussing  ouAh 
Vote  a  Government  Bill.  As  re^eid4 
however,  what  had  been  said  bymskA 
Friend,  he  would  remind  him,  efei  • 
the  Gt)vemment  Bill  passed,  they  wodl 
be  in  the  same  position  as  before  in  i** 
gard  to  this  matter. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee   dipuM  z-^-Ajm  *\ 
Noes  182  :   Majority  156.— (Div.  IM, ! 
No.  197.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  a^tti  (e. 

(9.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £lll,6ei«  ti 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  oomiJete  the  w* 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  wiD  OMS 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  e«EiC 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880»for  the  Sip«» 
of  the  Superintendenoe  of  Pri8ons»a]idoilhe 
Maintenance  of  Prisoners  in  Prisons  in  fa^ 
land,  and  of  the  Registntion  of  Hibitw 
Cximinals.'* 
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Mr.  FABNELL  said,  this  Vote  in- 1 
TQlyed  many  questions  not  yet  discussed 
Hob  Session,  and  the  discussion  of  which 
had  been  postponed  for  a  variety  of 
leasonB.  tt  was  considered  desirable, 
when  the  Votes  for  the  Scotch  and  Eng- 
Hah  Prisons  were  before  the  Committee, 
that  they  should  wait  until  they  had  the 
Beport  of  the  Commissioners  appointed 
to  inquire  into  the  conduct  of  prisons. 
That  Keport  had  been  only  printed  and 
distributed  among  Members  that  morn- 
ing, and  they  had  not  had  an  oppor- 
tunity of  considering  it.  The  question 
of  prison  flogging  was  postponed  from 
the  Army  Discipline  and  Regulation 
BOl  until  they  cotdd  reach  those  Votes, 
in  order  not  to  delay  the  progress  of  that 
BUL  As  there  were  a  number  of  ques- 
tions with  reference  to  these  Votes  which 
could  not  be  dealt  with  at  that  hour  of 
tiie  night,  he  trusted  the  Gbyemment 
ircfoU  agree  to  postpone  it  until  to- 
monow,  and  proceed  with  some  other 
Bininess,  when  they  would  be  able  to 
tike  the  second  reading  of  several  Bills. 
He  begged  to  move  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"*That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
giuea,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
(J&.  PameU.) 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  observed,  that 
hon.  Gentleman  had  recently  been 
ipied  with  another  matter,  which, 
•Uioagh  connected  with  the  representa- 
tion of  the  people,  had  necessitated  his 
dnonce  from  his  place  upon  a  recent  oc- 
OHion;  and  he,  therefore,  was  apparently 
lot  aware  that  this  Vote  had  been  under 
iJMrttSsion  for  more  than  an  hour.  [An 
ton.  IfTemnrn :  But  at  3  o'clock  in  the 
feoming.]  This  Vote  occupied  a  con- 
iderable  amount  of  discussion,  and  other 

Cstiona,  besides  those  mentioned  by 
hon.  Member,  were  raised,  especially 
^  reference  to  the  medical  staff.  At 
ht  time,  after  the  discussion,  a  pro- 

eation  was  made  that  the  Vote  should 
postponed  on  account  of  tho  lateness 
if  the  hour ;  and  in  order  to  meet  that 
U&ng  it  was  postponed.  They  had 
loir  devoted  another  whole  night  to  the 
laih  Estimates,  having  previously  with- 
Inwn  two  others  in  accordance  with  tho 
inA.  of  Irish  Members ;  and  he  really 
tkmght  it  would  be  very  unreasonable 
it  that  hour  which,  at  this  period  of  the 
fluBon,  was  a  comparatively  early  hour. 
It  was  the  last  they  had  to  pass  that 


night ;  and  he  did  hope,  under  all  cir- 
cumstances, especially  as  the  Vote  had 
already  been  largely  discussed,  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  allowed  to  take  it. 

Mb.  O'CONNOR  POWER  begged  to 
remind  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  that 
the  discussion  to  which  he  had  alluded 
was  principally  whether  the  Vote  should 
be  postponed  or  not,  and  though  there 
was  some  high  conversation  there  was  no 
general  discussion  of  the  Vote  itself.  The 
Committee  had  now  been  very  hard  at 
work  all  night ;  and  it  wotdd  be  quite  as 
well  if  they  could  pass  on  to  other  Votes, 
especially  as  they  wotdd  probably  make 
quite  as  much  progress  in  that  way  as 
by  going  straight  on.  He  merely  sug- 
gested t£at,  and  was  not  going  to  press 
it  on  the  Government ;  but  he  thought 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  force  in  what 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  said  about 
the  period  of  the  Session.  Still,  they 
did  not  want  to  go  on  with  their  work 
in  the  dark,  and  no  one  wotdd  wish 
to  pass  Votes  until  they  had  been  fairly 
debated. 

Mb.  PARNELL  said,  of  course,  he  was 
very  sensible  that  they  should  yield  to 
the  Government  as  much  as  possible  at 
that  period  of  the  Session ;  but  there 
were  points  of  the  utmost  importance  on 
this  Vote  which  must  be  discussed. 
p'  Go  on  !"]  It  was  all  very  well  for 
hon.  Members  to  say  '*Go  on!"  but 
after  working  in  the  Committee  since  a 
quarter  to  4  he  considered  they  had  done 
a  good  day's  work.  For  his  part,  he  felt 
absolutely  unable  to  do  justice  at  that 
time,  and  under  the  circumstances  of 
the  case,  to  the  very  important  ques- 
tions raised  by  this  Vote.  Let  him 
remind  the  Committee  what  those  points 
were.  First  of  all,  there  was  the  question 
of  the  rules  to  be  adopted  under  tho 
suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act. 
When  this  matter  was  before  the  House 
of  Commons  on  the  Prison  Act  tho 
Home  Secretary  gave  him  a  distinct 
pledge  that  the  prison  rules  he  would 
adopt  for  untriea  prisoners  should  bo 
extended  to  prisoners  arrested  under 
any  suspension  of  the  Habeas  Corpus 
Act.  What  was  the  real  fact?  The 
Home  Secretary,  by  the  way  in  whicli  lie 
had  drawn  his  rules,  had  distinctly  ex- 
cluded prisoners  .arrested  imder  any  sus- 
pension of  the  Habeas  Corpus  Act  from 
the  benefit  of  the  exceptional  and  lenient 
rules  which  ho  had  adopted  for  untried 
prisoners.    They  were,  therefore,  left  in 
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the  same  position  in  which  they  always 
were,  as  regarded  prisoners  arrested 
under  any  suspension  of  the  Habeas 
Corpus  Act.  If  the  Govemment  should 
choose  to  suspend  that  Act  again,  a  pro- 
ceeding they  might  always  resort  to  at 
a  moment's  notice — ^last  time,  he  be- 
lieved, it  was  done  on  a  Sunday — ^they 
would  be  left  without  any  rule  for  the 
treatment  of  the  prisoners  arrested ;  and 
it  was  on  the  last  occasion,  according 
to  the  testimony  of  a  distinguished 
medical  man  in  Dublin,  worse  than  that 
endured  by  persons  undergoing  a  sen- 
tence of  penal  servitude.  Then,  next, 
they  had  the  question  of  prison  flogging. 
Now,  they  had  no  flogging  in  their 
borough  gaols,  though  it  existed  in  the 
convict  prisons,  where  it  was  of  a  most 
brutal  and  horrible  character.  He  saw, 
the  other  day,  the  sister  of  a  man  named 
Tiemay,  or  O'Conner,  a  political  pri- 
soner, who  was  flogged  in  Spike  Island 
for  attempting  to  escape.  He  received 
four  dozen  lashes.  He  was  put  in  irons. 
He  was  kept  in  irons  for  eight  months, 
and  he  had  solitary  confinement  for  21 
days,  on  bread  and  water.  This  might 
happen  again,  for  the  management  of 
Spike  Island  was  simply  infamous,  and 
he  wished  to  have  the  opportunity  of  ex- 
posing that  management.  Then  there 
was  the  question  of  imprisonment  in 
solitary  cells.  That  was  indulged  in  to 
a  very  large  extent,  merely  at  the  option 
of  the  gaoler,  and  without  the  order  of 
the  Visiting  Justices.  There  was  no  re- 
port made  of  any  such  punishment,  or 
of  the  reasons  why  they  were  inflicted, 
or  of  the  offences  for  which  they  were 
inflicted.  There  ought  to  be  these  re- 
ports ;  and  yet  they  were  now  asked  to 
vote  this  money  to  the  Government  with- 
out making  any  provision  of  that  sort. 
It  was  impossible  that  he  could  do 
justice,  at  that  hour  of  the  night,  to  the 
questions  which  he  wished  to  raise.  If 
the  Government  were  desirous  of  ap- 
pearing to  get  through  the  Yotes,  he  was 
willing  that  they  should  do  so  on  condi- 
tion tibat  they  gave  him  a  fair  oppor- 
tunity on  Beport  of  raising  the  questions 
which  he  wiuied  to  raise  with  regard  to 
this  Vote.  Those  questions  were  of  the 
utmost  magnitude;  and  he  could  not 
allow  the  Session  to  pass  without  having 
an  opportunity  of  bringing  them  pro- 
perly before  the  House  of  Commons. 
The  new  prison  system  was  admittedly 
experimental;    and  a  number  of  sub- 

Mr.  Parnell 


jects  had  to  be  considered  in  connection 
with  it  which  had  hitherto  not  been 
touched  upon.  The  question  of  floggmg 
was  one  which  he  haA  distinctly  post- 
poned imtil  the  present  Vote  came  on 
for  discussion,  in  order  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  carry  the  Army  Disdpliae 
and  BeRulation  Bill  in  time  for  it  to  be 
passed  by  the  House  of  Lords ;  and  he 
would  be  failing  in  his  duty  if  he  did 
not  secure  discussion  of  this  important 
matter  at  the  time  when  he  had  the 
power  of  doing  so.  He,  therefore, 
trusted  the  Government  would  agree  to 
the  postponement  of  the  Vote. 

Sir  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
agreed  that  the  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
(Mr.  Pamell)  should  have  an  oppor- 
tunity, on  Beport,  of  discussing  the  ques- 
tions to  which  he  had  referred;  and, 
therefore,  if  the  Vote  was  allowed  to  be 
taken  then,  he  should  be  willing  that 
the  discussion  should  take  place  to-mor- 
row, when  the  Government  proposed  to 
report  all  the  Votes  which  had  been 
taken.  If,  however,  there  was  not  time 
on  Beport  for  the  proposed  discossioD, 
he  would  take  care  that  an  opportmuty 
should  be  given  on  another  evening. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdraum. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  desired  to  call  the 
attention  of  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Lre- 
land  to  items  of  increase — in  salaries, 
£2,002;  victualling,  £1,865;  fdel,Hght, 
and  water,  £1,945.  These  items  re- 
quired consideration.  With  respect  to 
the  victualling  of  prisons,  unless  there 
had  been  a  large  increase  in  the  nnmbtf 
of  prisoners,  he  was  quite  unable  to  un- 
derstand how  this  large  additional  sum 
had  been  incurred,  especially  as  there 
had  been  a  considerable  fluctuation  in 
the  price  of  all  kinds  of  food,  which,  in 
the  case  of  the  Vote  for  Lunatic  Asjlnms, 
had  resulted  in  a  very  material  redno- 
tion  of  charge  during  the  past  year. 
He  appealed  to  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  give  the  Committee  some  ex- 
planation with  regard  to  these  items. 

Mb.  SULLIVAJi  inquired  if  any  ar- 
rangement had  been  made  with  respect 
to  the  medical  o£icers  of  prisons,  men- 
tioned a  few  days  previously  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB  said,  that  the 
question  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan)  raised  a 
number  of  points  which  he  had  not  had 
time  to  deu  with  since  the  conversation 
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took  place.  The  inorease  in  the  items 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Barnlej  (Mr.  Bylands)  was,  in  a  great 
measure,  dne  to  the  changes  which  had 
taken  place  in  the  prison  system. 

Mb.  bylands  could  not  agree  that 
the  explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman was  the  right  one.  The  change 
of  system  had  been  recommended  to  the 
House  as  a  means  of  economy ;  but  the 
Committee  were  now  informed  that  the 
change  had  led  to  an  increase  of  ex- 
pense. He  had  a  strong  impression 
that  the  taking  over  of  the  prisons  by 
the  Government  was  likely  to  lead  to  an 
excess  of  expenditure,  not  only  in  Eng- 
land, but  in  Ireland  and  Scotland. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  as  hon. 
Members  were  aware,  an  Inspector  had 
to  be  appointed  under  the  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, and  the  item  of  salaries  would,  in 
consequence,  be  increased.  There  had 
also  been  an  increase  in  the  fees  con- 
nected with  the  Prison  Board,  in  conse- 
quence of  the  new  appointment.  There 
hady  he  was  sorry  to  say,  been  an  in- 
crease of  234  prisoners ;  and  he  might 
observe  that  the  sum  of  £18,000  under 
sub-head  Pwas  insufficient  to  defray  the 
cost,  even  if  no  increase  in  the  number 
of  prisoners  had  taken  place. 

Mb.  bylands  called  the  attention 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  the  fact 
that  the  charges  for  the  Board  of  In- 
spectors did  not  come  into  the  item  to 
which  he  had  alluded.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  would  look,  he  would  observe 
that  the  items  A,  B,  and  0  were  those 
which  had  reference  to  the  Board  of  In- 
spectors, while  those  he  alluded  to  were 
for  the  salaries  of  the  officers  of  the 
gaols.  The  addition  of  some  200 
prisoners  would  not  account  for  the 
g^eat  increase  of  charge  occurring  under 
this  head.  His  object,  in  putting  these 
questions,  was  to  show  the  necessity 
which  existed  for  some  supervision,  in 
order  to  control  this  increasing  expendi- 
ture. At  present,  he  did  not  know  whe- 
ther the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  took 
any  trouble  to  look  into  the  accounts  of 
Irish  prisons,  or  whether  he  thought  it 
sufficient  to  look  after  the  English  and 
Scotch  prisons  only;  but  he  would  do 
well  to  examine  the  Estimates ;  because 
he  (Mr.  Bylands)  was  clear  that  under 
this  Vote  there  was  a  tendency  to  greatly 
increased  expenditure.  Again,  the  Esti- 
mate did  not  include  any  expenditure 
on  account  of  the  manufacturing  depart- 
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ment,  nor  for  the  farming  and  garden 
work ;  but  he  saw,  by  a  note  at  the  end, 
that  this  would  be  deducted  from  the 
receipts,  and  that  anything  over  would 
be  paid  into  the  Exchequer.  That  was 
a  new  mode  of  keeping  accounts,  but  it 
would,  he  thought,  be  better  to  have  an 
Estimate  taken  of  the  amount  required, 
and  then  to  set-off  what  was  returned, 
so  that  the  Committee  might  have  a 
clear  view  of  the  result.  The  Home 
Secretary  being  now  in  his  place,  he 
took  the  opportunity  of  saying  that  there 
were  g^unds  for  complaint  that  in  the 
first  year  that  the  Irish  prisons  came 
under  the  new  management  a  very 
considerable  increase  had  occurred  in 
several  items  for  which  there  appeared 
to  be  no  justification,  and  that  he  hoped 
the  next  year  would  show  the  effects  of 
greater  economy. 

Mb.  GEAY  believed  he  could  elucidate 
the  increase  in  the  cost  of  victualling 
prisons.  When  the  prisons  were  under 
the  old  system  the  Boards  of  Superin- 
tendence of  the  various  districts  gave 
away  all  their  contracts  by  public  con- 
tract to  the  lowest  tender;  the  re- 
modelled Prison  Board,  however,  did 
nothing  of  the  kind ;  and  the  contracts 
were  now  constantly  g^ven  away  upon 
tenders  which  were  very  much  above 
the  lowest  in  amount,  although  the 
persons  who  sent  in  the  lowest  tenders 
were  of  good  position,  and  capable  of 
giving  the  fullest  security  for  the  execu- 
tion of  their  contracts.  This  would  pro- 
bably account  for  the  increase  in  the 
victualling  expenditure  more  correctly 
than  the  explanation  offered  by  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  and  would, 
doubtless,  be  accepted  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Burnley  (Mr.  Eylands)  in  that 
sense.  He  thought  if  the  Treasury 
would  devote  some  attention  to  this 
subject,  and  say  that  where  a  man  could 
give  security  for  the  performance  of  his 
contract  his  tender  should  not  be  ex- 
cluded, that  it  would  be  conducive  to 
public  economy  and  to  the  credit  of  the 
Administration.  Amongst  other  items, 
he  saw  in  the  Vote  that  the  Chairman 
received  £1,200  a-year ;  the  Vice  Chair- 
man, £1,100  a-year ;  and  "another mem- 
ber" of  the  Board,  £1,000  a-year.  He 
wished  to  know  who  was  the  other 
member,  and  whether  he  was  a  relative 
of  any  of  the  members  of  the  Board  ? 
With  regard  to  the  victualling  of  prisons 
in  Ireland,  he  wished  to  point  out  that, 
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although  the  charge  for  this  item  bad 
inoreasedy  coneiderable  disoo&teiit  existed 
with  regard  to  the  food  supplied  to  pri- 
soners. It  would  probably  be  remem- 
bered that,  some  little  time  ago,  he  had 
asked  a  question  with  reference  to  the 
verdict  of  a  Coroner's  Jury  in  the  ease 
of  Patrick  Grimes,  who  had  died  in 
Armagh  Oaol.  It  had  been  stated  that 
the  withdrawal  of  the  milk  before  given 
to  prisoners,  without  the  substitution  <d 
a  corresponding  amount  of  nutriment, 
rendered  the  diet  of  the  prisoners  in- 
sufficient to  sustain  life.  The  j  ury  in  the 
case  attached  to  their  verdict  an  intima- 
tion to  the  same  effect,  and  forwarded  a 
Memorial  on  the  subject  to  the  Lord 
Lieutenant.  The  question  put  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  caused  a  consider- 
able amount  of  laughter  to  be  elicited 
by  his  reply,  to  the  effect  that  a  number 
of  prisoners  were  upon  the  jury  who 
had,  naturally  enough,  an  objection  to 
the  kind  of  food  allowed  them.  How- 
ever, according  to  his  information,  the 
Memorial  to  the  Lord  Lieutenant  was 
signed  by  12  individuals  who  were 
householders  in  the  town,  and  not  pri- 
soners; and,  in  cmy  case,  a  certificate 
was  signed  by  the  prison  surgeon,  testi- 
fying that  sufficient  food  was  not  g^ven 
to  the  prisoners  to  sustain  life.  This 
was  a  serious  matter ;  but  it  had  been 
passed  over  with  a  jocular  answer,  and 
no  steps  had  been  taken.  Under  this 
reformed  Board  they  had — first,  an  in- 
crease in  the  cost  of  victualling;  and, 
next,  a  reduction  in  the  amount  of  nutri- 
ment supplied  to  the  prisoners.  Then 
came  the  fact  that  tenders  of  the  lowest 
bidders  were  not  accepted,  as  under  the 
old  system.  These  facts  spoke  loudly  as 
to  the  diminution  of  real  efficiency  under 
the  new  system ;  and  he  agreed  with  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  in  saying  that 
the  sacrlfioe  made  by  the  local  bodies 
throughout  the  country  to  relieve  the 
rates  would  have  no  such  effect,  and  was 
only  a  further  step  in  the  direction  of 
centralization. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  there  had, 
undoubtedly,  been  an  increase  gene- 
rally in  the  expenditure,  in  consequence 
of  tike  debits  for  the  salaries  of  warders, 
governors,  and  so  forth,  rendered  neces- 
sary by  the  new  system,  while  the  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  prisoners  had 
also  increased  the  charge  for  victualling. 

Mb.  GBAY  asked,  whether  tike  Chief 
Beeretary  for  Ireland  would  give  some 
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assurance  that  in  future  contracts  woidd 
be  given  to  respectable  persons  upon 
sufficient  security?  Because  his  con- 
tention was,  that  the  increased  cost  of 
victualling  was  due  to  the  fact  that, 
under  the  Prisons  Act,  a  system  bad 
been  initiated  in  Ireland  of  not  giving 
contracts  upon  the  lowest  tenders.  The 
feeling  which  existed  in  Ireland  was 
that  a  political  tinge  was  given  to  all 
these  matters.  His  view  was  that,  in 
affairs  of  public  finance,  a  low  price 
from  respectable  people,  and  upon  good 
security,  should  be*  accepted.  He  did 
not  mean  to  say  that  the  lowest  tender 
should  be  accepted  in  all  cases;  but 
that  there  should  be  good  reason  for  its 
being  refused.  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man,  he  thought,  should  give  an  asBoi- 
anoe  that,  as  a  general  rule,  the  lowest 
tender  should  be  accepted,  and  tbat  is- 
timation  would,  no  doubt,  be  respected 
by  the  Board. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  could  not  accept 
the  general  principle  that  the  lowest 
tender  should  be  accepted;  but  pro- 
mised that  inquiries  should  be  made 
into  the  subject.  The  third  member  of 
the  Board  referred  to  in  the  Estimates 
was  Mr.  O'Brien. 

Mr.  LOWTHIAN  BELL  remarked, 
that  the  more  the  Vote  was  explained 
the  less  satisfcu^tory  it  appeared.  He 
should  have  imagined  that  the  greater 
the  amount  spent  in  alterations  the 
greater  ought  to  be  the  economy.  He 
was,  therefore,  quite  imable  to  under- 
stand the  great  increase  of  nearly  30 
per  cent  in  the  charge  £or  fueL  Hgbt, 
and  water. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  that  al- 
though, in  the  first  place,  there  bad 
been  a  considerable  outlay,  as  must 
naturally  be  expected  during  a  period 
of  transition,  the  alterations,  it  was  to 
be  hoped,  would  eventually  lead  to 
economy  and  saving  of  expenditure. 
The  item  required  for  alterations,  re- 
pairs, and  buildings,  was  for  works  tbat 
would  be  executed  during  the  present 
year. 

Mb.  ETLANDS  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
Icmd  had  fairly  enough  admitted  tbat 
the  taking  over  of  the  prisons  by  Go- 
vernment had  resulted  in  increased  ex- 
penditure. But  what  had  the  Oovem- 
ment  said  on  a  former  occasion  ?  Was 
not  the  House  told  that  there  would  be 
great  economy  effected  by  the  prisons 
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beiDg  taken  out  of  the  hands  of  the 
local  authorities  f  The  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  knew  very  well  that  the  Go- 
Temment  had  said  the  change  would  be 
an  economical  one ;  but  he  (Mr.  Eylands) 
ventured  to  say  that  there  had  since 
been  an  increase  of  charge  in  every  item 
in  which  an  increase  was  possible.  He 
could  only  say  that  the  Committee  had 
a  right  to  complain  of  this  expenditure  ; 
and  that  if  it  went  on  next  year  at  the 
same  rate  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  find  that  hon.  Members  were  pre* 
pared  to  move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 
it  was  to  be  hoped  that  pressure  would 
be  brought  to  bear  upon  the  officials  in 
Ireland  who  had  the  control  of  this  ex- 
penditure, in  order  to  insure  more  eco- 
nomy in  this  Department. 

Mb.   BIGGAK  said,  that  the  griev- 
ance of  the  prison  chaplains  was  that 
they  got  only  £100  a-year  salary,  no 
matter  what  might  be  the  number  of 
prisoners.  '  If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
vould  turn  to  page  216  of  the  Estimates, 
he  would  find  that  the  pay  for  a  chaplain 
of  the  same  class  in  England  was  from 
£100  to  £200  per  annum.     In  addition 
to  that  salary,  a  prison  chaplain  in  Eng- 
land was  mmtea  an  allowance  for  a  re- 
sidence.    It  was  very  clear,  therefore, 
that  the  pay  of  an  Irish  prison  chaplain 
vas  very  much  less  than  that  of  a  gentle- 
man in  the  same  position  in  England. 
He  would  ask,  was  it  right  or  proper 
that  a  prison  chaplain  in  Ireland  should 
QOt  be  paid  at  the  same  rate  as  prison 
diaplains  in  England  ?    The  gentleman 
to  whom  allusion  had  been  made  com- 
|dained  that  the  Protestant  chaplain  got 
£20  a-year  more  than  he  did,  although 
there  were  fewer  Protestant  than  Koman 
Oitholio  prisoners.    He  was  disposed  to 
rest  the  case  for  the  increase  in  the 
mlary  upon  two  points — first,   that  it 
vas  an  improper  salary,  as  compared 
with  other  chaplains  in  Ireland;  and, 
aeoondly,  that  it  was  less  than  was  paid 
to  English  chaplains. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  remarked,   that 
there  was  no   distinction  in  respect  of 

5y  between  chaplains  of  various  re- 
jous  denominations;  they  were  paid 
on  exactly  the  same  scale,  and  without 
any  reference  to  their  religion.  With 
respect  to  the  adoption  of  the  same  scale 
of  pay  for  prison  chaplains  in  Ireland 
as  for  the  same  class  in  England,  it  was 
a  branch  of  a  larger  subject,  and  he 
eonld  not  then  enter  into  it. 


Mb.  MELDON  wished  to  draw  atten- 
tion to  the  case  of  a  warder,  named 
Kearney,    formerly    employed    in    the 
Eichmond  Penitentiary.     He  served  for 
nearly  10  years  in  that  prison;  but  at 
the  commencement  of  the  10th  year  of 
his  service  he  was  afflicted  with  disease, 
and  at  the  end  of  the  10th  year  was 
dismissed  from  his  employment  by  the 
Board  of  Superintendence,  on  the  g^und 
that  he  could  not  live  more  than  a  few 
months.     He  was  g^ven  a  certificate  of 
having  completed  10  years'  service,  and 
that  he  had,  during  that  period,  always 
conducted  himself  with  the  greatest  pro- 
priety ;    he    had  obtained  rewards  on 
difierent  occasions  from  the  Metropo- 
litan Police,  and  had  been  complimented 
upon  his  conduct.     The  governor  of  the 
gaol  where   he  was  employed  granted 
him  a  certificate  of  having  served  10 
years.     But  the  Inspector  General  of 
Prisons  alleged  that  the  man  had  not 
been  in  the  employment  of  the  Eich- 
mond Penitentiary  for   10  years.     In 
point  of  fact,  he  wanted  some  five  days 
to  complete  his  10  years'  service.     He 
was  kept  on  some  time,  in  order  to  com- 
plete the  service;    but   the    Inspector 
General  said  that  the  certificate  was  in- 
accurate, and  that  he  was  not  entitled 
to  obtain  his  pension  for  10  years'  ser- 
vice.    He,  therefore,  refused  absolutely 
to  give  the  man  his  pension  calculated 
upon  10  years'   service.     Some  doubts 
were  raised  when  the  matter  came  beforo 
the  Judge  for  adjudication ;  and  as  the 
man  was  not  then  in  a  fit  state  to  enable 
him  to  appear  the  matter  was  decided 
against  him.     It  was  believed  by  many 
that  that  adjudication  was  erroneous. 
The  Inspector  General  contended  that 
the  man  was  not  entitled  to  any  pension, 
but  only  to  a  small  gratuity.     Contrary 
to  expectation  the  man  got  better,  and 
was  now  tolerably  well,  and  likely  to 
live  some  few  years.     His  case  had  been 
brought  under  his  (Mr.  Meldon's)  notice, 
and  he  had  suggested  a  Memorial  to 
the  Lord  Lieutenant ;  for,  so  far  as  he 
could  SCO,   the  Inspector  General  had 
acted  in  an  utterly  illegal  manner.    The 
man  had  received  a  certificate  from  the 
governor  of  the  gaol  in  which  he  had 
served  that  he  had  completed  his  10  years' 
service,  and  he  only  left  the  prison  a  few 
days  before  the  end  of  the  year  owing 
to  the  state  of  his  health,  and  it  was 
also  owing  to  the  state  of  his  health  that 
he  could  not  bring  his  case  before  the 
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Judge.  If  those  facts  were  established, 
he  trusted  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  grant  the 
man  the  pension  of  which  he  had  been 
deprived  in  the  way  he  had  described. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  promised  to  in- 
quire into  the  case.  If,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  said,  the  man  was 
only  five  days  short  of  the  10  years'  ser- 
vice, he  was  inclined  to  endorse  the  opi- 
nion which  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentle- 
man had  expressed.  He  would  most 
certainly  look  into  the  case. 

Mr.  p.  MAETIN  said,   that  before 
they  passed  from  that  Vote  he  wished 
to  call  the  attention  of  the  Committee  to 
the  case  of  the  prison  surgeons.     He 
understood  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  to  say  that  prison 
surgeons  were  not  to  have  their  sala- 
ries  reduced  if  they  refused  to  com- 
pound medicines.      But  it    had    been 
stated  that  notwithstanding  the  Prisons 
Board    had     issued     circulars,    insist- 
ing that  surgeons,  who  were  appointed 
before  the  Act    came    into    operation, 
should  undertake  the  office  of  compound- 
ing medicines,  or  otherwise  they  should 
forfeit  a  portion  of  their  salary.     He 
thought   that    system  was  a  bad  one 
which  forced  a  surgeon  to  compound 
medicines  at  all.     He  would  not,  how- 
ever, go  into  the  matter,  because  it  had 
been  fully  discussed,  and  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary  had  pro- 
mised to  take  the  matter  into  his  con- 
sideration.    He  wished  to  remind  the 
Chief    Secretary  that    under    the  new 
Prisons  Act  a  very  considerable  increase 
of  duty  had  been  thrown  upon  surgeons ; 
they  had  now  eight  or  nine  new  returns 
to  make,  and  a  large  amount  of  their  time 
was  occupied ;   they  had  to  make   52 
weekly  inspections,  and  four  quarterly 
inspections  during  a  year;  and  to  dis- 
charge their  duties  properly  they  were 
obliged  to  occupy  many  hours  of  their 
time.  It  was  an  unreasonable  thing  to  ask 
any  prison  surgeon  either  to  compound 
medicines  or  to  forfeit  a  portion  of  his 
salary.      But  it  would  be  a   grievous 
hardship  and  injustice  to  extend  that 
rule  to  surgeons  appointed  before  the 
Act.     The  general  rule  ought,  on  the 
contrary,  to  prevail,  and  all  surgeons  to 
receive  extra  pay  for  the  new  duties  im- 
posed on  them  under  the  provisions  of 
the  recent  Act. 

Mr.    MELDON    remarked,    that    it 
would  not  give  satisfaction  if  the  prisons 
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surgeons  received  the  same  salaxy  at 
present  as  they  had  before  the  Act  came 
into  operation.     The  threat  held  out  to 
them  was  that  if  they  did  not  compound 
medicines  they  would  be  left  in  receipt 
of  their  present  salaries.     The  threat 
was  held  out  by  the  Prisons  Board,  fa 
order  to  make   surgeons  comply  vitb 
their  requirements.     He  did  not  thin]: 
it  was  right  to  make  a  surgeon  do  10 
times  the  work,  and  yet  receive  the  same 
pay.     He  begged,  again,  to   say  that, 
m    his    opinion,    the    Chief   Secrstaij 
would  not  meet  the  merits  of  the  case,  d 
he  left  the  salaries  of  the  prison  sur- 
geons at  the  same  amount  as  at  present 
Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  remarked,  that  if 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member  had  beoi 
in  the  House  when  the  subject  was  nnder 
discussion  on  the  previous  occasion,  he 
would  have  heard  his  statement  that,  in 
consequence  of  representations  made  \o 
him  by  hon.  Members  and  others,  and 
also  in  consequence  of  the  discnnuni 
which  had  taken  place,  he  had  put  him- 
self in  communication  with  the  FriBom 
Board,  and  was  investigating  the  matter   ; 
with  a  view  to  a  satisfactory  settlement 

Original  Question  put,  and  agrtd  U. 

House  resumed. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-mwrwi 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-mwrrw. 

EAST  INDIA  LOAN  (COKSOLIDATEa) 
FUND)    BILL— [Bill  201.] 
(Mr,  Raiketj  Mr.  Edward  StanJtope^  Mr.  O**- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer.) 

COMKITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  that  after  the 
Division  which  took  place  on  Friday 
he  would  venture  to  make  a  someirhil 
unusual  appeal  to  the  Government— 
namely,  whether  they  could  not  make 
some  other  arrangement  than  thejhad 
done  in  the  Bill  ?  He  had  been  looking 
into  the  provisions  contained  in  theBilli 
and  more  especially  with  reference  to 
the  respective  amounts  which  India  and 
England  were  to  be  called  upon  to  coo- 
tribute  to  the  expenses  of  that  war,  and 
he  did  not  think  so  large  a  proportion 
should  be  thrown  upon  India.  Hefonnd 
that,  out  of  137  Members  who  voted  for 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill  no  In* 
than  29  were  Members  of  the  GoveiB* 
ment.  Taking  those  from  the  majoritj. 
the  result  would  be  that  the  Govenun^t 
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was  in  a  minority  of  17,  in  tbe  opinion 
of  independent  Members.  As  there  had 
been,  practically,  no  attempt  to  place 
an  Amendment  with  regard  to  the  Bill 
on  the  Paper,  he  hoped  that  the  Go- 
Temment  would  not  proceed  that  night, 
but  would,  before  taking  the  Bill,  bo 
able  to  make  an  announcement  which 
would,  to  a  certain  extent,  meet  the 
TiewB  which  had  thus  been  so  distinctly 
expressed. 

Mk.  BTLANDS  remarked,  that  he  had 
Toted  against  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill;  but  he  did  not  vote  in  favour  of 
the  Amendment  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hackney.  Many  hon.  Mem- 
bers who  Toted  against  the  second  read- 
ing of  the  Bill  did  so  on  various  grounds 
which  had  relation  to  the  manner  in 
which  the  Gt>vemment  proposed  to  deal 
with  the  matter.     They  voted  against 
the  Government  because  they  believed 
that  the  mode  in  which  the  Government 
was   dealing  with  the  question  would 
form  an  objectionable  precedent,  and, 
therefore,   they  would  rather  that  the 
Bill  did  not  pass.     He  did  not,  however, 
take  the  same  views  with  regard  to  the 
Bill  as  those  which   had  been  expressed 
by  his  hon.  Friend.     After  the  Division, 
the  Government  was  perfectly  justified 
ia  proceeding  with  the  Bill  notwith- 
standing the  late  period  of  the  Session. 
Major  NOLAN  said,  that  he  abstained 
fiom  voting  upon  the  second  reading  of 
that  Bill ;  but  ho  thought  that  if  money 
daoses  were  to  be  put  in  the  Bill  they 
ought  to  vote  against  it.     He  did  not 
thmk  that  they  had  anything  to  do  with 
the   Afghan   War;    and,  for   his  own 
put — and  he  believed  many  hon.  Mem- 
bers concurred  with  him — he  did  not  see 
why  a  place,  for  instance,  like  the  West 
of  Ireland,  should  be  made  to  pay  for 
wars  for  the  benefit  of  India.  He  should 
certainly  vote  for  putting  the  whole  of 
the  expenses  of  the  war  upon  India. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER was  disposed  to  agree  with  the 
^ew  taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands),  that  after  the 
Division  which  took  place  the  other  day, 
when  a  majority  was  in  favour  of  pro- 
ceeding with  the  Bill,  that  it  ought  to 
be  proceeded  with.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  whole  of  those  hon.  Members 
who  voted  in  the  minority  took  the 
aame  view  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney,  although  a  proportion  might 
have  done  so.      The  question  was  one 


upon  which  he  did  not  think  that  the 
Government  should  change  its  mind. 
The  proposal  made  by  the  Indian  Go- 
vernment had  been  accepted  by  the 
English  Government  early  in  the  Ses- 
sion, and  arrangements  were  made  for 
carrying  it  into  effect.  Various  ob- 
jections were  brought  forward  to  the 
proposal,  and  they  had  a  discussion 
the  other  day  upon  the  subject.  Al- 
though the  majority  in  favour  of  the 
Government  was  not  a  very  large  one, 
yet  the  House  did  decide  to  go  on  with 
the  Bill,  and  the  Government  could  not 
undertake  to  propose  any  alterations  in 
it.  If  they  did  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Hackney  desired,  he  did  not  think  that 
there  would  be  any  chance  of  passing 
the  Bill.  In  his  opinion,  they  must  go 
on  with  the  Bill  in  its  present  shape. 

Bill  considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Clause  I  agreed  to. 

Clause  2  (Temporary  advance  of 
£2,000,000  out  of  Consolidated  Fund  to 
Government  of  India). 

Mr.  CHILDERS  wished  to  make  a 
suggestion  to  the  Government  and  the 
Committee  upon  this  clause.  The 
proposal  was  one  which  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  Member  for  Greenwich 
(Mr.  Gladstone)  strongly  advocated  the 
other  evening — namely,  to  make  loans 
with  interest  on  the  ordinary  conditions 
of  loans,  and  that  the  interest  should  be 
re-paid  by  the  Government  of  India  to 
the  Consolide^ted  Fund.  That  would  not 
disturb  the  loan  account,  for  the  amount 
would  be  borrowed  on  the  one  side  and 
lent  upon  the  other.  The  matter  would 
then  appear  in  the  Consolidated  Fund 
charges,  and  it  would  be  effected  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  ordinary  rule.  Very 
few  words  would  introduce  that  provision 
into  the  Bill. 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER did  not  think  that  there  was  any 
reason  for  adopting  the  proposal,  and 
that  the  transaction  would  be  quite  ap- 
parent. They  proposed  to  keep  the 
monies  borrowed  for  that  purpose  outside 
the  credit,  and  to  make  it  appear  that 
the  amount  received  from  India  was  the 
amount  in  payment  of  the  loan  and  in- 
terest. He  did  not  see  the  advantage 
of  making  it  in  three  re-payments. 

Mk.  CHILDERS  thought  that  tb" 
debt  from  ludia  should  be  charged  i 
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the  Consolidated  Fund  every  year,  and 
he  would  suggest  an  Amendment  in  the 
Bill  accordingly. 

Me.  COURTNEY  remarked,  that  no 
time  was  mentioned  in  the  Bill  at  which 
the  re-payments  were  to  begin.  He 
understood  that  the  first  instalment  was 
to  be  made  in  the  year  after  this;  it 
would,  therefore,  be  necessary  to  provide 
for  seven  annual  instalments,  and  he 
would  suggest  that  this  shoiild  be  in- 
serted in  the  Bill. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  it  would  be  better  to  leave 
the  clause  as  it  stood.  The  intention 
was  that  seven  annual  instalments  should 
be  made,  beginning  in  1881.  He  did 
not  think  it  would  be  desirable  to  tie  up 
the  hands  of  the  Government  in  this 
matter. 

Mk.  CHILDERS  moved  to  add  the 
words,  **but  the  interest  so  received  shall 
be  re-paid  to  the  Government  of  India." 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  understood  the  Bill 
to  contain  nothing  which  would  prevent 
the  money  being  re-paid  in  five  or  six 
annual  instalments.  He  would,  there- 
fore, suggest  to  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  who  had  said  the  intention 
was  that  it  should  be  paid  off  in  seven, 
that  some  words  should  be  introduced 
to  make  that  intention  perfectly  clear. 

The  chancellor  ofthe  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  no  doubt  the  intention 
was  to  have  re-payment  by  seven  annual 
instalments,  beginning  next  financial 
year ;  but  he  saw  no  reason  for  tying  up 
the  hands  of  the  Lidian  Government, 
who  might,  perhaps,  agree  to  make  the 
re-payment  within  a  shorter  period. 

Me.  COURTNEY  pointed  out  that, 
according  to  the  strict  interpretation  of 
the  clause,  re-payment  would  be  made 
in  eight  annual  instalments. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  said  that,  un- 
doubtedly, strictly  speaking,  there  would 
be  eight  instalments;  and  this  might 
give  rise  to  difficulty,  seeing  that  the 
clause  provided  for  equal  annual  instal- 
ments. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  said,  it  would  not  be 
desirable  to  give  an  opportunity  to  the 
Government  of  India  to  defer  re-pay- 
ment; such  a  plan  would  introduce 
confusion  into  the  accounts.  He  would 
suggest  that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer should  re-consider  the  question 
before  Report. 

Mr.  Childeri 


I 


Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  thought  great 
inconvenience  might  result  fixmi  not  al- 
lowing the  Indian  Gt)vemment  to  arrange 
the  most  convenient  time  for  re-pay- 
ment.   At  present,  certain  annual  in- 
stalments were  provided  for,  and  thai 
arrangement  womd  be  carried  out,  unlM 
something  were  to  arise  to  make  it  de- 
sirable to  adopt  another  course.     Ht 
presumed  there  would  be  no  objeetioa 
to  earlier  re-payment  than  in  the  period 
mentioned  in  the  clause. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  said,  under  the  8je> 
tem  which  seemed  to  be  favoured  bj 
the  Gt>vemment,  it  might  posnhhr 
happen  that  in  three,  four,  or  five  yeaza^ 
the  Indian  Government  might  drop  ths 
whole  thing ;  whereas,  if  l£ey  began  to 
ay  year  by  year,  the  instalments  would 
e  regularly  kept  up.  

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE. 
QXJER  would  confer  with  his  noU* 
Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India 
upon  the  matter. 

Clause,  as  amended^  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Issue  of  advances  and  ap^ 
cation  of  sums  re-paid). 

Mr.  CHILDERS  moved  the  insertioB, 
in  page  1,  line  18,  of  the  words,  ''and 
all  interest  re-paid  to  the  Government  rf 
England  by  the  Government  of  India.** 

Amendment  agreed  to. 
Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 
Remaining  clauses  agreed  to. 
Preamble  agreed  to. 

House  resumed. 

Bill  reported ;  as  amended,  to  be  ooa- 
sidered  upon  Wednesday. 

LOCAL  COURTS  OF  BANKETJPTCY 
(IRELAND)  [SALARIES,  &c.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  prapoeedt 

'*  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  p^- 
menty  out  of  moneys  to  be  prorided  by  P^**! 
ment,  of  salaries  and  pensions  of  offioen,  and  » 
compensation  to  them  for  loos  of  emolumsBti; 
also  in  the  event  of  the  Honourable  StetfJ 
Ball  Miller  becoming  the  remaininjj^  Judge  « 
the  Court  of  Bankruptcy,  of  the  paynw"*** 
him  of  additional  salary  in  consideration  of  ^ 
ditional  duties  which  may  be  imposed  npon^ 
under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  pn*J 
Session  for  the  eetabUdimeat  of  Local  Coaxto* 
Bankruptcy  in  Irelaad.*' 
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Mb.    MELDON   called  attention  to 
the  oircnmstance  that,  under  the  pro- 
posed BiU,  the  interests  of  the  two  mes- 
sengers of  the  Bankruptcy  Oourt  had 
been  entirely  neglected  by  the  Govem- 
ment.    Not  only  was  the  position   of 
these  officers  one  of  great  importance 
and  responsibility — ^their  duties  bein^  to 
travel  to  all  parts  of  the  country,  ana  to 
take  possession  of  the  property  of  bank- 
rapts — ^but  they  were  men  of  education, 
refinement,  and  superior  social  position. 
Their  salaries  of  £250  a-year  were  in- 
creased by  fees  for  travelling,  over  and 
above  their  actual  expenses.     Now,  it 
was  proposed  to  do  away  with  these 
latter    emoluments ;    and    there    was, 
seemingly,  no    provision  whatever  for 
recompensing  the  officers  in  question. 
He   could   not  understand  why   these 
gentlemen  should  be  left  out  in  the  cold, 
unless  it  was  that,   from  their  title  of 
**  messengers,"  it  was  wrongly  inferred 
that  they  were  merely  subordinate  offi- 
cers.    Nor  did  he  approve  of  passing 
the  Bill  into  li^w  in  its  present  shape. 
There   was,  certainly,  no  reason  why 
these  gentlemen  should  be  deprived  of 
emoluments  amounting  to    15«.   a-day 
over  and  above  their  salaries. 

Thb  ATTOENEY  GENEEAL  foe 
IKELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  said,  this  ques- 
tion would  be  more  properly  raised  in 
Committee.  The  clauses  of  the  Bill  had 
been  very  carefully  drawn. 

Eesolution  offreed  to;  to  be  reported 
Tihmorrow. 


NATIONAL   SCHOOL   TEACHERS    (lEE. 
LAND)  [REPAYMENT  OF  ADVANCES.] 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

*<  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the  pay- 
ment, out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the 
United  Kingdom,  of  any  deficiency  in  the  Pen- 
sion Fund  which  may  arise  in  the  repayment  to 
the  Commissioners  for  the  Reduction  of  the 
National  Deht  of  any  Advances  made  hy  them 
for  the  purposes  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Ses- 
sion for  improving  the  position  of  tne  Teachers 
of  National  Schools  in  Ireland/' 

Mb.  CHILDERS  said,  a  question  of 
considerable  interest  arose  in  connection 
with  this  subject ;  and  although  it  was 
too  late  to  enter  upon  its  discussion  he 
should  only  be  doing  right  to  call  the 


attention  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury thereto.    It  was  proposed  to  charge 
this  deficiency  upon  the  Consolidated 
Fund.     The  Bill  supposed  that  there 
should  be  formed  a  compensation  fund, 
out  of  certain  monies  coming  from  the 
Irish  Church  Fund,  to  the  extent  of 
£13,000,    and    that    certain    contribu- 
tions should  also  come  from  the  salaries 
of  the  National  School  teachers,   and 
upon  the  fund    so  created  should  be 
charged  pensions  to  the  school  teachers, 
according  to  a  scale  set  out  in  the  Act. 
The  Eesolution  was  necessary  to  enable 
any  excess  of  calls  upon  the  pension 
fund  to  be  defrayed,  from  time  to  time, 
out  of  the  public  funds.     But  he  wanted 
to  point  out,  assuming  that  the  proposal 
was  sound — and  upon  that  point  he  did 
not  think  it  right  to  express  any  opinion 
on  that  occasion — that  it  was,  in  his 
view,  essential  that  the  actual  expendi- 
ture for  these  pensions  should  in  form 
be  charged  in  the  Votes  of  Parliament. 
It  would  be  altogether  abnormal  and 
incorrect  that  gentlemen  who  had  been 
school  teachers  should  receive  pensions 
except  out  of  the  same  fund  in  form 
from  which  their  salaries  came.     The 
Estimates    should    contain    the    whole 
charge  for    Irish    National    Schools — 
salaries,    contingencies,   and    pensions. 
The  same  course  ought  to  be  followed  in 
this  case  as  was  followed  in  the  Green- 
wich Hospital  Act,  relating  to  seamen  of 
the  Navy — that  policy  being  perfectly 
sound  and  exactly  analogous  to  the  pre- 
sent proposal.      It  was  on  that  occasion 
arranged  that  the  pensions  should,  in 
substajice,  be  charged    upon  the  Sea- 
men's Fund ;   but  in  form'  they    were 
charged  upon  the  Votes  of  Parliament, 
re-payment  b^ng  made  out  of  the  fund 
to    meet   the    Votes.       He,    therefore, 
thought  that  the  Eesolution  should  be 
**  that  the  deficiency  should  be  charged 
on  the  Votes  of  Parliament.'' 

Sib  HENET  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
would  rather  postpone  the  Eesolution  to 
another  day,  in  order  to  consult  with 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
had  had  the  question  under  his  con- 
sideration. He  quite  saw  the  force  of 
the  remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Qentle- 
man. 

Mb.  COUETNEY  hoped,  if  any  de- 
ficiency occurred  in  the  pension  fund, 
that  when  the  question  came  to  be  dis- 
cussed the  House  would  be  furnished 
with  more  exact  information  upon  sub- 
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jects  concerning  wliich  they  were  now 
completely  in  the  dark. 

Committee  report   Progress  ;    to   sit 
again  To-morrow. 

SHIPPING     CASUALTIES    INVESTIGA- 
TIONS (RE-HEARING)  BILL. 
(Viscount  Sandon,  Mr,  J,   O.  Talbot.) 
[bill  262.]       SECOND  READINQ. 

Order  for  Second  Beading  read. 

Viscount  SANDON,  in  moving  that 
the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second  time,  said, 
that  shipping  casualties  were  now  tried 
by  a  considerable  variety  of  tribunals  ; 
some  cases  were  tried  by  the  stipendiary 
magistrates,  and  some  by  the  Wreck 
Commissioners.  The  objection  which 
existed  to  the  jurisdiction  at  present  was 
that  there  was  no  power  to  obtain  a  re- 
hearing, and  the  only  thing  that  could 
be  done  was  to  refer  the  matter  to  the 
Board  of  Trade.  He  had  known  many 
cases  to  be  referred  where  fresh  evidence 
had  come  out,  or  other  reasons  had  made 
it  apparent  that  there  had  been  a  mis- 
carriage of  justice.  As  he  had  stated, 
the  only  mode  at  present  to  meet  those 
cases  was  by  the  authority  of  the  Board 
of  Trade ;  but  he  did  not  think  it  right 
that  the  decision  of  a  Court  should  be 
set  aside  by  the  Board  of  Trade.  The 
decisions  in  these  cases  were  of  the 
greatest  importance  to  the  masters  of 
the  vessels  concerned,  for  the  suspension 
of  their  certificates  meant  the  ruin  of 
their  prospects  in  life.  There  was  a 
very  strong  feeling  that  there  ought  to 
be  some  alteration  ;  and  he  would,  there- 
fore, ask  the  House  to  allow  him  to  take 
the  second  reading  of  the  Bill,  the  object 
of  which  was  to  provide  that,  in  cases  of 
miscarriage  of  justice,  there  should  be 
power  to  order  a  re-hearing.  He  be- 
lieved that  the  provisions  of  the  Bill 
would  remedy  the  grievance  to  which  he 
had  referred.  The  2nd  clause  of  the 
Bill  took  the  appointments  of  the  as- 
sessors from  the  Judge,  and  placed  them 
in  the  hands  of  the  authorities  in  London. 
That  would  remedy  a  grievance  that  had 
long  been  felt  in  the  Merchant  Service. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*|  That  the  Bill  be  now  read  a  second 
time." — ( Viscount  Sandon,) 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  eom- 
mitted  for  Thursday, 

Mr.  Courtney 


1878.— dicM^Mfli. 
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B0X7NDABY  OOlOOSSIOlf  (SNGLAin)  AID 
wales)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  Edmokd  Fitzmauuc^    ! 
Bill  to  appoint  a  Commission  to  re-arrang«tti    ; 
boundaries  of  the  districts  under  the  admins    i 
tration  of   local  authorities  in  England  ni 
Wales,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Lord  Ediio» 
FiTZMAURicE,   Mr.   Pell,    Bir.    Clakb  Bii% 
and  Mr.  Backhoubb. 

Bill  jirM«fiM,and  read  the  firsttime.  [BOllll.) 

House  adjourned  at  a  quite 
after  Two  o'doek. 


HOUSE     OF     L0ED8, 
Tuesday,  29M  July,  1879. 


MINUTES.;!— Public  Bills— JVr«<  JZmAv- 

Knightsbndge    and    oUier    Crown  Liadi* 

(166). 
Eeport—^ew  Forest  Act  (1877)  Amendmart* 

( U9) ;  Bills  of  Sale  (Ireland)  •  (155). 
Third  Reading — Conveyancing  and  Lsnd  I^Hl* 

fer  (Scotland)  Act  (1874)  Amendment*  (141^ 

CANAL   BOATS    ACT,    1871 
OBSEBVATIONS.      QXTESTTON. 

The  Archbishop  of  CANTERBUBI 
said,  that  he  rose  to  ask  a  Qaestionoai 
subject  of  some  interest.    It  had  baa 
ascertained  that  no  fewer  than  100,019  ^ 
persons  were  living  in  canal  boats,  ail ' 
in   1877  an  Act  was  passed  with  dil 
view  of  improving  the  sanitary  and  eda- 
cational  position  of  these  people.    B 
was  now  said  that,  whereas  a  great  dfld 
had  been  done  under  that  Act  to  imwoia 
the  sanitary  arrangements  of  the  Doat% 
the  educational  part  of  the  Act  of  1871 
had  not  yet  been  carried  into  dbet  ' 
There  was,  of  course,  a  great  diffieal^ 
in  regard  to  the  educational  portioa  <i 
the  subject.    The  Act  provided  tliat  dia 
children  on  the  boats  should  be  conaiderad 
as  belonging  to  the  local  board  diBtdflt 
at  which  the  boat  was  registered;  bat  it 
was  no  easy  matter  to  catch  thoae  di3* 
dren,  because,  if  you  tried  to  find  tbM 
at  one  place,  you  would  diaoover  thai 
they  had  moved   off   somewhere  elia^ 
It  was,  therefore,  to  be  feared  that  fsiy 
little  progress  haid  been  made  in  thflir 
education.     It   would    be  aatiafiutaj 
to  learn    that   vigoxoos   efforta  waia 


1581  NoMi  and  Military  Fbrm-^  (July  29,  1879]     Corporal  PunUhmewU,     1522 

being  made  in  respect  botli  of  the  sani-  ritios  must  have  been  much  occupied  up 

iuy  arrangements  of  the  boats  and  the  to  the  present  time  with  the  necessary 

education  of    the  children,  who  were  and   preliminary  step  of   registration. 

nombered  by  thousands.   He,  therefore,  When  that  object  was  accomplished  he 

begged  to  ask  the  Lord  President  of  the  hoped  that,  before  the  end  of  the  present 

Oooncil,  Whether  there  is  any  objection  year,  the  Local  Government  Board  would 

to  laying  on  the  Table  of  the  House  a  obtain  from  the  local  authorities  statistics 

Beport  of  the  proceedings  which  have  as  to  the  results  of  the  Act  in  the  matter 

berai  taken  since  1877  under  the  provi-  of  education.     As  soon  as  possible,  after 

■oub  of  the  Act  40  and  41  Vict.  cap.  60,  those  Eeports  were  obtained,  they  would 

ftr  the  registration  of  canal  boats  used  be  laid  on  the  Table ;  but  it  would  be 

u  dwellings  and  the  education  of  the  impossible  to  produce  any  detailed  in- 

ehildren  dwelling  therein  ?  formation  on  the  point  at  the  present 

Tnm    DxTKE    of    EIOHMOND     and  moment,   though  the   local  authorities 

GOBDON  admitted  that  the  subject  was  had  shown  every  disposition  to  carry  out 

one  of  great  importance.    The  annual  the  Act  of  Parliament  by  what  they  had 

Beport  of  the  Local  Government  Board  done  in  the  way  of  registration.     He 

far  last  year  had  been  presented,  and  now  begged  to  lay  on  the  Table  the  Ee- 

wonld  shortly  be  in  the  hands  of  their  turns  received  by  the  Local  Government 

Lordships,  and  would  contain  an  account  Board  with  regard  to  the  registration  of 

of  the  proceedings  taken  under  the  Act  the  boats  and  the  numbers  to  be  accom- 

nlatLog  to  canal  boats.    It  must  be  re-  modated  onboard.  (Par/.  Pop^ No.  167.) 

numbered  that  that  Act  was  passed  in 

1877,  but  only  came  into  operation  last  THE  NAVAL  AND  MILITARY  FORCES 

jMur.    Prior  to  that  date  the  Local  Go-  —CORPORAL  PUNISHMENTS. 

Tsnunent  Board  had  issued  regulations  addbess  fob  a  betubn. 


ngaiding  the  regMtration  of  the  boats  ^^  j^^^  ^^  BUCOLEUCH  (for  the 

"  ISf*^**    theip  number  and  of  the  Marquess  of  Lothian)  moved- 

anmber  of  persons  whom  they  were  to  ^                          ' 

aaoommodate,    and    also    defining  the  „"'^*  *^]"^''l®  ^^^  ^  presented  to 

^1      -2-         -L               A     -u           "L    ^        i»  Her  Maiosty  for  Ketum  of  the  number  of  per- 

Wthontaes  Who  were  to  ha.ve  charge  of  ^^^  ^^^'  Her   Majesty's  Naval  and  Military 

tte  work  of  reg^tration  and  the  districts  forces  who  have  been   punished  by  flogging 

in  which  the  boats  were  to  be  registered,  during  the  five  years  endmg  the  Slst  of  Decem- 

9he  number  of  districts  was  99.     Boats  J>er,  1878 ;  the  Return  to  state  the  number  of 

lid  already  been  registered  in  62  out  of  ^fi;?,!^i^flT,lf  »  """"^  ^""^  ""^"^  *^^ 

tf i^^  j:!^-^-      *u^  x^x^i 1..-  ^c  punishment  was  inflicted. 


99  districts.    The  total  number  of  _.         , ,     ^^  .     ,   ,   ,.       ,     , 

fcalsregi8teredwa84,964,andthatofthe  H^s  noble  Fnend  beheved   that  very 

Mmms  for  whom  there  was  accommo-  erroneous  impressions    existed    in   the 

ditum  22,206.    Therefore,  as  regarded  Public  mind  on  the  subject  of  flogging 

aMutration,  very  considerable  progress  i^  *^^  Army  and   Navy,  and  that  the 

had  been  made  by  the  local  authorities  production  of  such  a  Return  as  he  now 

b  giving  effect  to  the  Act.     Of  course,  moved  for  would  show  that  flogging  was 

Vbeii  Boch  a  large  number  of  persons  ^^J  seldom  resorted  to. 
«me  concerned,  and  with  interests  of       Viscount  BURY  said,  with  regard  to 

Mil  considerable  magnitude,  it  was  im-  t^«  MiHtary  Forces  there  was  no  objec- 

pOHible  that  the  provisions  of  an  Act  ^^^  ^  *^®  Return.    Of  course,  he  could 

^Uch  only   came    into  operation  last  ^^^  speak  for  the  Naval  Forces ;  but  he 

yvar  could  be  as  yet  carried  out.     With  did  not  think  there  would  be  any  objec- 

ivgard  to  the  education  of  the  children,  ^^^^  ^  i*  j^  t^«ir  case  either.    The  Re- 

His  Act  provided  that  the  children  should  t^^^  ^ovla  be  a  satisfactory  one,   be- 

Tit  registered  where  tie  boats  were  re-  cause,  as  his  noble  Friend  had  surmised, 

riitored,  but  that  if  the  parents  could  i*  ^o^ld  show  that  flogging  was  very 

ihow  to  the  school  authorities  that  the  ^ardy   resorted   to  —  never,  except  on 

ddUren  were  receiving   sufficient    in-  active  service. 

taiction  in  other  places  it  should  be       Motion    amended,     by    substituting 

tdoanthat  the  Act  was  being  complied  "ten"  years  for   "five;"  Motion,   as 

vith.      The  Local  Government  Board  amended,  agreed  to. 
kd  not  yet  received  Reports  as  to  the  Houie ado     ed  t half      t Five 

Jjto  of  the  Act  in  respect  of  the  educa-  o4l^,  to^ThursS^  D«i    ^ 

wm  ox  the  cmidren ;  but  the  local  autho-  half  patt  Ten  o'dodb  ^H 
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Credit  with  reference  to  this  War,  and 
I  shall  then  take  an  opportunity  of 
making  such  a  statement  as  I  am  en- 
abled to  make  with  regard  to  it. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Tuesday,  29th  July,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— Nbw  Mbicbxk  SwoRN-^ames 
LysaghtFmnigan,  esquirej/orEimis  Borough. 

Select  Committee — Beport'--&rigax  Industries 
[No.  321]. 

Supply  —  considered  in  Committee — £2,500,000, 
Exchequer  Bonds ;  Civil  Service  Estimates, 
Class  V. — Colonial,  Consular,  and  other 
Foreign  Services  ;  Class  VI. — Superannua- 
tion AND  Retired  Allowances,  and  Gra- 
tuities FOR  Charitable  and  other  Objects  ; 
Class  YII. — Miscellaneous,  Special,  and 
Temporary  Services;  Ebvenub  Depart- 
ments; Civil  Services,  Class  IV. — EIduoa- 
TioN,  Science,  and  Art. 

Public  Bills — Resolutions  in  Committee — Na- 
tional School  Teachers  (Ireland)  [Repayment 
of  Advances]  ♦ ;  University  Education  (Ire- 
land) (No.  2)  [EeUowships,  &c.  Pensions, 
&c.]  ♦. 

Resolution  in  Committee — Ordered — First  Reading 
—Copyright  (No.  2)  [266].  , 

Ordered  —  First  Reading  —  Irish  Church  Act 
(1869)  Amendment  [269];  Puhlic  Offices 
(Fees) ♦  [266] ;  Lough  Erne  and  River  (Con- 
tinuance) *  [267] ;  Metropolitan  Board  of 
Works  (Money)  ♦  [268]. 

Second  Reading  —  Committee — Report — Banking 
and  Joint  Stock  Companies  [126-2641. 

Select  Committee — Special  Report — Meaical  Act 
(1858)  Amendment  (No.  3)  [No.  320]. 

Committee — Report — Municipal  Elections  (Ire- 
land) [266]. 

-Btfpor^— Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  (No.  3)* 
[121] ;  Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  ♦  [2]  ; 
Medical  Appointments  (Qualification)  ♦  [62] ; 
Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  (No.  2)* 
[86]. 
Third  Reading  —  Commissioners  of  Woods 
(Thames  Piers)  *  [249],  a.n.d passed. 

QUESTIONS. 


SOUTH  AFRICA— THE  ZULU  WAR- 
INCIDENCE  OF  EXPENSES. 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  FAWCETT  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  can  in- 
form the  House  in  what  proportion  the 
cost  of  the  Zulu  War  will  be  borne  by 
the  Exchequers  of  the  United  Kingdom 
and  the  Cape  Colonies  respectively ;  and, 
whether  any  estimate  has  been  formed 
of  the  entire  cost  of  the  war  up  to  the 
present  time  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  have  given  Notice  that 
on  Thursday  I  propose,  as  the  First 
Order  of  the  Day,  to  move  a  Vote  of 


NAVY— THE  ROYAL  MARINES— SEE- 
GEANTS.— QUESTION. 

Me.  KNATCHBULL-HUGESSEN 
asked  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltj, 
Whether,  after  consulting  with  his  oSL' 
leagues  as  promised,  he  nas  been  aUt 
to  make  any,  and,  if  so,  what  improve- 
ment in  the  pensions  and  pay  of  the 
sergeant  majors,  staff    and  other  86^ 
geants  of  the  Royal  Marines,  bo  as  to 
place  them  upon  an  equality  with  thoM 
who  hold  similar  rank  in  the  Annj; 
whether  he  will  take  into  consideration 
the  propriety  of  extending  to  the  Bojal 
Marines  the  advantages  of  the  Warnat 
rank  recently  given  to  the  Army;  aad, 
inasmuch    as  sergeants  of   the  Bojal 
Marines  are  called  upon  to  provide  dnB 
instruction     for     Idilitia     Regimentif 
whether  he  will  take  steps  to  thm 
open  to  them  the  appointment  of  Militii 
quartermaster  ? 

Me.  W.  H.  SMITH :  Sir,  the  au* 
tion  of  assimilating  the  pensions  of  thi 
non-commissioned  officers  of  Maiineito 
those  of  the  Army  is  still  under  the  eon-  , 
sideration  of  Her  Majesty's  Gown- 
ment ;  but  I  am  unable  to  say  whotiMr 
it  will  be  possible  to  communicate  to  As 
House  before  the  end  of  the  Session  te 
result  arrived  at.  With  regard  to  paji 
and  to  the  question  of  placing  tkt 
Marines  on  an  equality  with  the  Azmji 
I  can  only  say  that  the  two  Serried 
differ  on  very  many  points  in  regard  to 
which  the  advantages  are  by  no  mesai 
wholly  with  the  Army ;  that  it  is  not  in- 
tended to  apply  to  the  Marines  thenai* 
rank  and  pay  that  may,  from  time  te 
time,  be  given  to  the  Army,  as  it  is  ifl* 
possible  to  place  them  on  jp^^^ 
similar  conditions  of  service.  Tne  Istttf 
part  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman's  Qw** 
tion  is  a  matter  for  the  War  Depaitmsat 

UNIVERSITY  EDUCATION  {IRELA>1)) 
(No.  2)  BILL— 10  GEO.  IV.  CAP.  7. 

QUESTION. 

Mb.  p.  J.  SMYTH  asked  Mr.  Atto^ 
ney  General  for  Ireland,  If  Section  l€ 
of  10  George  4,  c.  7,  has  been  repsalai; 
if  not,  to  what  extent,  if  any,  &e  worit* 
ing  of  the   University  Edacatkm  K& 
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might  be  affected  by  it ;  and,  if,  having 
regard  to  said  Bill,  it  is  his  intention  to 
introduce  a  Bill  for  the  repeal  of  the 
Penal  Clauses  of  the  Catholic  Emanci- 
pation Act  ? 

Thb  attorney  GENEEAL  for 
BBELAND  (Mr.  Gibson)  :  Sir,  the  sec- 
tion of  the  Catholic  Emancipation  Act 
referred  to  has  not  been  absolutely  or 
entiroly  repealed ;  but  it  has  been  largely 
qualified  by  subsequent  legislation.  Thus 
it  has  been  expressly  repealed  as  to  the 
TTniTersities  of  Oxford.  Cambridge,  and 
Durham  by  84  &  85  Ftet,  c.  25,  s.  8, 
and  is  yirtually  repealed  as  to  the  XJni- 
▼erdty  of  Dublin  (except  as  to  the 
Divinity  School)  by  86  Vict,  c.  21— 
known  as  Fawcett's  Act.  In  my  opinion, 
this  section  will  not  interfere  with  the 
working  of  the  University  proposed  to 
be  created  byCharter  under  the  pro- 
visons  of  the  U niversify  Education  Bill. 

MERCHANT  SHIPPING   ACT—PASSEN. 
GEE  8TEAMEBS— QUESTION. 

Sir  WILLIAM  FEASEH  asked  the 
ResidentoftheBoard  of  Trade,  Whether 
liis  attention  has  been  called  to  a  relation 
in  the  "  Times  "  of  July  24th  of  an  acci- 
dent resulting  in  the  loss  of  life  of  a 
Mcer  named  Weeks,  of  the  passenger 
steamer  "Albert  Edward,"  plying  be- 
iteen  Folkestone  and  Boulogne,  in  the 
tfempt  to  save  a  suicide ;  whether  the 
neans  of  rescue  by  boats  are,  in  his 

J'nion,  adequate  as  regards  the  number 
passengers  licensed  to  be  conveyed  in 
the  steamers  crossing  the  Channel ;  and, 
iriiether  he  is  satisfied  that  the  condition 
of  and  means  of  lowering  the  boats  in 
case  of  collision  or  other  accident  are 
•odh  as  they  should  be  ? 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT :  Sir,  our  atten- 
tion has  been  drawn  to  the  subject  of 
the  hon.  Baronet's  Question.  An  inquiry 
lias  been  ordered  by  the  Board  of  Trade 
into  the  circumstances  of  the  melancholy 
loss  of  life  on  the  occasion  to  which  he 
^ers,  and  until  a  Report  has  been  re- 
ceived of  that  inquiry  I  should  not  like 
to  pronounce  an  opinion  upon  the  con- 
dition of  the  boats  in  the  Channel 
iteamers.  With  regard  to  the  number 
of  boats  carried  in  each  steamer,  I  think 
I  answered  a  Question  earlier  in  the 
Session,  and  I  can  only  repeat  what  I 
then  said — ^namely,  that  the  Merchant 
Shipping  Acts  do  not  compel  passenger 
ddps  to  cany  boats  and  rufts  sufficient 


to  accommodate  the  whole  of  their  crews 
and  passengers  ;  that  such  a  number  of 
boats  would  seriously  interfere  with  the 
management  of  the  ship  and  even  if 
they  could  be  provided  for  on  board  ship 
it  would  be  almost  impossible  to  lower 
them  in  case  of  emergency.  I  may  add 
that,  as  regards  boats,  their  number  and 
contents  are  settled  by  Statute  according 
to  the  tonnage  of  the  vessel. 

VACCINATION  PROSECUTIONS— DEWS- 
BURY  UNION.— QUESTION. 

Me.  Sebjeant  SIMON  asked  the  Pre- 
sident of  the  Local  Government  Board, 
Whether  he  is  aware  of  the  large  number 
of  persons,  consisting  of  batches  of  from 
forty  to  seventy  at  a  time,  against  whom, 
in  some  cases  previous  convictions  have 
been  recorded,  proceedings  have  lately 
been  taken  in  the  Dewsbury  Union  for 
not  having  had  their  children  vaccinated ; 
whether  such  proceedings  are  not  con- 
trary to  the  spirit  of  the  instructions 
of  the  Local  Government  Board  in  the 
Letter  of  the  17th  September  1875  to  the 
Gnardians  of  the  Evesham  Union,  and 
in  defiance  also  of  a  Resolution  in 
the  Minute  Book  of  the  Dewsbury 
Guardians ;  and,  whether  he  will  consider 
if  the  system  of  paying  the  vaccination 
officers  by  fees  ought  not  to  be  put  an  end 
to,  as  affording  undue  encouragement 
to  legal  proceedings? 

Mr.  SCLATEE-BOOTH  :  Sir,  I  am 
aware  that  proceedings  have  been 
taken  lately  against  a  large  number  of 
persons  in  the  Dewsbury  Union  for 
neglecting  to  cause  their  children  to  be 
vaccinated,  and  I  fear  they  may  have 
been  encouraged  in  that  course  by  those 
who  are  intrusted  with  the  administra- 
tion of  the  law.  Proceedings  are  taken 
under  three  heads — 1st,  for  a  penalty  for 
neglect  to  have  the  child  vaccinated; 
2nd,  there  may  be  a  summons  to  show 
cause  why  an  order  should  not  be  made 
for  the  vaccination  ;  and,  3rd,  there  may 
be  a  summons  for  a  penally  for  non- 
compliance with  the  onier.  The  vacci- 
nation officer  has  written  to  me,  stating 
that  in  no  single  instance  has  he  taken 
proceedings  under  the  third  head  against 
a  defaulter  previously  convicted  under 
the  first.  That  being  so,  his  conduct 
has  not  been  contrary  to  the  instructions 
of  the  Local  Qt)vemment  Board,  nor  to 
the  spirit  of  the  letter  to  the  Evesham 
Guardians.     No  doubt,  it  is  con 


1527 


^ueation 


(COHMONS]       (SMtltmd).- 


to  the  resolation  of  the  Dewsboiy 
Quardians ;  but  that  resolution,  as  they 
have  been  iofonued,  is  illegal,  aad,  in 
fact,  a  nullity.  There  aeeme  to  me  no 
ground  for  putting  an  end  to  the  systom 
of  payment  of  the  vaooination  officer  by 
fees,  which  has  been  generally  adopted 
and  works  well ;  nor  is  it  found  to  en- 
courage proaecutions.  The  fees  are  not 
regulated  by  the  nnmbet  of  prosecutions, 
but  by  the  number  of  cassfl  of  succsBsfnl 
vaccination. 

INDIA— THE  CIVIL  SERVICE. 


Mr.  PLUNKET  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
Qoremment  are  prepared  to  take  any 
action  upon  certain  representations  re- 
cently made  to  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India,  in  favour  of  modifying  the  rules 
now  in  force,  as  to  the  preparation  and 
presentation  of  Joint  Memorials  by  mem- 
bers of  the  Civil  Service  of  India  ? 

Mb.  E.  stanhope  :  Sir,  a  letter 
containing  certain  proposals  for  the 
modification  of  these  rules  was  handed 
to  me  by  my  hon.  and  learned  Friend. 
It  has  been  laid  before  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  Council,  and  it  has  been  decided 
by  them  to  send  a  despatch  to  India 
making  certain  suggestions  on  the  sub- 
ject for  the  consideration  of  the  Qovem- 
ment  of  India.  Until  they  have  had  an 
opportunity  of  considering  them,  my 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  will  understand 
that  I  am  unwilling  to  go  more  into  de- 
tail on  the  subject. 

GAS  COMPANIES  AND  THE  ELECTRIC 
LIGHTING  _  REPORT  OF  SELECT 
COMMITTEE— QUESTION. 
Me.  CHADWICK  asked  the  Chair- 
man of  Ways  and  Means,  Whether,  in 
any  Private  Bills  passed  this  Session, 
the  monopoly  and  powers  of  any  gas 
companies  in  regard  to  gas  have  been 
extended  to  electric  lighting,  so  as  to 
give  gas  companiee,  in  case  of  their 
undertaking  being  purchased  by  any 
pubho  body,  a  claim  to  be  paid  for  any 
such  extra  privilege  or  monopoly  ;  and, 
whether  he  will  Beport  to  the  House, 
before  any  such  extensioii  of  monopoly 
rights  are  allowed  in  any  Private  Bill, 
whether  opposed  in  Committee  or  other- 
wise. 

Mr.  Sclattr- Booth 
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Mb.  BAIKES,  in  reply,  said,  that  the 
Question  was  one  of  some  importanM 
with  regard  to  the  Tarioue  measDra 
which  had  been  introduced  in  the  Hoom 
during  the  present  Session  by  variou 
public  bodies,  with  the  view  of  ohtaininf 
powers  to  use  the  electric  light.  Ai 
many  as  35  such  Bills  had  been  intn- 
duced  altogether  during  the  PnMt 
Session.  It  would  be  in  the  reoolledka 
of  the  House  that  a  Select  CommitM 
was  appointed  to  consider  the  qnestiill 
of  lighting  by  electricity,  and  ha  itipi- 
lated  with  the  promoters  that  in  tba 
event  of  their  Bills  being  allowed  to  go 
forward  all  the  clauses  which  related  to 
electric  lighting  should  bo  struck  out; 
but  that  if  the  Committee  reported  ia 
favour  of  such  powersbeing  given totlw 
promoters  of  such  undertakings,  cIinM 
to  that  effect  should  be  introduced  d 
a  subsequent  stage.  The  CommittM 
having  reported  adversely  to  the  ezts- 
aion  of  such  powers  to  gas  compiois^ 
those  companies  were  not  allowed  toiniot 
clauses  relating  to  the  electric  li^l  ii 
any  of  the  Bills  promoted  b^  them ;  bat 
it  had  been  open  to  corporations  to  sdt^ 
such  clauses  as  might  be  found  tom^ 
respond  with  the  recommendations  of  A* 
Committee,  and  in  three  or  four  MM 
they  had  done  so.  In  no  case,  hown«i 
was  power  given  to  a  gas  compasy  to 
make  use  of  the  electric  light.  W& 
regard  to  the  second  part  <rf  the  Qs* 
tion,  he  did  not  think  it  would  b<  tt 
accordance  with  precedent  to  miks  > 
formal  Eeport  to  the  House  of  tl" 
cases  in  which  the  extension  was  pie- 
posed  ;  but,  if  he  should  continne  t> 
hold  his  present  Office,  he  would  Mt 
fail  to  mention  the  matter  to  the  Hout 
if  any  such  Bill  came  on  fbr  laeoai 
reading. 

EDUCATION  (SCOTLAKD)~THi:  IBBW 
PARISH     BOABD,     PAI8LET,   1*1) 
SCHOOL  FEES.— QUESTIOS. 
Mb.  BIQOAB  asked  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate, If  he  will  state  the  groondt  on 
which  the  Abbey  Parish  Boud  of  Fii*- 
ley  refused  to  grant  the  usual  ordn  to 
pay  the  school  foes  for  the  children  of  a 
widow  named  Smith,  said  widow  ws% 
at  the  time  in  receipt  of  parochial  i*- 
lief ;  and  if  he  will  ooject  to  furnish  tk* 
Correspondence  between  the  fioaid  <■ 
Superintendence    and    Mr.   ArdubaU 
Uacdonald;  between  the  Board  of  Sa- 
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perintendence  and  the  Abbey  Board; 
Uopj  of  the  Notes  of  Mr.  M.  McLean, 
the  inspector,  and  of  the  signed  declara- 
tions made  to  him,  together  with  Copy 
of  the  letter  by  which  the  Board  of  Su- 
perintendence conveyed  their  decision  to 
the  Abbey  Parish  ? 

The  LOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wat- 
son) :  Sir,  I  made  inquiries  in  regard  to 
the  refusal  to  pay  the  fees  of  these  chil- 
dren, and,  so  far  as  I  can  judge,  the  de- 
cision of  the  parochial  board  was  based 
on  some  questions  that  were  raised  in 
regard  to  the  creed  register.  This  point, 
as  it  seems  to  me,  was  raised  somewhat 
tmnecessarily.  There  was  no  need  to  de- 
cide the  point  at  all,  and,  in  so  deciding 
it,  it  seems  to  me  the  Parochial  Board 
overlooked  the  plain  intention  of  the 
Legislature  in  passing  the  Education 
Act.  Accordingly,  I  have  communicated 
both  with  the  Parochial  Board  of  Paisley 
and  with  the  Board  of  Supervision, 
requesting  that  the  matter  should  be  re- 
considered. That  being  so,  I  think  I 
need  hardly  produce  the  Papers. 

CYPRUS— THE  PAPERS,  No.  4. 
QtrzsTioN. 

Sib  CHAELES  W.  DILKE  asked 
the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign 
AfiEairs,  When  the  short  series  of  Papers, 
Cyprus,  No.  4,  laid  upon  the  Table  in 
print  on  the  4th  of  July,  and  ordered  to 
be  delivered  in  full  on  the  5th  of  July, 
will  be  in  the  hands  of  Members ;  and, 
who  is  responsible  for  the  delay  which 
has  occurred  ? 

Mb.  BOIJEEE,  in  reply,  said,  he  had 
made  inquiry  at  the  Foreign  Office,  and 
had  been  informed  that  a  series  of  Papers 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Baronet  had  not 
been  delivered ;  but  he  would  take  care 
that  they  should  be  in  the  hands  of 
Members  in  a  day  or  two.  The  delay 
in  issuing  them  was,  no  doubt,  due  to 
some  inadvertences. 

PRIVILEGE  —  OMISSION  FROM  THE 
VOTES  AND  PROCEEDINGS  OF  THE 
HOUSE.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  CALLAN  wished  to  direct  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  a  matter  of 
Privilege  in  connection  with  the  Sitting 
on  Friday  night  and  early  on  Saturday 
morning  last.  The  Chairman  of  Com- 
mittees was  in  the  Chair  on  Friday  night 
and  up  to  half-past  2  o'clock  on  Satur- 
day  morning,    when    the   Chair   was 


taken  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford 
(Mr.  Salt).  On  that  occasion  the  hon. 
Member  for  Oxfordshire  (Mr.  Harcourt) 
was  addressing  to  the  House  a  very  ex- 
haustive speech  with  regard  to  savings' 
banks,  and  the  hon.  Gentleman  me 
Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  di- 
rected the  attention  of  the  Chairman  to 
the  fact  that  40  Members  were  not 
present.  The  Chairman  having  counted, 
and  40  Members  having  been  found  to 
be  present,  the  Business  went  on  as 
usual ;  but  so  anxious  were  the  Govern- 
ment to  report  Progress  that,  interrupt- 
ing the  hon.  Member  for  Oxfordshire, 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  took  the 
most  unusual  course  of  moving  ''That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again."  The  glass  was 
accordingly  turned,  the  bells  were  rung, 
the  doors  were  closed,  and  the  Question 
again  put  to  the  Committee.  At  the  re- 
quest of  some  party — he  believed,  cer- 
tainly, not  at  the  request  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself— two  hon.  Members 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House 
were  named  as  Tellers  for  the  Govern- 
ment Motion ;  and,  what  seemed  an  un- 
precedented thing  in  the  annals  of  the 
House,  when  the  Division  was  taken  it 
was  found  that  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  voted  with  five  Cabinet  Minis- 
ters against  his  own  Motion.  Attention 
was  afterward  drawn  to  the  matter  by 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  for  Water- 
ford  (Major  O'Gorman),  who  then  stated 
that  the  hon.  Gentleman  who  moved  to 
report  Progress  voted  against  his  own 
Motion.  It  was  said  that  an  indictment 
was  being  prepared  against  certain  hon. 
Members  for  wilful  and  deliberate  ob- 
struction of  the  Business  of  the  House, 
and  one  of  the  clauses  in  that  indictment, 
it  was  believed,  was  to  the  effect  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  had  voted 
against  a  Motion  which  he  had  sup- 
ported in  his  speeches,  or  something  of 
that  kind.  It  was,  therefore,  essential, 
as  a  safeguard,  that  it  should  be  stated 
in  the  proceedings  of  the  House  that  an 
official  Member  of  the  Government — the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury — proposed 
' '  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"  and  within 
five  minutes  afterwards  voted  with  the 
entire  Government  Bench  against  his 
own  Motion.  That,  at  all  events,  was  a 
remarkable  circumstance  ;  but  it  was 
not  all.  The  Motion  to  report  Progress 
appeared  in  the  proceedings  of  the  night 
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turned  in  the  interral  whioli  eUpeed 
during  the  running  of  the  sand  he  (Mr. 
Gray)  and  aome  other  hon.  Members 
fiuggested  to  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury (Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetaon)  that 
two  or  three  Votes  which  they  belieTed 
were  unopposed  should  be  taken  before 
Progress  was  reported.    That  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, beHeving  as  he  (Mr.  Gray)  be- 
lieved, that  those  Yotes  would  proToke 
no  discussion  or    opposition,    did  not 
challenge  the  Vote  when  the  Question 
was  again  put.    Other  hon.  Members, 
however,  did  challenge  the  Motion,  it 
being  in  the  possession  of  the  Honse, 
and  it  was  that,  and  that  alone,  vbich 
he  believed  led  to  the  confusion  and  the 
rather  extraordinary  scene  which  fol- 
lowed.   He  merely  desired,  as  he  had  a 
small  part  in  briuginfi^  about  the  con- 
fusion, to  explain  that  it  was  a  pure  mis- 
understanding,   for  which   neither  the 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury nor  anybody  else  was  to  blame. 
That  had  nothing  to  do  however  with 
the  real  question  as  to  the  completeness  of 
the  Parliamentary  Becord.     The  Motion 
was  made  to  the  House,  and,  not  being 
withdrawn,  was  in  possession  of  the 
House,  and  a  Division  being  demanded 
upon  it  the  name  of  the  proposer  of  the 
Motion  was  not  given.      He  did  not 
think  that   the  explanation  which  the 
Speaker  had  received,  that  the  matter 
was  due  to  accident,  was  strictly  accu- 
rate, because  the  name  was  omitted  in 
two  places — first,  in  the  Journals  of  the 
House,  and,  secondly,  in   the  Division 
Lists.    He  was  inclined  to  believe  that 
if  the  matter  was  still  further  investi- 
gated it  would  be  found  that  the  name 
was  deliberately  omitted  because  of  the 
confusion  which  arose  at  the  time  the 
Motion  was  put. 

SiE  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBET80N 
said,  perhaps  the  House  would  allov 
him  to  explain  what  really  seemed  to  be 
an  extraordinary  act  on  his  part.  He 
thanked  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperaiy 
(Mr.  Gray)  for  the  explanation  he  had 
just  given,  and  which  really  constitated 
his  excuse  for  the  course  he  had  taken 
QU  the  occasion  referred  to.  Hon.  Mem- 
bers would  recollect  that  when  the  dis- 
cussion was  going  on,  after  he  had  moved 
to  report  Progress,  a  strong  feeling  was 
expressed  that  the  Oommittee  should 
proceed  for  a  short  time  longer  in  order 
that  certain  Votes  might  be  taken.  In 
these  cixcuQstanoes,  when  the  Motion 


in  question  in  the  Parliamentary  Yotes, 
but  without  the  name  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  as  Mover  of  it ;  and  to 
that  fact  he  wished  particularly  to  di- 
rect the  attention  of  the  Speaker  of  the 
House.  He  had  examined  the  Records 
of  the  House  in  the  Library,  and  he 
could  say  that  from  the  first  week  of  the 
present  Session  up  to  the  present  day 
there  had  not  been  an  omission  of  a 
single  name  from  a  Motion  of  the  cha- 
racter of  that  moved  by  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury.  No  similar  case  had  been 
recorded  this  Session,  and  he  wished  it 
to  be  considered  by  the  House  that, 
whereas  the  name  of  Mr.  Pamell  had 
been  inserted,  the  name  of  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  had  been  left  out  from 
Motions  with  reference  to  reporting 
Progress.  It  might  be  that  the  omis- 
sion was  accidental;  but  if  no  correction 
was  made  there  would  be  no  opportu- 
nity for  appealing  to  the  Records  of  Par- 
Hament  in  case  of  an  indictment  for 
wilful  obstruction  being  proceeded  with. 
He  did  not  bring  this  subject  forward 
yesterday,  because  he  haa  thought  it 
bettor  to  wait  and  see  whether  the  cor- 
rection would  be  made  in  to-day's  Votes. 
Seeing  that  that  had  not  been  done  in  the 
ordinary  way,  he  now  appealed  to  Mr. 
Speaker  to  see  that  the  mistake  was 
rectified.  He  thought  he  had  fulfilled 
his  duty  in  directing  the  attention  of  the 
House  to  the  extraordinary  omission, 
and  he  hoped  the  Clerk  would  be  em- 
powered to  make  the  necessary  correction. 

Mb.  speaker  :  Until  the  hon. 
Member  rose,  I  was  not  aware  that  the 
name  of  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
had  been  accidentally  omitted,  as  the 
hon.  Member  has  steted,  in  the  Votes 
delivered  yesterday  morning.  It  was,  I 
am  assured,  a  pure  accident;  and,  having 
ascertained  that  the  name  was  acci- 
dentally omitted,  I  have  given  direc- 
tions that  the  sheet  of  the  Votes  con- 
taining the  error  should  be  cancelled, 
and  that  the  proper  entry  be  made  in 
the  Votes. 

Mb.  gray  said,  he  thought  it  only 
right  to  say  that  he  had  called  the  at- 
tention of  the  Clerk  to  the  matter  that 
morning  before  public  attention  was 
directed  to  it,  and  he  had  ujidertaken  to 
rectify  it.  As  he  was  concerned  in  the 
matter,  he  wished  to  say  a  few  words  in 
regard  to  it.  There  was  considerable 
confusion  at  the  time  when  the  Division 
was  called,  and  when  the  hour-glass  was 

Mr.  (falhn 
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SOUTH    AFRICA  — THE   WAR  — NEWS- 
PAPER CORRESPONDENTS. 

QUESTION. 

SiE  WILFRID  LAWSON  said,  tliat 
as  the  right  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  now 
in  his  place,  he  would  ask  him  the  Ques- 
tion which  stood  first  upon  the  Notice 
Paper — namely,  Whether  newspaper 
correspondents  at  the  seat  of  war  in 
South  Africa  are  permitted  to  take  an 
active  part  against  the  enemy,  otherwise 
than  in  self-defence ;  ajid,  whether  the 
attempt  to  shoot  a  fugitive  Zulu  scout, 
which  the  special  correspondent  of  the 
*'  Standard  "  records  that  he  himself 
made,  as  may  be  seen  in  the  '*  Standard" 
of  July  17th,  is  a  matter  which  calls  for 
any  notice  from  the  War  OfiQ.ce  ? 

Colonel  STANLEY :  Sir,  in  reply,  I 
beg  to  say  that  I  conceive  any  officer 
who  permitted  a  newspaper  correspon- 
dent to  take  an  active  part  against  the 
enemy  would  act  in  a  manner  which  I 
should  characterize  as  unjustifiable.  In 
reply  to  the  second  part  of  the  Question, 
I  have  to  say  that  1  have  looked  at  the 
paragraph  referred  to,  and  find  that  the 
corespondent  states  that  he  twice  at- 
tempted to  fire  at  a  Zulu,  but  in  neither 
case  did  his  rifle  go  off ;  and  it  does  not 
appear  that  he  either  hurt  the  Zulu,  or 
even  frightened  him.  If  it  were  a  general 
practice  at  the  seat  of  war  for  persons 
not  connected  with  the  Service,  and  not 
on  duty,  to  take  an  active  part  against 
the  enemy,  I  should  consider  it  my  duty 
to  address  some  communication  to  the 
General  Officer ;  but  as  there  is  no  evi- 
dence of  the  existence  of  the  practice 
beyond  that  contained  in  the  letters  of 
the  correspondent  to  whom  attention 
has  been  drawn  I  do  not  intend  to  notice 
the  matter  further. 


THE  ROYAL  COMMISSION  ON  AGRICUL- 
TURAL DISTRESS.— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  Whether  in 
the  constitution  of  the  Boyal  Commission 
on  Agricultural  Distress,  as  it  is  expected 
that  several  landlords  and  tenant  farmers 
will  have  pleu^es  on  the  Commission, 
regard  will  be  had  to  secure  the  pre- 
sence on  the  Commission  of  some  person 
or  persons  fairly  representative  of  the 
views  and  interests  of  the  agricultural 
labourers  ? 


i  put  by  the  Chaizman,  he  did  not  chal- 
Iflnge  a  Vote,  because  he  believed  it  was 
the  ananimous  opinion  of  the  Committee 
it  the  time  that  they  should  go  on.  One 
or  two  hon.  Members  did  challenge  a 
Division ;  and  he  took  a  course  which, 
perhaps,  he  ought  to  have  hesitated  to 
take,  and  whidi,  had  he  had  a  little 
time  to  think  of  it,  he  probably  would 
not  have  taken.  It  was  not  the  only  in- 
stance, he  believed,  in  which  the  same 
thing  had  been  done;  but  if  he  had 
thought  about  it  he  would  perhaps  have 
Qome  to  the  conclusion  that  he  should  be 
■eting  more  wisely  in  not  voting  at  all. 
He  was  sure  the  House  would  believe 
that  he  had  no  wish  or  desire  that  there 
should  be  any  concealment  in  the  matter. 
He  was  only  too  happy  to  hear  from  Mr. 
Speaker  that  an  accidental  error  in  the 
records  of  their  proceedings,  which  might 
possibly  mislead,  would  be  rectified ;  and 
D0  trusted  the  House  would  believe  that 
vhat  he  did  was  done  with  no  wish  or 
denre  to  confuse  the  Business  of  the 
House. 

Mb.  monk  said,  he  wished  to  make 
a  personal  explanation. 

Mb.  SPEAKEE  said,  if  the  hon. 
Member  desired  to  make  a  personal  ex- 
danatioii  no  doubt  the  House  would 
Bear  him ;  but  he  must  point  out  that 
lay  further  discussion  with  no  Motion 
Wfore  the  House  would  be  out  of  Order. 

Mb.  MONK  wished  to  explain  how 
ke  came  to  be  named  as  a  Teller.  After 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  moved 
to  report  Progress  the  hon.  Member  for 
Btaflord  (Mr.  Salt),  who  was  then  in  the 
Chair,  named  the  Government  officials 
tt  Tellers  for  the  Motion.  Thereupon  it 
appeared  that  objection  was  raised  on 
ue  Treasury  Bench  to  the  Government 
Whips  beinfi^  Tellers,  and  the  Chairman 
tuned  to  the  Clerks  at  the  Table,  at 
whose  suggestion  he  (Mr.  Monk)  and 
the  hon.  Member  for  Kendal  (Mr. 
Whitwell)  were  named.  Had  Mr. 
Speaker  been  in  the  Chair  on  the  oc- 
etflion  referred  to,  he  (Mr.  Monk) 
would  have  challenged  his  nomination 
as  a  Teller  for  the  Motion. 

Majob  O'GOEMAN  said,  that  irregu- 
larities occurred  in  the  best-regulated 
funiliee;  and,  seeing  that  Her  Majesty's 
Qovemment,  who  were,  or  ought  to  bo, 
a  well-reg^ated  family,  had  been  guilty 
of  an  error,  he  hoped  they  would  be 
diaritable  when  private  Members  com- 
outted  irregularities. 
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The  O'DONOOHITE  :  Uight  I  uk 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  'Wlie- 
ther  lie  will  say  when  the  Committw 
on  the  Irish  Univenltf  Bill  will  be 
taken? 

The  CHANCEUjOa  or  THE  EXCHE. 
QUEB  ;  Sir,  I  am  not  able  at  thii  m- 
ment  to  fix  a  day,  and  it  will  be  iofu- 
Bible  to  do  BO  thiB  week. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  wiahed  to  know  vim 
the  Vote  for  the  enlargement  of  the  B*- 
portere'  Qalle^  would  be  taken  7 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER suggested  that  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man Hhould  give  Notice  of  hii  Qoet- 
tion. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Pbice, 

Ma.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  Nitj 
Estimates  would  be  proceeded  with  on 
ThuTBday. 


The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER, in  reply,  said,  the  question  of 
having  upon  the  Royal  Commission  on 
Agricultural  Distress  a  representative 
of  the  views  of  the  agricultural  labourers 
had  been  under  the  consideration  of  the 
Government;  but  they  did  not  see  their 
way  to  overcoming  the  difficulties  which 
presented  themeelves. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  subsequently 
asked,  with  the  view  to  prevent  any 
misunderstanding,  Whether  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  meant  that  there 
was  an  objection  to  placing  an  agricul- 
tural labourer,  or  any  person  who  re- 
presented that  class,  upon  the  Commis- 
sion 7 

The  GHANCELLORofthb EXCHE- 
QUER said,  several  communications  had 
been  made  to  the  Oovemment  with  a 
view  to  have  an  agricultural  labourer, 
or  a  person  connected  with  agricultural 
labourere,  upon  the  Commission.  Those 
representations  had  been  carefully  con- 
sidered, and  it  had  not  been  found  poa- 
sible  to  overcome  the  difficulties  which 
suggested  themselvea  to  the  mind  of  the 
Oovemment. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked,  Whether, 
if  Bome  other  person,  not  an  agricultural 
labourer,  were  suggested,  the  Gk>vem- 
ment  would  consider  the  matter  7 

[No  reply  was  given  to  this  Question.] 

PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS  OF    THE 
HOUSE.— QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  GHILDEBS  said,  he  understood 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in 
answering  at  an  earlier  etare  a  Uuestion 
put  to  him  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Hack- 
ney, to  say  that  on  Thursday  he  would 
propose  the  Tote  for  the  expenses  of  the 
Zulu  War,  whereas  he  had  understood 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  to  say  on  the 

gevious  day  that  he  would  not  ask  the 
ouse  topass  the  Vote  on  Thursday. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  fae  had  not  meant  to  state 
that  he  would  ask  the  House  to  pass 
the  Vote  on  Thursday,  but  only  that  he 
would  lay  the  Estimate  on  the  Table, 
and  make  a  statement. 

Mk.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  Is  it  the  in- 
tention of  the  Oovemment  to  take  the 
Education  Estimates  as  the  First  Order 
to-morrow  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Yes. 


PRIVILEGE  —  (TOWER    HIOH    LETD 
BRIDGE  (METBOPOUS)  COMUnTEI). 


from  the  Sergeant-at-Arms  an  envskft 
containing  a  Petition  &om  Mr.  Joo 
Sandilands  Ward,  who  is  now  in  tts 
custody  of  the  Sei^eant.  It  cootaiiii 
also,  a  letter  addressed  to  myself,  n- 
pressing  the  hope  that,  as  I  was  (3l■i^ 
man  of  the  Committee  that  tried  thi 
Breach  of  Privilege  question,  I 
give  the  Petition  my  careflil  coni 
tion,  and  that  I  should  not  conndei  >t 
inconsistent  with  my  duty  to  bring  <i^ 
Petition  under  the  notice  of  the  HooM. 
I  have  read  the  Petition  over,  and  IM 
that  there  are  certain  things  in  it  wiiA 
ought  to  be  considered.     I  find  that  te 

Btitioner  entirely  submits  himself  to  tb* 
Duse.  He  expresses  his  nnfaignri 
sorrow  and  regret  for  what  has  oocurnd- 
Under  these  circumstances.  Sir,  I  tluak 
it  only  right  and  proper  to  lay  tkii  7»- 
tition  upon  the  Table  of  the  House,  saJ 
to  move  that  it  be  printed  and  taken  inte 
consideration  to-morrow,  immedistelj 
after  the  assembling  of  the  House. 

Motion  agr*td  to. 

Petition  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to 
heprinted.     [App.  1.] 

Petition  to  be  taken  into  oonsidantiw 
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ORDERS    OF    THE    DAT. 

BANKING  AND  JOINT  STOCK  COM- 
PANIES BILL-[BiLL  126.] 
(JUr,  ChtmeeUor  of  th4  Exchequer^  Mr.  8«w$tary 
Cross f  Sir  Hsnry  Seltoin-Ibbeison.) 

SBOOKD  HEADnro.    [adjottbnsd  debate.] 

Order  read,  for  resuming  Adjourned 
Debate  on  Amendment  proposed  to 
Question  [22nd  July],  "That  the  Bill 
be  now  read  a  second  time." 

And  which  Amendment  was,  to  leave 
out  the  word  ''now,"  and  at  the  end  of 
the  Question  to  add  the  words  ''  upon 
this  day  three  months." — {Dr.  Cameron.) 

Question  again  proposed,  ''  That  the 
woid  '  now '  stand  part  of  the  Question." 

Debate  reiumed. 

Mb.  W.  holms  said,  that  last  week 
he,  in  common  with  several  other  hon. 
Members,  opposed  the  second  reading 
of  the  Bill.  He  and  they  did  so  be- 
cause they  believed  that  Scotland  had 
been  unfairly  treated  in  connection  with 
that  measure.  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  evidently  thought  it 
impossible  to  carry  the  BiH  as  originally 
proposed,  and  had,  therefore,  come 
down  to  the  House  with  a  proposal  to 
the  effect  that  Scotland  and  Ireland 
should  be  excluded  from  the  provisions 
of  the  Bill.  That  was  a  proposal  which 
was  eminently  unsatisfactory  both  to 
Scotch  and  Irish  Members;  but  now 
that  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  decided  upon  withdrawing  the  8th 
clause,  and  to  mclude  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land within  the  scope  of  the  BiU,  he,  for 
his  own  part,  should  withdraw  the  op- 
position he  had  offered,  and  as  he  tho- 
roughly approved  of  the  principle  of  the 
Bill  he  should  give  it  his  hearty  support. 

Mb.  J.  W.  BAECLAY  said,  that  the 
declaration  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  made  when  he  moved 
the  second  reading,  supplemented  by 
the  other  declaration  that  Scotland  should 
be  put  on  an  exact  equality  with  Eng- 
land, was  satisfactory  so  far  as  Scotland 
and  Ireland  were  concerned;  and  he 
could  only  express  his  regret  that  the 
Government  should  ever  have  allowed 
themselves  to  be  induced  to  introduce  a 
clause  which  practically  would  have  had 
the  effect  of  turning  all  the  Scotch  busi- 
ness out  of  London.    He  regretted  that 

VOL.  OCXLVni.   [thibd  SBBIES.] 


the  Government  should  have  adopted 
such  a  course,  he  believed  onlv  in  defer- 
ence to  a  section  of  the  banks  in  London, 
which,  no  doubt,  had  put  strong  pres- 
sure on  the  Government ;  because  he  be- 
lieved it  was  recognized  by  the  public 
in  London  that  whatever  might  be  Ihe 
case  as  to  Scotch  banks  in  Scotland 
their  advent  to  London  had  been  veiy 
advantageous   to  the  business  of  that 
City.    He  thought,  however,  that  the 
Bill  required  some  ^rther  consideration 
in  the  public  interest  before  it  was  pro- 
ceeded with.     He  believed  that  some 
great  principles  were  involved  in  the 
passing  of  that   measure,  which  was 
brought  forward  apparently  in  the  in- 
terests of  the  public,  but  really  in  the 
interests  of  the  shareholders  of  banks. 
What  was  the  state  of  matters  with 
which  the  Bill  proposed  to  deal  ?    They 
had  many  large  banks  which,  by  giving 
the  assurance  of  unlimited  liabihtv  on 
the  part  of  the  shareholders,  had  in- 
duced the  public  to  put  very  great  con- 
fidence in  them ;  and,  as  a  consequence, 
they  had  received  from  depositors  and 
others  very  large  sums  of  money.   Now, 
in  consequence  of  the  great  confidence 
which  the  public  had  placed  in  them, 
those  banks  had  been  able  to  pay  very 
large  dividends  upon  their  capital.  They 
had  ranged  from  10  to  20,  and  even 
more,    per    cent    per    annum,    besides 
making  large  additions  to  the  reserve 
funds.    Well,  a  business  which  paid  at 
that  rate  was  not,  as  a  rule,  unattended 
with  risk  to  its  shareholders,  and  what 
was  now  proposed  was  this — that  those 
banks  which  commenced  with  unlimited 
liability,  and  having  secured  the  confi- 
dence of  the  public,  having  large  depo- 
sits placed  with  them,  could  now  turn 
roxmd   and  limit   the   responsibility  of 
their  shareholders.    Now,  the  grounds 
upon  which  that  proposition  was  made 
were    somewhat    to    this    effect.     The 
shareholders  in  unlimited   banks — not 
only  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank,    but 
others — had   become  aware  that  they 
were  incurring  considerable  liability  in 
being  so ;  and  it  was  alleged  that  men 
of  substantial  property  would  not  now 
consent  to  be  made  shareholders  with 
that  undefined  liability  hanging  over 
them.    But  surely  it  was  a  very  ffreat 
insult  to  the  intelligence  of  men  of  busi- 
ness to  suppose  that  up  to  that  time — 
the  time  of  the  failure  of  the  City  of 
Glasgow  Bank — those  banks  were  not 
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perfectly  well  aware  of  the  very  great 
responsibility     which     they     incurred. 
Every  business  man  must  have  known 
that  he,  as  a  shareholder,  was  respon- 
sible to  the  fullest  extent  of  his  means 
for  the  obligations  of  that  bank.     What 
really  was  now  asked  to  be  done  by  the 
Bill  was  to  maintain  the  price  of  bank 
shares  in  the  market.  It  was  proposed  by 
the  Bill  to  relieve  the  responsibility  of 
shareholders  of  unlimited    banks,   the 
consequence  of  which  would  be  that  the 
price  of  bank  shares  would  be  main- 
tained in  the  market.     As  it  was,  the 
shareholders    of   these    banks    having 
raised  the  price  to  such  an  amount,  a 
dividend  of  15  per  cent,  might  be,  woiild 
only  return  5  per  cent,  or  at  the  most  6, 
upon  the  market  price.     There  were  two 
cures  for  the  present  state  of  matters. 
It  was  quite  true  that^  business  men  and 
men  of  common  sense  would  not  hold 
bank  shares,  while  they  could  sell  them 
at  such  a  price  as  would  only  bring  the 
purchasers  4  or  5  per  cent.     They  would 
reflect  that  if,  instead  of  holding  these 
shares  on  which  they  were  getting  20 
per  cent,  they  could  sell  them  at  a  cor- 
responding   price,    and    re-invest    the 
money  in  some  security  on  which  they 
would  get  4  or  5  per  cent,  and  with  no 
liability  whatever,  it  would  be  much 
better  for  them.      The  price  of  bank 
shares  had  risen  in  the  market.     The  ex- 
pected higher  dividend  had  been  dis- 
counted, and  the  bank  shares  were  now 
at  their  present  high  price,  not  so  much 
for  the  dividend  the  shareholders  had 
got,  as  for  the  dividend  that  they  ex- 
pected to  get.     If  this  Bill  passed,  they 
would  have  bank  shares  higher  still  in 
the  market.     The  real  difficulty  which 
had  occurred  was  this — that  they  put 
the  price  of  bank  shares  too  high  in  the 
market,  and  the  Bill  was  introduced  for 
maintaining  that  price.      The  remedy 
for  the  difficulty  was  that  the  price  of 
bank  shares   should   go   down   in    the 
market  to  such  a  price  as  would  pay 
their  purchasers  a  dividend  of  about  6 
or  8  per  cent,  in  which  case  the  shares 
would  be  purchased  by  men  of  substance, 
who   would    be    williug    to  incur    the 
amount  of  risk  which  would  be  entailed 
by  a  dividend  of  6  or  8  per  cent.     With 
regard  to  the  proposal  as  to  reserved 
liability,  he  did  not  think  that  it  would 
be  found  to  be  satisfactory  in  practice, 
or,  indeed,  practicable.     The  difficulty 
which  arose  was  this.     If  they  organized 
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a  limited    or   reserved   liability  bank 
with  a  capital  consisting  of  £50  shares, 
and  another  £50  liability  upon  them; 
if  the  first  £50  was  called  up,  althou^ 
the  shareholders  should  have  Bome  re- 
serve to  meet  their  liabilities,  the  obje^ 
tion  was  that  the  remaining  £50  wai 
not  available  for  the  purposes  of  tb 
bank  until  the  bank  suspended  pajneBi 
It  would  be  much  better  that  the  bank 
should  be    organized    with  a  smaller 
amount  of  paid-up  capital,  so  that  the 
public    could  see  how  much  uncalled 
capital  there  was,  and  that  that  uncalled 
capital  should  be  available  for  the  haok 
at  the  time  of  difficulty.     He  thought 
that,  for  the  purposes  of  reserved  liabili- 
ties, it  was  hardly  worth  wasting  sodi 
a  Bill ;  because  he  believed  that  if  the 
public  had  an  opportunity  of  organiaoff 
a  bank  with  limited  liabilities  they  wooM 
not  do  so,    but   would  prefer  a  bank 
which  would  leave  a  proportion  of  the 
capital  not  called  up  in  l3ie  manner  he 
had  suggested.     There  was,  howerer, 
another  question    connected   with  the 
measure  he  wished  to  call  attention  tiv 
and  that  was  the  privilege  which  vai 
to    be    continued    to   unlimited  basb 
which  became   limited   or  reserved  flf 
still  maintaning  their   issue  of  notai 
That  was  a  point  which   created  veiT 
considerable  complications  with  regani 
to  the  Bill  in  carrying  out  the  princ^ 
which  was  supposed  to  underlie  its  pro- 
visions.    The  Chancellor  of  the  Exdia- 
quer  in  his  speech  had  said  that  this 
Bill   provided    that    the    shareholders 
should,  in  addition  to   their  reaerved 
liability,  be  also  responsible  for  the  fiill 
payment  of  the  notes  in  circulation  to 
the  general  body  of  creditors  of  the  bank. 
Now,  he   thought   that   introduced  an 
abundant  element  of  uncertainty  in  re- 
gard to  the  shareholders.    It  might  be 
quite   true  that  the  reserved  liability 
was  united  to  a  certain  amount,  when 
there    was    no    issue    of   notes ;   hot 
when  there  was  an  issue  of  notes  the 
shareholder  could  not  possibly  learn  the 
amount  of  his  liability.    It  seemed  to 
him  that  the  clear  and  broad  prindpla 
to  lay  down   with  regard  to  the  note 
issue   would  be  that  if    an  unlimited 
bank  became  limited,  by  the  fact  of  ita 
doing   so  it  should  lose  altogether  ita 
right  to  a  note  issue.     K  that  nrincipla 
were  not  adopted  in  the  Bill,  me  effect 
of  it  would  be  to  still  further  augment 
the  privileges  and  increase  the  monopoly 
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of  banks.    The  Sootoh  bankers  and  the 
monopoly  tliej  possessed  liad  been  yery 
frequently  alluded  to  in  the  course  of 
the  debate ;   but,  up  to  recently,  that 
monopoly  had  not  been  complained  of  to 
any  very  great  extent.    But  he  thought 
be  was  expressing  what  was  becoming 
a  general  opinion  in  Scotland,   to  the 
effect  that  Scotch  banks  were  beginning 
to  exercise  their  monopoly  to  an  extent 
which  was  injurious  to   the  trade  in 
Scotland.      One    particular   complaint 
which  the  people  had  as  to  the  Scotch 
banks  coming  to  London  was  that  the 
Scotch  banks  were  receiving  deposits  all 
over  Scotland,  that  Ihey  brought  the 
xnoney  to  London,  and  actually  lent  it 
there  on  the  Stock  Exchange,  or  at  dis- 
count, at  a  much  lower  rate  of  interest 
than  they  would  have  charged  in  exactly 
aimilar  transactions  in  Scotland.     He 
considered  that  that  was  a  point  which 
was  deserving  of  the   consideration  of 
the  House ;  because,  until  the  note  issue 
was  taken  away  from  the  Scotch  banks, 
it  would  be  hopeless  to  attempt  to  in- 
stitute  any  new  bank  in   Scotland  to 
compete  successfully  with  the  present 
monopoly.    He  should  wish  farther  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
State  policy  in  regard  to  the  note  issue. 
The  question  was  raised  by  the  right 
hon.   Gentleman  the  Member  for  the 
City  of  London  (Mr.  J.  G.  Hubbard), 
when  a£ill  was  introduced  on  the  subject 
in  1875.    In  the  discussion  on  that  Bill, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone)  said — 

<*  Sir  Bobert  Peel  proceeded  steadily  on  the 
principle  that  where  the  law  proposed  restric- 
tions on  issuing  banks,  these  restrictions  ought 
to  be  maintained;  and,  moreover,  Sir  Bobert 
Peel  did  that  with  reference  to  a  wider  principle 
still — ^namely,  that  the  State  ought  ultimately 
to  get  into  its  own  hands  the  whole  business  of 
issue,  and  that  that  course  ought  to  be  taken 
upon  the  first  favourable  opportunity." — [3 
Sansardf  ccxxii.  1986.] 

The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  rising 
afterwards,  said — 

"  I  believe  this  to  be  the  truth  of  the  case — 
that  as  far  as  England  at  least  was  concerned, 
Sir  Bobert  Peel  looked  forward  to  the  time 
when  the  provincial  issue  should  be  absorbed, 
and  come  mto  the  hands  of  the  Bank  of  Eng- 
land as  the  agent  of  the  State,''— [Ibid,  2020.] 

He  thought,  therefore,  that  the  present 
would  be  a  fayourable  opportunity  for 
providing  in  the  measure  now  before 
the  House  that  any  imlimited  issuing 
bank  which  availed  itself  of  the  powers 


of  the  Bill,  and  became  limited,  should 
lose  altogether  its  right  of  issuing  notes. 
It  appeared  to  him  tibat  the  present  was 
a  favourable  opportunity  for  the  State 
to  demand  of  those  banks  of  issue  which 
availed  themselves  of  the  advantages  of 
that  Bill  that  they  should  abandon  alto- 
gether the  right  of  issuing  notes.  Then, 
as  regarded  the  provisions  of  the  Bill  as 
to  notes,  they  seemed  to  him  to  be  alto- 
gether tmsatisfactory.  According  to  the 
last  Acts — namely,  the  Companies  Acts 
of  1862  and  1867 — ^notice  of  an  intended 
change  had  to  be  sent  to  every  special 
creditor  of  the  company  which  converted 
itself  into  a  limited  liability  company. 
But  banks  which  intended  to  convert 
their  liability  into  that  of  a  limited  cha- 
racter would  immediately  take  the  op- 
portunity of  changing  the  deposit  re- 
ceipts ;  so  that  a  creditor,  without  being 
aware  of  the  fact,  would  find  that  he 
was  only  a  creditor  from  the  date  of  his 
new  deposit  receipt.  For  all  these  rea- 
sons, he  should  support  the  Amendment 
moved  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Glasgow. 
Mb.  J.  Q.  HUBBARD  said,  the 
whole  subject  was  one  of  extreme  com- 
plication, and  it  was  so  because  the  in- 
terests affected  were  distinct  ones,  and 
had  been  erroneously  connected  when 
they  were  absolutely  and  entirely  dif- 
ferent. Banks  performed  two  functions, 
one  the  Imperial  function  of  issuing 
notes,  and  the  other  the  legitimate  busi- 
ness of  banking,  and  the  only  remedy 
for  the  evils  which  attended  the  present 
system  was  for  the  Government  to  as- 
sume for  the  State  at  the  earliest  oppor- 
tunity the  absolute  exercise  of  the  Im- 
perifiJ  function  of  issuing  notes,  a  step 
which  need  not  involve  any  injustice 
to  issuing  banks.  Why  was  the  Bill 
introduced?  What  had  been  the  pro- 
voking causes  of  this  proposed  legis- 
lation except  the  failure  of  the  City  of 
Glasgow  Bank  ?  Barring  that  failure 
there  was  nothing  in  the  world  to  dis- 
turb the  confidence  of  shareholders  or 
depositors  —  nothing  but  that  failure, 
which  had  opened  a  vista  of  the  possible 
failures  of  other  banks.  But  what  was 
the  case  with  many  of  the  other  banks  ? 
They  were  asked  to  permit  them  to  di- 
minish their  liability;  but  in  whose 
behalf  was  that  request  made  ?  It  was 
a  petition  on  behalf  of  the  banks.  On 
whose  side  ought  the  House  to  consider 
it.  He  thought  it  ought  to  be  on  the 
side  of  the  depositors,  who  were  as  100 
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to  1  compared  witli  the  BhareholderB, 
while  much  more  depended  on  the  money 
put  into  the  bank  than  on  the  capital 
subscribed.      For  himself,  he  had  no 
faith  in  subscribed  capital;  while  the 
capital  of  a  bank  ought  to  be  in  propor- 
tion to  the  amount   of  business  done. 
Then,  with  regard  to  audit,  he  had  no 
great  faith  in  periodical  audits ;  but  he 
had  faith  in  a  true  candid  statement 
made  in  a  shape  that  the  public  could 
understand.    Nothing  was  more  unsatis- 
factory and  more  calculated  to  mislead 
than  ihe  way  in  which  many  of  the  banks 
presented  their  accounts  at  present,  for 
they  mixed  up  "  cash  "  with  **  money  on 
call  "  and  with  "convertible  securities," 
essentially  different  things.    He  belieyed 
a  great  deal  might  be  done  hereafter 
with  regard  to  putting  banks  under  an 
obligation  to  make  their  accounts  more 
straightforward  and  satisfactory.    If  the 
House  legislated  for  the  purpose  of  the 
present  measure  they   legislated  in   a 
panic,  and  without  due  consideration  of 
the  subject;  and  it  was  impossible  to 
deal  with  the  subject  properly  as  long 
as  the  operations  of  issuing  and  banking 
were  conducted  for  the  advantage  of  the 
same  bank,  because,  for  mere  banking, 
the  most  absolute  liberty  was  required, 
and  the  issue  of  paper  money  was  a 
function  which  ought  to  be   exercised 
for  the  State  alone.     He  thought  the 
Government  would  find,  in  the  fact  of 
the  many  objections  to  the  measure,  that 
they  could  hardly  expect  to  pass  such  a 
Bill,  and  he  suggested  that  they  should 
leave  the  subject  to  another  Session  and 
deal  with  it  in  a  larger  and  more  com- 
prehensive manner. 

SiK  HENEY  JACKSON  agreed  that 
this  was  a  panic  measure,  and  nobody 
could  doubt  that  the  panic  had  resulted 
from  the  unfortunate  case  of  the  City  of 
Glasgow  Bank,  a  case  which  was  dif- 
ferent in  its  circumstances  from  many  of 
its  English  compeers.  Although  the 
House  of  Lords  had  now  decided  the 
contrary,  yet  there  was  good  ground  for 
believing  that  the  position  of  trustees 
who  happened  to  be  shareholders  in  the 
Scotch  banks  was,  by  an  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, somewhat  more  favourable  than 
that  which  they  were  known  to  occupy 
in  respect  of  the  English  banks,  and  a 
very  large  number  of  gentlemen  had 
been  caught  in  the  toils  of  that  litiga- 
tion, and  had  been  ruined.  They  thought 
the  terms  in  which  they  had  actudUy 
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registered  as  sbarebolders  in  that  bank 
freed  them  from  any  personal  liability, 
and  that  the  liability  attached  to  the 
estate  which  they  represented  and  not 
to  themselves.  That  created,  verynata- 
raUy,  great  alarm,  and  a  great  amooot 
of  suffering,  and  then  the  London  on* 
limited  banks  began  to  peroeive  that  the 
moment  there  was  panic  there  west 
great  rush  to  get  rid  of  shares.  The 
natural  tendency  of  this  was,  of  conne, 
that  weak  holders  took  the  place  ojf 
strong  holders,  because  the  person  who, 
under  the  circumstances,  would  take  a 
share  in  an  unlimited  bank  was  a  p6^ 
son  who  had  nothing  to  lose  but  the 
interest  in  that  particular  investment; 
and,  no  doubt,  there  had  been  a  tendenej 
in  that  direction.  He  believed  that  to 
some  such  circumstance  as  that  ike 
great  pressure,  which  it  was  notorioiii 
had  been  put  upon  the  Government,  wu 
to  be  attributed.  As  far  as  allowing  an 
unlimited  bank  to  become  a  limited 
bank,  if  it  was  so  minded,  he,  for  hieoia 
part,  saw  no  obj  ection .  The  Act  of  180 
gave  that  power;  but  the  banks  tlM 
were  far  too  proud  of  their  credit  ail 
position  to  condescend  to  take  advantap 
of  it.  It  was  not  on  that  account  tut 
he  ventured  to  submit  there  was  an  ob* 
j  ection  to  their  Bill,  and  that  the  nutter 
required  to  be  further  considered.  Ha 
understood  that  it  was  qmte  settled  tkat 
Clause  8  should  be  omitted ;  but  he  did 
not  know  how  far  Clause  9  was  to  re- 
main in  the  Bill. 

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  We  retain  that  clause. 

Sir  henry  JACKSON  said,  it  be- 
came important  that  he  should  call  the 
attention  of  the  House  to  the  g^reat  diffi- 
culty which  resulted  from  the  retentioft 
of  that  clause.  They  had  at  preaeot 
limited  and  unlimited  companies,  and 
companies  incorporated  by  Act  of  Pn^ 
liament  and  incorporated  by  Boyd 
Charter,  and  that  was,  surely,  enoogL 
But  the  Bill  proposed  to  create  a  kind  of 
Joint  Stock  Companies.  The  banks  le- 
served  liability,  and  he  understood  that 
the  necessity  for  this  legislation  resulted 
from  one  circumstance  only — namefyi 
that  there  were  a  large  number  of  hanb 
with  unlimited  liability  who  had  paid 
up  the  whole  of  their  share  capital,  aad, 
inasmuch  as  there  was  no  reserve  er 
share  subscribed  capital,  the  directon 
did  not  see  their  way  to  persuade  Ai 
shareholders  to  increase  their  sabecff* 
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tions,  without  which  they  could  not  get 
credit  on  the  footing  of  beii^  registered 
as  an  unlimited  company.  The  Govern- 
ment stepped  in  to  help  them,  and  pro- 
posed a  newcateg^ry  of  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies to  meet  that  particular  emergency 
or  difficulty — ^that  was  to  say,  they  pro- 
posed a  class  of  banks  where  the  liability 
should  arise,  not  while  the  bank  was 
a  trading  concern,  but  the  moment  it 
came  into  liquidation.  In  other  words, 
they  did  not  propose  to  intrust  di- 
rectors with  the  power  of  calling  up 
the  reserve  from  the  shareholders  for 
the  purpose  of  trading ;  but  they  kept  it 
as  a  fund  to  which  the  creditors  might 
look  in  the  event  of  the  company  even- 
tually coming  into  liquidation.  At  first 
sight,  there  did  not  seem  to  be  a  great 
deed  of  harm  in  that ;  but  what  he  wanted 
to  point  out  to  the  Government  was  this 
— How  many  banks  were  there  in  that 
position?  What  was  the  necessity  for 
any  change  in  their  companies'  laws? 
Unless  the  necessity  had  been  clearly 
proved,  it  seemed  to  him  that  there  was 
the  strongest  possible  reason  why  the 
Government  should  not  call  into  existence 
a  new  class  of  companies  with  new  in- 
cidences. With  every  new  institution, 
possessing  new  rights,  rose  up  a  vested 
interest  which  made  it  more  difficult  here- 
after to  legislate  in  regard  to  the  whole 
subject  upon  a  broad  and  comprehensive 
principle.  He  would  submit  to  the  Go- 
vernment whether  it  was  worth  while  to 
put  on  the  Statute  Book  this  year  an  Act 
which  would  create  two  distinct  classes 
of  new  companies,  and  add  confusion 
to  the  existing  state  of  confusion  in  re- 
gard to  their  Joint  Stock  Companies'  law  ? 
He  hoped  that  the  Government  would 
be  satisfied  with  the  fair  discussion 
which  had  taken  place,  and  defer  legisla- 
tion till  next  Session,  when  the  subject 
might  be  more  satisfactorily  grappled 

with  as  a  whole.  

Mb.  CHARLES  LEWIS  thought 
there  was  something  peculiar  in  this 
chorus  of  opposition,  arising  from  the 
particular  quarter  from  which  it  came. 
He  was  surprised  at  the  speech  of  his 
hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Member  for 
Coventry  (Sir  Henry  Jackson),  who  had 
referred  to  the  9th  section  as  introducing 
a  new  series  of  complications.  Now, 
considering  the  distinguished  position 
which  his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  occu- 

Eied,  both  in  the  House  and  elsewhere, 
e  was  the  last  person  from  whom  he 


shoidd  have  expected  to  hear  that  obser- 
vation. If  he  had  looked  out  the  first 
two  lines  of  the  section,  he  would  have 
seen  a  reference  to  the  clause  in  the 
Companies  Act  of  1862,  which  in  an- 
other form  did  the  very  same  thing 
but  imperfectly.  If  the  Bill  were  liable 
to  the  charge  brought  against  it  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Forfarshire  (Mr.  J.  W. 
Barclay)  in  two  particulars,  it  certainly 
would  not  deserve  the  support  of  that 
House.  That  hon.  Member  objected,  in 
the  first  place,  that  the  measure  was  not 
in  the  interest  of  the  public ;  and,  in  the 
second  place,  that  it  altered  the  liability 
of  present  shareholders  to  their  existing 
creditors,  and  that  by  some  peculiar  pro- 
cess, which,  no  doubt,  he  understood  him- 
self,  it  was  likely  to  keep  up  and  even 
to  increase  the  price  of  bank  shares. 
But  was  not  this  a  public  question? 
They  could  not  go  on  without  banks  any 
more  than  they  could  without  Water 
Companies  and  Gas  Companies.  They 
were  a  part  of  the  necessities  of  business 
life,  and  anything  which  put  their  rela- 
tions towards  the  public  in  a  better,  a 
more  solid,  enduring,  and  healthy  con- 
dition was  worthy  of  the  consideration 
of  the  Legislature.  The  experience  they 
had  had  in  this  matter  had  been  nar- 
rowed to  the  failure  of  the  City  of  Glas- 
gow Bank;  but  it  had  been  forgotten 
that  since  then  a  very  considerable 
English  bank  had  failed,  and  spread 
disaster  right  and  left  to  such  an  extent 
as  to  create  a  second  panic  in  England. 
The  public  had  got  to  look  to  the  healthy 
condition  of  the  joint-stock  banking 
system,  as  a  part  of  the  great  business 
of  commercial  life  in  this  country ;  and 
the  present  condition  of  affairs  was  such 
that  but  for  the  probability  of  this  Bill 
becoming  law  there  would  have  been  a 
general  stampede  of  all  the  men  of  for- 
tune, and  property,  and  of  common  sense 
from  the  unlimited  banks,  because  no 
man  who  desired  to  sleep  comfortably 
in  his  bed,  or  make  a  will  for  the  benefit 
of  his  family,  would  consent  to  remain 
under  such  liability  as  existed  at  the 
present  moment.  It  could  not  be  said 
that  that  was  a  state  of  things  beneficial 
to  the  public.  He  maintained  that  the 
question  was  a  public  one.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Forfarshire  could  not  have 
read  the  Bills  and  Banks  Act,  for  it  was 
as  plain  as  the  way  to  the  parish  church 
that  the  liability  at  present  existing  on 
the  part  of  the  banks   could  not  be 
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affected  byjthis  Bill.  Therefore,  they  were 
doing  no  such  outrageous  thing  as  nar- 
rowing the  liberty  of  existing  sharehold- 
ers. The  Act  of  1862  had  not  been  taken 
advantage  of  by  the  banks  on  account  of 
its  cumbrous  machinery.  By  that  Act 
the  banks  were  compelled  to  give  in- 
dividual notice  to  the  depositors  of  their 
intention  to  change  from  unlimited  to 
limited  liability,  which  would  operate  most 
prejudicially  to  all  concerned ;  whilst 
the  present  Bill  enabled  the  directors  to 
make  the  change  by  publishing  notice 
of  their  intention  in  the  public  news- 
papers and  in  The  Gazette,  The  suggestion 
that  the  operation  of  the  Bill  would  be 
to  increase  the  value  of  shares,  and  that 
in  that  way  small  investors  would  be 
tempted  to  seek  larger  dividends,  was 
not  consistent  with  the  avowed  object 
of  the  Bill  to  encourage  richer  men  to 
allow  their  capital  to  remain  in  bank- 
ing concerns.  The  House  was  not  con- 
sidering the  Bill  in  a  panic,  but  under 
the  pressure  of  demands  deliberately 
made  in  such  a  way  as  to  render  it  the 
duty  of  the  Government  to  throw  upon 
the  House  the  responsibility  of  rejecting 
a  measure  for  the  relief,  not  of  share- 
holders only,  but  equally  of  depositors 
and  of  the  whole  banking  community. 
No  doubt  it  would  have  been  satisfactory 
it  there  had  been  time  to  send  the  Bill 
to  a  Select  Committee,  in  order  that  it 
might  be  considered  whether  the  object 
could  be  attained  without  creating  an- 
other class  of  banks ;  but,  having  regard 
to  all  the  circumstances  of  the  case,  he 
trusted  the  House  would  be  loyal  to  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  which  up  to  that 
time  had  been  received  with  general 
assent,  and  not  only  pass  it  through 
Committee,  but  secure  its  becoming  law 
without  any  further  waste  of  time. 

Sm  ANDEEW  LUSK  begged  to  say 
that  he  was  rather  vexed  that  this  BiU 
should  be  brought  forward  at  the  present 
time.  He  would  have  preferred  a  mea- 
sure that  could  have  been  more  ma- 
turely considered,  and  that  greater  time 
could,  have  been  allowed  to  work  out 
this  important  question.  He  was  sorry, 
after  what  they  had  heard,  that  this  Bill 
should  be  pushed  forward.  In  Scotland, 
it  was  said,  the  banks  had  a  great  mo- 
nopoly, and  that  they  exercised  their 
power  over  the  public  as  they  liked. 
They  charged  what  rate  of  interest  they 
pleased,  and  the  public  were,  practically, 
helpless  in  their  hands.  It  was  a  serious 
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accusation  for  a  Scotch  Member  to  pal 
before  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ezdie- 
quer.  There  was  a  galling  monopolj  in 
Scotland,  which  could  not  be  touched. 
There  was  no  monopoly  so  great  as  tliii 
bank  monopoly,  and  there  was  no  qaei- 
tion  at  all  that  it  was  a  very  seriou 
thing  that  this  state  of  affairs  shoild 
exist ;  but  still  he  was  sorry,  when  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  nIld0^ 
taken  to  legislate  on  banking,  that  ha 
had  not  done  what  he  proposed  at  tiie 
beginning.  Some  people  from  Scotland 
would  not  let  the  Bill  pass  unless  thej 
got  their  way,  and  others  unless  thejmt 
theirs ;  and  it  seemed  to  him  that  the 
Bill  would  dwindle  down  to  a  very  small 
thin^  on  limited  liability.  They  were 
legidating,  as  it  seemed  to  him,  en- 
tirely  on  behalf  of  banks,  and  woe 
neglecting  those  who  were  depoaiton  in 
those  banks ;  and  he  confessed  he  did 
not  like  that  people  should  ran  awif 
with  the  idea  that  Parliament  fu 
endeavouring  to  save  those  who  wvi 
bankers,  and  leaving  those  who  wen 
depositors  in  their  unprotectedness.  A 
bcmking  company  was  simply  a  ooo- 
mercial  company,  intended  to  nab 
money  for  the  shareholders.  Vity 
should  Parliament  continually  ftiov 
around  them  the  mantle  of  protectioi! 
Why  should  they  not  be  subject  to  tht 
same  rules  as  other  commeroal  estab- 
lishments ?  What  about  private  baobi 
of  which  there  had  been  more  Mom 
than  of  public  banks  ?  The  Scotdi 
wanted  monopoly  at  home  £Lnd  libeitf 
in  England ;  the  English  wanted  a  mt 
field  and  no  favour.  Let  there  be  hot 
one  denomination  of  banks,  and  lettlieia 
all  be  under  one  law.  Above  all  things 
they  ought  to  consider  the  oonfidn£ 
public,  whose  trust  was  wonderfblaaa 
astonishing,  and  who  ought  nottoba 
deceived  by  names  and  distinctiona  th9 
could  not  understand.  He  did  not  waal 
to  oppose  the  second  reading  of  the  Bill 
exacdy,  because  it  was  right  to  ^ 
some  consideration  to  those  who  hid 
enormous  risk  on  their  shoulders;  at  the 
same  time,  he  could  not  say  heaj^xrofsd 
of  the  Bill. 

Sm  GRAHAM  MONTGOMERY 
said,  it  would  be  wise  to  pass  the  M 
this  Session,  because  he  ieared  that  if 
the  question  of  allowing  unlimited  banks 
to  become  limited  were  not  dealt  with 
until  the  question  of  iaaue  was  ooo- 
sidered,  the  day  would  b«  fiff  distaot 
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irhen  liability  oould  be  limited.     He 
was  a  Member  of  the  Committee  on 
Banks  of  Issue,    and  he  remembered 
that  the  Oommitfcee  was  flooded  with 
lehemes  on  the  currency  question.  That 
was  a  subject  it  would  take  a  very  strong 
Gbremment  to  deal  with,  and  he  did  not 
belieye  that  in   Scotland  they  wished 
to  haye  it  dealt  with.     The  sympathy 
of  some  hon.  Members  was  confined  to 
lepositors ;  he  thought  some  considera- 
im.  should  be  shown   to  shareholders 
iIbo  ;  and  he  would,  therefore,  be  yery 
glad  to  see  the  Bill,  with  certain  modifl- 
sations,  passed.      He  hoped  the  House 
poold  haye  a  statement  from  the  Go- 
vernment as  to  what  portions  of  the  Bill 
bhey  meant  to  retain,  and  what  to  aban- 
lon;  and  that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Ebcehequer  would  see  his  way  to  allow 
banks,   simply  by    adyertising  in   ITie 
QmMe  and  in  certain  newspapers,  to 
make  the  change   from    unlimited   to 
limited  liability,  instead  of  requiring 
them  to  write  ''Limited"  on  their  doors. 
A  good  deal  had  been  said  about  the 
monopoly  of  Scotch  banking.    He  did 
not  belieye  there  was  any  snch  monopoly, 
and  he  was  quite  sure  that  Scotch  banks 
IumL  been  a  great  adyantage    to    the 
ttontry.      He  belieyed  there  were  oyer 
iOO  branches  scattered  all  oyer  Scotland, 
•my  small  yillage  almost  haying  its 
kanch  bank,  and  that  had  been  of  untold 
ibantag^  to  the  people ;  and  there  could 
k  no    doubt  that  eyery  person  who 
wold  giye    reasonable  security  would 
baye  the  necessary  facilities  afforded 
kirn  by  eyery  banker.    He  hoped  the 
dause  as  to  auditing  would  be  kept  in 
Ae  Bill.     He  belieyed  that  a  system  of 
anJiting  and  a  particular  form  of  ac- 
eonnta  would  proye  a  great  adyantage 
koth  to  the  bcmks  and  their  customers. 
If,  in  the  case  of  the  City  of  Glasgow 
Bank,  there  had  been  auditors  chosen 
1^  the  shareholders,  and  a  proper  super- 
viaion    by    accountants,  the  organized 
6and  of  directors  and  officials  of  that 
bank  would  not  haye  occurred.     He  did 
bope  the  House  would  agree  to  pass  the 
•eoond  reading  of  the  BiU;  and  he  hoped 
aome  Member  of  the  Goyemment  would 
show  exactly  how  the  Bill  would  stand 
if  it  did  pass,  and  what  alterations  would 
be  made  in  it  in  Committee. 

Sib  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  cor- 
dially supported  the  Bill,  obserying  that 
the  uhancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  a 
taak  of  the  greatest  difficulty  in  legis- 


lating for  the  shareholders  of  a  bank, 
and,  at  the  same  time,  doing  it  in  such 
a  way  as  not  to  injure  the  interests  of 
depositors.  He  looked  upon  the  posi- 
tion of  banks  as  peculiar.  The  capital 
of  those  in  Scotland  was  only  aoout 
£10,000,000,  while  the  deposits  were 
£80,000,000 ;  and  he  did  not  see  what 
harm  could  arise  to  these  banks  if  they 
were  only  limited  to  their  shares.  There 
were  seyeral  banks  in  Scotland  of  li- 
mited liability,  which  had  maintained 
themselyes  side  by  side  with  unlimited 
banks,  and  with  great  success.  He  con- 
sidered that  the  two  interests  were  not 
irreconcilable,  and  if  they  could  obtain 
equal  security  as  before  for  depositors, 
it  would  be  for  the  public  interest  that 
the  liability  of  the  shareholders  should 
be  defined.  For  his  part,  he  shared  the 
expectation  that  this  measure  would  in- 
duce persons  of  responsibility  and  posi- 
tion to  come  forward  in  the  management 
of  those  banks  more  readily  than  they 
had  hitherto  done,  and  thus  giye  some 
security  for  good  management.  This 
was  what  they  must  mainly  look  to  for 
the  security  of  shareholders,  apart  from 
the  yigilance  of  the  shareholders  them- 
selyes. No  doubt,  there  might  be  a  good 
deal  of  difficulty  in  the  transition  ;  but  it 
could  be  got  over.  The  point  on  which 
the  Bill  had  been  attacked  by  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  (Sir  Henry  Jackson) 
was  a  great  merit.  It  was  owing  to  a  panic 
that  it  had  been  introduced  ;  but  the  very 
circumstance  that  there  was  a  panic  justi- 
fied the  Goyemment  in  coming  forward. 
If  nothing  was  done,  a  shock  would  bo 
giyen  to  many  concerns  which  they  could 
not  easily  weather;  and,  therefore,  it 
was  in  the  interest  of  depositors  as  well 
as  shareholders  that  there  should  be 
legislation  in  the  matter.  He  was 
anxious,  howeyer,  to  press  on  the  Go- 
yemment and  the  House  that  legislation 
ought  not  to  stop  there.  The  Scottish 
banking  system  was  not  a  monopoly,  as 
had  been  stated  popularly  in  conyersa- 
tion.  There  was  no  legal  restriction  in 
the  establishment  of  any  bank ;  but  there 
was  a  social  restriction,  inasmuch  as  no 
bank  had  any  chance  of  being  established 
in  Scotland  that  had  not  the  power  of 
note  issue.  It  was  now  about  15  years 
since  endeayours  were  made  to  find 
a  remedy  for  this,  by  allowing  all  banks 
to  be  established  on  the  ground  that 
they  should  deposit  g;old  in  respect  to 
eyery  note  that  was  issued.    The        * 
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gosal  met  with  little  support  from  Scotch 
[embers.  However,  in  the  absence  of 
such  a  scheme,  he  would  be  glad  to  see 
facilities  given  for  the  establishment  of 
banks  where  the  public  would  have  some 
security  for  the  solvency  of  the  notes 
that  were  issued,  and  where,  at  the  same 
time,  a  degree  of  freedom  would  be 
given  that  was  now  wanting  to  the 
banking  transactions  of  the  country.  If 
they  were  to  wait  until  all  issue  banks 
were  swallowed  up,  they  would  have  to 
wait  two  or  three  hundred  years.  If 
care  were  taken  to  satisfy  the  public  as 
to  the  convertibility  of  the  notes,  that 
was  all  that  would  be  wanted.  He  did 
not  think  that  Scotland  laboured  under 
any  very  serious  evil  owing  to  the  pre- 
Bent  limitation  of  banks.  Though  they 
had  come  down  from  30  or  40  banks 
some  20  years  ago  to  10  or  12  now,  there 
was  a  sufficient  number  to  satisfy  the 
wants  of  the  public.  The  grounds  for 
legislation  was,  therefore,  not  extortion 
from  the  existing  banks,  but  the  danger 
arising  from  the  whole  circulation  and 
business  arrangements  being  thrown  on 
a  limited  number  of  banks,  so  that  it 
was  impossible  to  fill  up  a  gap  when  a 
great  failure  occurred.  Perhaps  some 
such  suggestion  might  find  more  favour, 
if  the  Government  would  clear  their 
heads  of  the  notion  that  there  was  some 
great  profit  to  be  made  out  of  the  cir- 
culation. It  had  been  contended  that 
the  privilege  of  issue  should  be  enjoyed 
by  the  State  alone ;  but  the  amount  of 
profit  on  the  whole  was  so  small  as  to 
be  scarcely  worth  considering.  The 
whole  note  circulation  of  Scotland  was 
scarcely  more  than  £3,000,000,  and  the 
whole  profit  of  that  would  not  amount 
to  more  than  £80,000  or  £90,000.  That 
was  not  a  matter  which  it  would  be 
necessary  to  entertain ;  but  he  thought 
that  in  any  steps  they  took  there  should 
be  full  security  for  the  interests  of  the 
public,  and  the  freedom  of  banking 
throughout  the  whole  country. 

Mr.  Alderman  COTTON  said,  that 
as  this  Bill  embraced  Joint  Stock  Com- 
panies as  banks,  and  as  it  was  received 
with  almost  universal  approbation,  he 
hoped  the  House  would  allow  the  second 
reading.  Those  banks  which  availed 
themselves  of  reserved  liability  did  so 
at  their  own  risk,  and  would  have  to 
notify  the  same  to  the  public.  With 
regard  to  the  shareholders,  there  was  no 
doubt  that  they  ought  to  have  protec- 
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tion  as  well  as  the  general  public.    As 
far  as  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank  was 
concerned,  there  was  not  a  shareholder 
there  who  was  aware  of  the  enormooi 
liability  to  which  he  was  subject  when 
the  bank  went  down.     He  believed  tint 
the  passing  of  this  Bill  would  give  con- 
fidence to  the  public  mind,  that  it  wonU 
reflect  credit  on  the  Government,  aad 
that  it  would  allay  a  great  deal  of  out- 
side alarm. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  said,  that  the  discu- 
sion  which  had  taken  place  had  shown 
the  great  difficulty  of  die  question,  and 
how  dangerous  it  was  to  interfere  with 
institutions  of  this  kind.  They  wars 
told  that  certain  clauses  were  to  he  in- 
serted in,  and  others  taken  out,  of  the 
Bill,  so  that  they  hardly  knew  what  the 
nature  of  the  measure  was.  He  oonld 
see  no  reason  why  banks  should  not  be 
allowed  to  register  as  limited  banks,  if 
they  objected  to  the  great  responsibility 
of  being  unlimited.  The  object  of  the 
Act  of  1826  originally  was  to  give  n 
unquestionable  and  unlimited  seeoritf 
to  depositors ;  but  now  they  were  ioU 
that  the  interests  of  the  depositors  were 
quite  a  secondary  consideration,  nd 
that  the  object  of  the  measure  wm 
merely  to  protect  the  shareholders  of 
unlimited  banks.  The  first  object  of  the 
Bill  was  to  allay  the  panic  which  grew 
out  of  the  failure  last  autumn.  If  thej 
were  to  legislate,  they  ought  to  legiebte 
so  as  to  meet  the  requirements  of  the 
unlimited  banks  that  desired  to  escape 
from  their  responsibility;  but  theyon^ 
at  the  same  time,  to  protect  the  de- 
positors, who,  in  his  judgment,  were  not 
protected  by  this  BiU.  If  the  Qovem- 
ment  wished  to  pass  the  measure  simply 
in  order  to  give  a  limited  liabiHty  to  the 
unlimited  banks  with  ample  secnritj  to 
the  public,  he  should  be  glad  to  vote 
for  the  second  reading.  But  nothing 
could  be  more  unfair  than  to  allow  people 
to  get  rid  of  their  liability  to  depositon, 
without  acknowledging  it  openly  by  tiM 
adoption  of  the  title  **  limited; "  and  if 
it  were  the  object  of  the  Bill  to  enable 
London  banks,  under  the  new-fangled 
name  of  **  reserved  liability,"  to  get  rid  of 
their  liability,  while  they  were  ashamed 
to  own  it,  there  would  be  a  fraud  com* 
mitted  on  the  public,  and  the  Bill  ooght 
not  to  pass.  The  clause  had  now  been 
withdrawn.  The  Government  had  better 
withdraw  the  whole  of  the  Bill,  except- . 
ing  the  part  of  it  wbioli  enabled  hb- 
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limited  liability  banks  to  take  steps  for 
making  themselves  limited.  He  could 
not  vote  for  the  second  reading  of  the 
Bill,  unless  it  was  curtailed  in  some 
BDiOh  manner. 

Ms.  BABING  thought  he  went  fur- 
ther in  opposition  to  this  measure  than 
almost  any  Member  who  had  spoken  on 
this  subject.      As   he    understood  the 
principle  of  the  Bill,  it  was  a  measure 
bo  maijce  it  more  easy  for  laymen  and 
laywomen  to  do  the  business  of  bankers, 
merchants,  and  traders,  without  know- 
ledge, skill,  labour,  or  risk ;  but  there 
must  be  ri^,  and  so  it  had  to  be  put 
on  somebody  else.    The  Bill,  therefore, 
WBB  a  Bill  to  relieve  the  shareholders 
lad  directors -of  a  responsibility  which 
kh^  had  assumed  of  their  own  free  will, 
■t  the  expense  of  depositors  and  cre- 
litora.    Now,  that  was  a  very  serious 
BZkension  of  a  system  of  the  working  of 
iriiich  he  had  not  a  very  high  opinion, 
■o  fiu*  as  it  had  hitherto  gone.    He  did 
not  assert  that  this  Bill  was  a  piece 
of  panic  leg^lation;  but  it  certainly 
was  introduced  in  consequence  of  panic, 
■ad  in  order  to  avoid,  if  possible,  fresh 
TCtnms  of  panic.    He  did  not  feel  sure 
that  they  were  entirely  free  from  signs 
cf  panic  at  present.     When  they  saw 
aoney  at  1  per  cent  it  was  a  sign  that 
feopie   were    afraid    to    employ   their 
■oney  in  anything  that  involved  risk. 
He  did  not  think  they  were  in  a  safe 
position    to    proceed    with    legislation 
idiich  would  shake  the  credit  of  the 
ooontry,  and  he  believed  the  passing  of 
flds  Bui  would  damage  that  credit.    If 
boiL  Members  looked  at  the  position  of 
the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank  before  its 
lioppage  they  would  find  that,  according 
to  Its  reports,  there  was  hardly  a  bank 
IB  the  country  in  a  better  position.    Its 
vliole  capital  was  paid  up,  and  it  was 
•titod  to  have  45  per  cent  in  reserve. 
Oonld  anybody  say  to  him  that  there 
voold  have  been  the  slightest  difference 
in  the  position  of  that  bank  had  it  been 
a  bank  of  limited  HabiUty?     Would 
there  not  have  been  the  same  difficulty 
to  shareholders  and  depositors — to  the 
psnona  who  had  their  money  in,  and 
who  trusted   the  bank?     Persons    in 
Lmdon  who  trusted  that  bank   would 
have  lost  their  money,   although  they 
had  ffiven  it  on  the  faith  of  a  return 
iaoea  by  directors  believed  to  be  ho- 
nourable, responsible,    and    well-to-do 
They  were  told  that  if  this  Bill 


were  passed  there  would  be  better  and 
more  responsible  shareholders.  But 
were  they  so  sure  of  that  where  there 
was  limited  liability  ?  Was  it  not  the 
fact  that  they  did  not  under  such  a 
system  get  men  who  understood  the 
banking  business?  The  whole  joint- 
stock  business  was  rotten  from  top  to 
bottom.  The  system  worked  upon  was 
simply  this — A  bank  was  started.  It  was 
desirable,  in  order  to  make  large  profits, 
to  call  up  as  small  an  amount  of  capital 
as  possible ;  but,  in  order  to  give  confi- 
dence, there  must  be  a  large  amount  of 
capital  subscribed.  The  larger  their 
deposits  were,  in  proportion  to  their 
caUed-up  capital,  so  much  the  larger 
would  be  their  dividends  on  the  money 
invested.  That  was  one  false  principle. 
Another  false  principle  was  that  these 
banks  allowed  interest  to  depositors,  and, 
in  order  to  do  so,  were  obliged  to  em- 
ploy their  money  in  more  risky  un- 
derakings  than  those  on  which  the 
old-fashioned  unlimited  liability  banks 
employed  their  capital ;  and  there  they 
got  to  the  bottom  of  the  City  of  Glasgow 
Bank  difficulty.  They  took  risks,  in 
order  to  pay  15  per  cent,  that  no  bank 
not  paying  interest  would  have  dared 
to  take.  There  was  a  further  evil. 
Shareholders  were  induced  to  put  into 
shares  money  out  of  proportion  to  their 
capital,  so  that,  when  a  call  came,  many 
had  no  money  to  meet  it.  He  main- 
tained that  it  would  make  no  differ- 
ence to  many  of  these  banks  whether 
they  remained  as  at  present  or  were  li- 
mited, without  providing  for  the  cutting 
down  of  nominal  capital.  But  even  sup- 
posing this  Bill  enabled  them  to  obtain 
a  respectable  class  of  directors  for  banks 
they  would  generally  have  a  managing 
director.  Now,  a  man  who  dealt  with 
his  own  money  would  naturally  take 
more  care  than  one  who  dealt  with  the 
money  of  other  people.  He  would  know 
that  if  he  failed  his  fortune  was  gone 
altogether.  But  a  managing  director  of 
a  bank  might  ruin  the  shareholders  and 
the  creditors,  and  might  be  appointed  to 
manage  some  other  concern  if  he  had 
shown  himself  to  be  very  clever.  He 
would  mention  another  point.  A  great 
many  banks  had  lately  been  doing  busi- 
ness in  accepting  bills  on  shipments 
to  foreign  countries,  and  against  ship- 
ments from  foreign  countries.  Where 
the  banks  had  a  large  capital  those  biUs^^ 
were  taken  in  London  and  in  the  Ooom^^ 
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tinental  market  very  freely.  But  sup- 
posing those  banks,  to  protect  them- 
selves, became  limited,  would  there  not 
be  a  great  deal  of  inquiry  and  distrust 
aroused?  If  the  directors  and  share- 
holders were  so  very  anxious  to  become 
limited  this  year,  did  it  not  seem  natural 
to  suppose  it  was  because  they  thought 
that  something  unpleasant  was  going  to 
happen  this  year?  Therefore,  if  the 
directors  of  a  bank  now  proposed  to 
make  their  bank  limited,  they  would 
be  raising  against  themselves  a  dis- 
agreeable amount  of  inquiry.  And  this 
mi^ht  produce  exactly  what  they  were 
trying  to  avoid — a  panic.  With  re- 
gard to  the  8th  clause,  he  could  only 
echo  what  had  been  said  by  the  right 
hon.  Member  for  London  (Mr.  J.  G. 
Hubbard).  He  thought  that  what  was 
sauce  for  the  goose  should  be  sauce  for 
the  gander.  If  the  Scotch  banks  came 
to  London,  the  English  banks  ought  to 
have  equal  advantages.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Edinburgh  (Mr.  M'Laren)  said 
that  by  the  Act  of  Union  England  and 
Scotland  were  to  be  treated  as  one 
country.  Let  that  be  carried  out  and 
England  would  be  satisfied.  The  8th 
clause  was  left  out  to  please  the  smaller 
country.  It  ought  to  be  reinstated  to 
please  the  larger  country. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  felt  that  if  this  BiU 
had  been  introduced  to  allay  panic  there 
was  good  reason  that,  now  it  had  pro- 
duced all  the  good  it  was  likely  to  do, 
the  Government  should  rest  satisfied  and 
withdraw  it.  If  it  was  was  not  with- 
drawn, they  should  deal  with  this  sub- 
ject on  some  principle  which  the  House 
could  understand,  and  which  might 
benefit  the  public.  The  truth  was,  that 
the  failure  of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank 
and  the  West  of  England  Bank,  and 
the  rumours  regarding  other  unlimited 
banks  had  created  throughout  the  coun- 
try a  desire  on  the  part  of  shareholders 
to  have  their  liability  limited;  and  he 
had  no  doubt,  if  the  Government  had 
confined  their  Bill  to  enabling  un- 
limited companies  to  become  limited 
under  prescribed  conditions,  there 
would  have  been  no  such  discussions 
as  those  to  which  this  Bill  had  been 
subjected,  and  such  a  measure  could 
have  been  retained.  If  the  measure 
was  not  to  be  so  limited,  he  thought 
the  Government  should  not,  at  all 
events,  seek  to  create  distinction  be- 
tween the  classes  of  banks  by  maintain- 

Mr.  Baring 


ing  the  4th  clause,  which  provided  for. 
the  formation    of   banks    of  resenred 
liability.  He  could  not,  indeed,  conceift 
in  what  way  it  would  be  possible  to  dis- 
tinguish between  the  limited  liability  of 
baaks  which  were  in  existence,  and  the 
reserved  liability  of  banks  to  be  fonned 
under  the  Bill.    In  the  one  case,  tb 
liabilities  must  be  determined  aocordiDg 
to  some  multiple  of  their  capital.  In 
the  other  case,  it  was  in  the  same  wBja 
multiple  of  a  prescribed    capital,  for 
which  the  shareholders    in    a  limited 
company  were  liable,  and  there  was  no 
real  distinction  between  the  two  caaes. 
If  the  Bill  should  go  into  Conmuttee,]ie 
would  propose  to  strike  out  the  4th  daiiue 
altogether,  and  thus  refuse  to  sanction 
the  reserved  liability  provision.  Inreplj 
to  the  hon.  Member  for  North  Lanadc 
(Sir  Edward  Colebrooke),  he  would  wj 
that  if  the  business  of  banking  in  Soot- 
land  were  restricted  by  leg^islation,  anrelj 
that  made  it  a  monopoly.   A  bank  oooU 
not  be  carried  on  in  Scotland  aoooidin^ 
to  the  mode  in  vogue  there  without  the 
right  of  issue.    That  mode  had  been  a 
great  advantage,  and  ought  to  be  oon- 
tinned,  unless  it   could   be   shown  to 
be    detrimental    to    the  State.    8(00 
hon.  Members  who  preceded  him  en- 
deavoured to  show  that  the  Gbvenunflnl 
should  take  the  whole  right  of  issue  aad 
circulation  into  their  own    handa,  and 
make  it  a  source  of  profit.    But  by  what 
means  was  the  State  to  benefit,  if  it 
benefited  at  the  expense  of  the  popdi- 
tion  of  the  Kingdom  ?   He  did  not  know 
what  the  State  meant,  if  it  did  not  in- 
clude the  whole  of  the  Kingdom;  and 
what  would  the  State  benefit  by  taking 
from  the   present  banks   the  right  A 
issue,  by  means  of  which  they  oon&ired 
advantage    on    the    population  ?     8o 
far  from  acting  on  this  idea,  the  Go- 
vernment ought  to  regard  thepromiBBOiy 
note  for  20«.  as  the  same  as  the  note  to 
£100.    He  deprecated  the  perpetuation 

of  the  system  of  monopoly.  He  dflpfe- 
cated  the  provisions  of  the  Bill,woi(di 
proposed  to  increase  the  classes  of  banka. 
It  would  be  an  advantage  if  they  were 
all  placed  under  the  same  cateffoir.  He 
did  not  admit  that  there  oould  be  any 
advantage  to  the  country  derived  from 
limited  Uability  in  commercial  conoerna. 
He  protested  against  limited  liability 
anywhere ;  but  the  Legialature,  biTing 
recomized  it,  would  do  well  to  oonfine 
this  Bill  to  the  clauses  that  provided  that 
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an  unKmited  company  might  be  made  a 
limited  company,  notwithstanding  the 
restrictions  placed  upon  it  by  the  Act  of 
1 862.  He  thought  that  if  that  were  done 
the  Bill  might  be  of  use.  Whether  it 
would  be  an  advantage  to  the  State  to 
have  that  limited  liability  was  another 
question ;  but,  seeing  that  the  State  had 
recognized  limited  liability  in  other 
trading  and  mercantile  concerns,  there 
was  no  reason  why  it  should  not  be 
applied  to  banks.  He  quite  recognized 
that  the  failure  of  the  City  of  Ghisgow 
Bank  was  not  caused  by  ignorance  on 
the  part  of  those  who  administered  the 
affairs  of  that  establishment,  but  by  the 
fraudulent  practices  the  directors  and 
officials  indulged  in.  They  could  not, 
however,  protect  shareholders  from 
fraud  on  the  part  of  the  directing  and 
managing  body.  Any  attempt  to  do 
so  woula  fail.  He  did  not  object 
to  that  part  of  the  Bill  which  provided 
for  the  audit  of  the  accounts  of  limited 
liability  banks.  He  believed  it  could 
do  no  good,  but  it  could  do  no  harm. 
He  did  protest,  however,  against  the 
time  of  the  House  being  occupied 
in  the  discussion  of  a  measure  which 
was  not  urgently  caUed  for  by  any  sec- 
tion of  the  commimity ;  and  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  Government  should 
delay  the  Bill,  and  all  discussion  in  re- 
gard to  it,  until  they  could  deal  with  the 
subject  of  banking  as  a  whole,  and  place 
it  in  a  position  satisfactory  to  the  country. 
He  hoped  the  Government,  therefore, 
would  not  press  the  measure  this  Session. 
Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTER  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Bamsay)  had 
given  the  Government  two  pieces  of 
advice  which  were  hardly  consistent  with 
each  other.  In  the  first  place,  he  advised 
the  Government  to  drop  the  Bill  altoge- 
ther;  and,  in  the  second,  that  they  should 
only  retain  the  clause  of  the  measure 
which  would  enable  unlimited  banking 
companies  to  convert  themselves  into 
limited  ones.  He  entirely  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  that  it  would  be  un- 
wise of  the  Government  to  attempt  to 
deal,  during  the  present  Session,  with 
more  than  the  clause  by  which  it  was 
proposed  to  empower  the  unlimited 
banks  to  come  to  an  agreement  with 
their  cre4^tors  by  which  their  liabilities 
should  be  restricted.  It  was  too  late  in 
the  Session  for  the  Government  to  at- 
tempt to  bring  in  a  complete  measure 
deaung  with  ue  whole  law  relating  to 


banking;  and  he  desired  to  point  out 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite 
that  one  or  two  proposals  in  their  Bill 
would  certainly  excite  discussion — not 
to  say  opposition — ^if  they  were  pressed. 
For  instance,  the  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  enable  banks  of  reserved  lia- 
bility to  be  established  was  looked  upon 
in  the  district  with  which  he  was  more 
directly  connected  with  more  wonder 
than  approval.  Everybody  understood 
what  a  limited  and  what  an  unlimited 
liability  meant ;  but  no  one  exactly  com- 
prehended what  was  meant  by  banks  of 
reserved  liability.  Then,  again,  although 
there  might  be  much  to  be  said  on  we 
question  of  issue  between  Scotch  and 
English  banks,  that  was  a  large  and 
difficult  question  which  might  fairly  be 
put  off  till  another  Session.  He,  how- 
ever, was  far  from  thinking  that  it  was 
desirable  that  no  measure  whatever  on 
this  subject  should  be  passed.  He  had 
listened  with  interest  to  the  able  speech 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Essex  (Mr. 
Baring),  who  had  so  much  experience 
on  this  subject ;  but  one  remark  which 
fell  from  that  hon.  Gentleman  had  sur- 

Erised  him  more  than  anything  he  ever 
eard.  The  hon.  Member  had  said 
there  was  no  difference  between  the 
position  of  the  shareholders  in  unlimited 
banks  and  of  those  in  limited  banks; 
and  he  had  pointed,  in  illustration,  to  a 
bank  with  which  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
happened  to  be  connected.  That  was  a 
limited  bank,  and  knowing  that  his 
liability  was  restricted  to  fivd  times  the 
amount  of  his  share,  he  felt  that  his 
position  was  immensely  different  to  what 
it  would  be  if  every  penmr  he  had  in 
the  world  was  at  stake.  For  the  hon. 
Member,  with  the  facts  of  the  City  of 
Glasfi^w  Bank  failure  staring  him  in 
the  race,  to  say  there  was  no  difference 
between  limited  and  unlimited  liability 
was  an  extraordinaiy  assertion.  Hon. 
Members  must  be  acquainted  with  case 
upon  case  in  which  wealthy  shareholders 
in  the  Gity  of  Glasgow  Bajik,  who  could 
easily  have  paid  five  times  the  amount 
of  their  shares,  would  now  be  utterly 
ruined.  It  was  desirable,  therefore,  in 
his  opinion,  after  what  had  happened,  to 
make  the  proposed  change,  and  to  enable 
all  the  unlimited  banks  to  do  what  some 
of  them  were  able  to  do.  He  had  not 
been  aware  that  the  unlimited  banks 
generally,  under  existing  legislation, 
could  not  agree  with  their  creditors  and 
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clients  to  turn  themselves  into  limited 
banks;  but  it  turned  out  that,  though 
in  some  cases  they  could,  in  others  they 
could  not.  He  could  not  see  the  injus- 
tice of  giving  the  same  permission  to  all 
of  them.  In  fact,  he  could  not  see  the 
justice  of  withholding  the  permission. 
What  right  had  they  to  refuse  people 
the  power  of  agreeing  together  as  to 
how  they  should  do  their  business  ?  Of 
course,  if  they  gave  power  to  the  di- 
rectors or  shareholders  to  say  to  their 
creditors,  "  You  shall  accept  our  limited 
liability  whether  you  like  it  or  not,"  it 
would  be  unjust;  but  this  Bill  gave 
creditors  the  option  of  refusing  to  agree 
to  such  an  arrangement.  It  was  a 
natural  anxiety  on  the  part  of  share- 
holders, after  what  had  occurred,  to 
wish  to  limit  their  liability ;  but  it  was 
also  a  step  which  would  be  immensely 
advantageous,  not  only  for  the  banking 
interest,  but  for  commercial  interests 
generally.  He  was  speaking  now  with 
some  little  degp-ee  of  knowledge  of  what 
happened  in  his  own  district;  and  he 
believed  that  if  they  left  the  law  in 
its  present  state  the  joint-stock  banks 
would  deteriorate  in  soundness.  Gra- 
dually the  rich  shareholders — the  people 
who  would  be  perfectly  able  to  pay  five 
times  the  amount  of  their  shares — 
would  withdraw  from  those  banks,  and 
they  would  get  in  their  places  an  un- 
limited number  of  men  of  straw,  who 
would  probably  not  be  able  even  to  pay 
up  the  vajue  of  their  shares.  He  sug- 
gested to  the  Government  that  they 
should  be  satisfied  with  doing  this 
Session  what  was  useful,  and  not  be 
ambitious  to  do  more.  If  they  passed 
a  Bill  containing  the  one  clause  to  which 
he  had  referred — and  the  exact  wording 
of  it  might  be  considered  in  Committee — 
they  would  confer  a  benefit  on  the  com- 
munity generally.  Perhaps  it  might 
also  be  well  to  go  into  Committee  on 
the  audit  clauses ;  although,  like  the 
hon.  Member  who  spoke  last,  he  was 
not  very  certain  of  any  good  resulting 
from  them.  They  seemed  to  him  to 
trench  on  that  rather  dangerous  line  of 
placing  private  affairs  under  the  manage- 
ment of  the  State.  But  in  regard  to  the 
main  proposal  of  the  Bill,  he  approved 
of  it,  believing  the  law  was  unjust  which 
did  not  allow  debtor  and  creditor  to 
agree  together  in  a  way  mutually  ad- 
vantageous, and  he  could  not  see  why 
they  should  not  at  once  remove  that  blot. 

Mr.  W.  E.  IbrtUr 


Mr.  A88HETON  CROSS  remarked, 
that  there  were  several  ways  of  ap- 
preaching  a  measure  when  it  was  de- 
sired to  destroy  it,  and  some  of  those 
means  had  been  resorted  to    in  thii 
discussion.    Thus,  the  right  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  the  City  of  London  (Mr.Hubbazd) 
had  advised  the  Government   to  wst 
until  they  could  bring  forward  a  com- 
plete measure  dealing  with  the  whole 
question  of  banking,  while  other  hon. 
Members  had  attacked  the  measure  hj 
minutely  criticizing  its  provisions  in  a 
way  more  suited  for  Committee  than  for 
the  second  reading.     He  did  not  intend 
to  touch  upon  the  one  or  the  other,  but 
to  state  broadly  the  principles  of  &e 
measure,    and    why    the    Government 
thought    it    should   pass.      One  word, 
however,  as  to  what  had  fallen  from  }d» 
hon.    Friend    the    Member  for  South 
Essex  (Mr.  Baring).     He   agreed  with 
the    right  hon.  Member  for  Bradfort 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  that  the  argumenti 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  South  Essex  had 
been  rather  extraordinary.    There  hid 
been  running  through  the  whole  of  thit 
hon.  Member's  speech  a  dislike  of  the 
joint-stock  system  of  banking alt(^ether, 
and  it  came  out  when  he  spoke  aboit 
persons  becoming  bankers  who  hnet 
nothing  about  their  business.    ThehoL 
Member  had  also  said  they  must  tab 
care  how  they  limited  the  liabilitjof 
persons  who  put  their  money  into  haab; 
but  that  was  a  matter  which  ought  to 
have  been  discussed  when  they  origm- 
ally  sanctioned   the    establishment  of 
limited  banks,  and  upon  that  he  wooU 
only  remark  that  limited  banks,  estab- 
lished under  the  Act  of  1862,  had  beeft 
as  prosperous  as  any.  He  (Mr.  Asehetoa 
Cross)  admitted  that  mischief  resulted 
from  men  becoming  directors  who  knew 
nothing  about  banking,  who  were  misled 
by  the  managers,  and  who  did  not  see 
where  they  were  going  tiU  it  was  too 
late.    It  was  also  true  that  there  ought 
to  be  great  caution  in  the  selection  of 
managers  or  managing  partners.    Thej 
had  enormous  powers  intrusted  to  them, 
and  it  was  important  that  the  ntmoet 
possible  care  should  be  exercised  in  their 
appointment.     Another  danger  whifih 
the  hon.  Member  had  touched  on  was 
also  real — namely,  that  the  persons  who 
invested  in  banks  did  not  consider  real!? 
what  they  were  doing.    People  wooM 
buy  £100  shares,  of  which  only£10had 
been  paid  up,  and  forget  all  about  the 
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£90  which  remained  to  be  paid  up.    It 
was  thia  class  of  inyestors  who   were 
refeiTed  to  by  the  hen.  Member,  who 
ssid  that  it  was  practically  of  no  im- 
portance to  the  shareholders  whether 
the  bank  was  limited  or  not.     He  (Mr. 
Assheton  Cross)  had  been  much  startled 
at  what  had  fallen  from  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Finsbury  (Sir 
Andrew  Lnsk),  who  said  they  could  not 
deal  with  this  question  till  they  passed  a 
law  placing  all  banks  on  the  same  footing. 
Why,  they  might  as  well  talk  of  passing 
t  law  that  there  should  be  only  one  de- 
■omination  of  religion.     It  was  a  prin- 
dple  in  this  country  that  they  should 
many  on  trade  as  they  liked.     He  did  not 
know  whether  the  hon.  Baronet  meant 
fliat  all  banks  should  issue  notes,  or 
that  none  should  do  so ;  but  the  idea  of 
Baking  all  banks  alike  was  an  extraor- 
dinary   one.     The    hon.    and    learned 
Member  for  Coventry  (Sir  Henry  Jack- 
Ma)  bad  argued  on  Clause  9  as  if  it  were 
a  perfectly  new  thing ;  whereas,  in  point 
cfttct,  it  was  only  a  clause  of  an  old  Act, 
wm\j  drawn.    Now,  what  was  the  real 
:irinciple  of  this  Bill,  and  what  were 
Bey  (^slating   about?    It  was    said 
wj  were  legislating  in  a  panic.    That 
h  most  entirely  denied.     No  Gbvem- 
Bnt  could  have  approached  a  question 
viih  greater  calmness  and  consideration 
ftlB  the  Oovernment  had  approached 
tkf  nor  did  he  think  the  House  was  in 
t  panic,   for  they  had    discussed  the 
Batter  with  a  due  sense  of  the  responsi- 
Uity  which  attached  to  such  a  discus- 
Bim.    That  the  unfortunate  failure  of 
fte  City  of  Glasgow  Bank,  followed  by 
ftat  of  the  West  of  England  Bank,  had 
Bidoubtedly  pressed  the  question  on  the 
aotice  of  shareholders,  the  House,  and 
Am  country,  was  true.     The  effect  of 
Ihoee  failures  had  been  to  make  all  the 
Atreholders  of  banks  look  to  their  own 
Joiition,  and,  having  looked  into  that 
joudon,  they  had  discovered  that,  in 
Sillity,  they  were  subject  to  liabilities 
iriddb  they  had  never  thought  of  before. 
TEheir  danger  had  been  brought  home  to 
their  min&,  and  when  the  hon.  Member 
ftr  FoHar  (Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay)  talked 
^boQt  this  being  a  Bill  in  the  interest 
only  of  bank  shareholders  he  denied  it. 
fie  did  not  say  thev  were  not  benefited 
%l  a  certain  extent;  out  it  was  the  benefit 
frf  the  public  generally  which  the  Go- 
>«niment  and  the  House  had  to  consider. 
i%  was  to  the  interest  of  the  public  to 


retain  the  present  class  of  shareholders — 
such  men  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)— and  to  give  them 
such  protection  as  would  induce  them 
not  to  withdraw  their  investments,  which 
he  believed  they  would  not  be  so  likely 
to  do  if  they  knew  the  full  extent  of 
their  liability.  On  that  g^und,  the 
matter  appeared  to  him  to  be  of  suffi- 
cient importance  to  justify  the  interven- 
tion of  Parliament.  When  they  passed 
the  Act  of  1862  they  gave  all  the  banks 
the  choice  of  registering  themselves  as 
limited  liability  companies ;  but,  at  the 
present  moment,  they  had  the  greatest 
difficulty  in  so  doing,  and  the  object  of 
this  Bill  was  to  restore  to  them  absolute 
freedom  to  make  themselves  limited  if 
they  liked.  Although  many  banks, 
when  the  Act  of  1862  was  passed,  did 
not  avail  themselves  of  it,  yet,  if  time 
and  experience  had  shown  them  the  de- 
sirability of  doing  so,  they  ought  to 
have  the  same  facilities  for  effecting  that 
object  now  as  they  had  in  1862.  The 
hon.  Member  had  surprised  him,  by  ar- 
guing that  those  who  had  deposited 
money  in  unlimited  banks  would  suffer 
if  they  had  only  limited  liability  com- 
panies to  fall  back  upon;  but  he  seemed 
to  forget  that  the  change  could  not  bo 
made  without  the  concurrence  of  the 
creditors  themselves.  He  wished  to  say 
a  word  or  two  about  the  audit  and  the 
form  of  accounts.  Nothing  would  in- 
duce the  Government  to  impose  upon 
the  banks  any  interference  as  to  their 
management.  The  experience  with  re- 
gard to  Insurance  Companies  would  be 
sufficient  of  itself  to  deter  anyone  from 
such  a  step.  They  wished,  however,  to 
secure  that  there  should  be  an  inde- 
pendent audit.  It  was,  undoubtedly, 
true  an  independent  auditor  could  not 
go  through  the  securities  held  by  a  bank 
and  put  an  accurate  value  upon  them  ; 
but  he  would  be  able  to  prevent  the 
fraud  in  such  balance  sheets  as  those 
which  had  been  issued  by  the  directors 
of  the  City  of  Glasgow  Bank.  If  the 
banks  were  honest,  this  would  be  a 
check  upon  inaccuracies;  but  if  they 
were  dishonest,  of  course,  it  would  be 
difficult  for  any  audit  to  defeat  them. 
Then,  again,  under  the  present  law,  all 
limited  banks  were  bound  to  publish  do- 
tailed  statements  every  six  or  twelve 
months ;  but  the  form  of  account  thus  pro- 
vided was  not  proper  or  good  enough.  Of 
course,  they  were  not  bound  to  adhero: 
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to  die  form  which  had  been  placed  in 
the  Schedule  of  this  Bill ;  but  it  was  neces- 
saiy,  as  a  security  to  the  shareholders 
ana  the  public,  that  there  should  be 
some  adequate  form  of  account,  which 
the  banks  should  be  bound  to  publish. 
He  hoped  the  House  would  consent  to 
read  the  Bill  a  second  time.  If  this 
were  done,  it  was  the  intention  of  the 
Government  to  commit  itj  pro  formdy  in 
order  that  it  might  be  re«printed  in 
its  amended  form.  Some  Amendments 
would  be  introduced,  but  none  of 
vital  importance ;  and,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  the  8th  clause,  the  measure 
would,  practically,  remain  in  its  pre- 
sent form. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Bill  read  a  second  time,  and  com- 
mitted :  considered  in  Committee,  and 
reported;  to  be  printed,  as  amended 
[Bill  264]  ;  re-committed  for  Thursday. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

CYPRUS  —  ADMINISTRATION   OF   THE 
ISLAND— CIVIL  POLICE  FORCE. 

BESOLUTION. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVEE,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  impropriety  of  the 
proposal  to  vote  money  out  of  the  Civil 
Service  Estimates  for  the  support  of  a 
Police  Force  in  Cyprus,  and  to  move — 

**  That  it  is  inexpedient  to  grant  a  sum  of 
£26,000  for  the  C^rus  Police  until  a  report 
from  the  authorities  of  the  Island,  showing  the 
necessity  for  such  expenditure,  and  a  full  state- 
ment of  the  finances  of  the  Island  be  laid  be- 
fore the  House ;  *' 

said,  the  Vote  had  been  originally  in- 
tended for  a  military  pioneer  force,  to 
consist  of  eight  English  officers  and 
doctors,  10  interpreters,  20  native  offi- 
cers, and  about  1,100  men,  and  would 
have  been  included  in  the  Army  Esti- 
mates but  for  the  fact  that  it  was  illegal 
to  employ  aliens  in  the  service  of  the 
country  without  a  special  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment, for,  of  course,  the  Natives  of 
Cyprus  were  still  subjects  of  the  Sultan. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State    for   War  had   admitted  the 

Mr.  Assheton  Cross 


illegality  of  the  proposed  military  pioneer 
force;    and  the  corps  had,  therefore, 
been  described  as  a  police  force,  and  a 
Vote  for  it  had  been  placed  among  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates.  What  he  wanted 
to  know  was,  what  this  police  force  wif 
to  be  ;  whether  it  was  to  be  a  military 
force  under  a  new  name?    It  would 
seem  that  the  force  waa  to  be  reduced 
in  number,  though  it  would  cost  the 
same  sum  of  money.     Upon  the  &oe 
of  the  Vote  the  name  of  the  force  onl^ 
was  changed;  its  character  and  objeet 
remained  unaltered.    To  enlist  a  mili- 
tary force  in  the  Island  would  be  illegal 
without  a  specied  Act  of  Parliament; 
and,  in  the  case  of  a  militaiy  force,  the 
Vote  ought  to  appear  in  the  Army  Esti- 
mates, and  the  men  placed  under  the 
Mutiny  Act.    But  it  must  be  assumed, 
he  supposed,  that  this  was  to  be  a  polioe 
force  in  aid  of  the  civil  administratioii 
of  Cyprus.    In  any  case,  however,  tlie 
Vote    was    abnormal    and   tmoon^to* 
tional ;  the  force,  if  military,  was  ille* 
gal ;  and,  if  civil,  ought  not  to  be  paid 
for  by  this  country.    They  had  ooo- 
stantly  been  told  that  no   such  Yote 
would  be  necessary.     The  Prime  Hi* 
nister,  speaking  at  the  Mansion  'Earn, 
had  ^d  that  the  Island,  even  in  fla 
first  year  of  our  occupation,  would  bene 
burden    to  this    country,   and  that  it 
would  furnish  not  only  the  sum  annnallj 
accniing  to  the  Sultan,  but  also  the 
whole  expense  of  the  civil  government; 
and  the  Chancellor  of  the  Excheqnv 
had  spoken  at  Birmingham  last  wintsi 
to  the  same  effect.     It  appeared,  tiiere- 
fore,  clear  that  there  waa  no  intention 
last  year  to  call  upon  the  House  to  Tole 
money    for    the    civil    ezpenditore  of 
Cyprus.     He  wished  now  to  know,  aa- 
suming  that  this  was  to  be  a  loud  fik 
civil  force,  and  not  merely  disgaiaed  ai 
a  police  force,  whether  it  was  to  be  an 
addition    to    the    Zaptiehs,  or  Nairre 
police,  a  force  which  had  not  been  re- 
ported favourably  upon  by  the  offieen 
m  charge  of  it.     The  Keports  of  OdaoA 
Warren  showed  that  a  very  large  force 
of  Zaptiehs  already  existed  in  CypnUi 
and  that  they  had  very  little  work  to  do. 
There  were  at  present  something  lihe 
1,100  Zaptiehs  in  the  Island,  and  he 
wished  to  know  whether  the  800  which 
the  House  was  asked  to  vote  waa  to  be 
in  addition  to  that  force  ?    If  it  waa,  he 
could  only  say  that  Cyprus  would  h*^^ 
the  largest  force  of  the  hand  in  pIopo^ 
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tion  to  its  population  of  any  country  of 
which  he  had  heard  or  read.  As  far  as 
he  could  ascertain,  the  population  of 
Cjrpms  was  150,000.  There  would  be 
nearly  2,000  police,  or  13  to  1,000  of 
the  population ;  and  there  could  not,  he 
would  venture  to  say,  be  employment 
for  anything  like  that  number.  There 
had  recently  been  complaints  of  the  large 
police  force  in  Ireland,  and  yet  there  the 
police  were  only  two  per  1,000  of  the 
people.  Taking  the  Colony  which  most 
resembled  Cyprus,  the  Mauritius,  which 
was -about  the  same  size,  he  found  that, 
with  a  population  of  350,000,  it  had 
only  600  Native  police,  or  about  two  to 
1,000.  Again,  the  new  Colony  of  Fiji, 
with  240,000  inhabitants,  had  only  400 

Slice,  and  no  military  force  whatever. 
e  should  like  to  know  how  many 
pdioe  would  be  required  for  Asia  Minor 
if  the  calculation  were  based  on  the 
munber  supplied  to  Cyprus?  A  force 
of  at  least  140,000  police  would  be  ne- 
eesBSiy ;  while  India,  if  the  police  force 
there  were  placed  on  a  similar  footing, 
would  require  altogether  2,000,000 
po£ce.  In  the  circumstances,  he  wished 
to  know  whether  the  Government  were 
prepared  to  lay  on  the  Table  any  Ee- 

[:  port  showing  tiie  necessity  of  the  enor- 
aoas  addition  which  it  was  proposed  to 
Mike  to  the  police  force  in  the  Island  of 
Oroms.     From  all  that  he  could  learn, 

^^  Ml  an  increase  of  the  force  was  abso- 
htely  unnecessary,  and  he  could  not 
kip  thinking  that  the  proposal  was  the 
nralt  of  the  strange  and  abnormal  posi- 
&m  of  Cyprus  with  regard  to  the  Go- 
Tsmment.  If  Cyprus  were  placed  under 
Ae  Colonial  instead  of  the  Foreign 
Office,  he  felt  sure  the  House  would 

•  Mferhave  heard  of  any  such  foolish, 
oreffular,  and  unconstitutional  proposal 
ts  that  to  which  he  had  adverted.  If, 
loo,  a  man  like  Sir  Philip  Grant,  who 
kad  so  successfully  administered  the 
government  of  Jamaica,  had  been  ap- 

C'  ited  to  govern  Cyprus,  he  was  confi- 
t  he  would  have  found  it  possible 
Ktlj  to  reduce  the  police  force  of  the 
idi  The  Island,  in  his  opinion,  had 
been  rather  hardly  treated,  for  from  no 
oonntxyin  the  world,  he  believed,  was  so 
hue  a  proportion  of  its  revenue  drawn 
M  it  was  proposed  to  draw  from  Cyprus, 
with  the  view  of  handing  it  over  to  the 
Borte.  The  Bevenue  was  £170,000 
a-year,  and  out  of  that  sum  he  under- 
stood tiiat  £1 15,000  was  to  go  direct  to 


the  Sultan,  leaving  a  balance  behind  of 
only  £45,000.  That  was  a  difficult 
position  in  which  to  place  the  Island, 
and  it  would  scarcely  be  remedied  by 
undertaking  so  large  an  expenditure  as 
that  which  was  now  proposed.  The  pre- 
sent proposal  was  one  of  a  most  extraordi- 
nary, abnormal,  and  irregular  character; 
and  he  contended  that  the  Vote  re- 
quired explanation  from  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  before  they  went  into 
Committee,  and  he  hoped  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  postpone  the  Vote  till 
another  year,  if  they  did  not  wholly 
abandon  it ;  as,  without  some  Beports 
from  those  in  authority  in  the  Island,  he 
did  not  think  that  the  House  of  Com- 
mons ought  to  be  called  upon  to  vote 
such  a  large  sum  for  a  force  which  could 
not  be  required  in  the  Island.  He, 
therefore,  begged  to  move  the  Eesolu- 
tion  of  which  he  had  given  Notice. 

Sir  CHAELES  W.  DILKE,  in 
seconding  the  Motion,  said,  he  felt  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Heading 
had  demolished  the  proposed  force.  The 
original  proposal  to  establish  a  military 
pioneer  force  in  Cyprus  was  perfectly 
illegal,  unconstitutional,  and  indefen- 
sible. He  must,  however,  strongly 
object  to  the  action  of  the  Foreign  Office, 
who,  finding  the  illegality  of  their  pro- 
posal, sought  to  carry  out  their  object  by 
a  sort  of  side-wind  by  establishing  a 
force  there  under  the  name  of  police, 
which,  seeing  that  it  was  a  peaceful 
country  and  free  from  insurrection,  was 
wholly  unnecessary.  There  was,  at  that 
moment,  a  British  military  police  force 
in  Cyprus.  Therefore,  we  had  two 
forces  of  police  in  Cyprus  amounting, 
probably,  to  about  1,200  men,  and  we 
were  proposing  to  add  a  new  force  of 
between  800  and  900  men  to  the  police. 
That  would  be  a  police  force  of  2,000 
men  to  a  population  of  150,000 — that 
was  to  say,  one  in  every  25  grown  men 
would  be  a  policeman  in  a  uniform  of 
some  kind.  Was  not  this  Vote  an 
attempt  to  got  into  Cyprus  by  a  side-wind 
a  military  force,  and  without  the  direct 
consent  of  the  House  to  the  enlistment? 
As  we  were  getting  near  the  end  of  the 
Session,  he  would  impress  upon  the  Go- 
vernment the  great  necessity  of  their 
laying  the  financial  account  of  Cyprus 
before  the  House.  If  this  was  to  be  a 
civil  police,  then  he  thought  we  should 
have  an  account  of  all  the  civil  expen- 
diture of  the  Island  that  we  might  know 
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wliat  were  likely  to  be  the  fntnre  de- 
mands on  our  purse.  No  doubt  it 
might  be  said  that  the  sum  now  asked 
for  was  small ;  but  it  was  only  a  com- 
mencement, and  it  might  lead  to  untold 
expenditure  in  the  future.  There  was 
no  blinking  the  question.  The  real 
difficulty  with  respect  to  Cyprus  was 
that  of  being  able  to  make  both  ends 
meet.  That  desirable  result  could  hardly 
be  attained  as  long  as  £150,000  of  tri- 
bute had  to  be  sent  to  Constantinople. 
All  the  more  necessary,  therefore,  was  it 
for  the  House  to  be  put  in  possession  of 
the  financial  Papers  connected  with  the 
Island.  He  also  hoped  that  before  this 
Vote  was  agreed  to  we  might  also  have 
other  Papers  respecting  Cyprus  which 
had  been  frequently  asked  for  in  the 
House,  especially  those  in  reference  to 
the  rejection  of  the  election  of  a  Greek 
gentleman  to  office  on  the  ground  of  his 
nationality,  and  to  the  existence  of  negro 
slavery  in  the  Island,  upon  both  of  which 
points  the  information  furnished  him 
came  from  high  authority,  and  was  in 
complete  conflict  with  the  denials  which 
had  been  officially  given  ;  and,  also,  the 
new  instructions  with  regard  to  the 
usages  and  customs  of  the  people  of 
the  Island.  Generally  speaking,  all  our 
troubles  as  to  Cyprus  seemed  to  be  only 
beginning.  He  ventured  to  express  a 
fear  that  if  this  Vote  of  £26,000  were 
passed  it  would  only  be  a  fleabite  in 
comparison  with  what  we  should  be 
asked  to  vote  in  future  years.  They  had 
never  yet  received  any  statement  of  the 
views  of  foreign  Governments  as  to  our 
acquisition  of  Cyprus.  The  reason  given 
for  placing  Cyprus  under  the  Foreign 
rather  than  under  the  Colonial  Office  was 
that  there  were  so  many  international 
questions  arising  with  respect  to  it. 
Were  these  complications  at  an  end  ? 
Were  foreign  Governments  satisfied  with 
the  jurisdiction  we  had  established  there? 
If  so,  why  was  not  the  Island  placed 
under  the  Colonial  Office  ?  The  Under 
Secretary  had  been  asked  for  any  new 
Papers  showing  the  necessity  for   this 

fofice  force  and  the  inability  of  the 
sland  to  maintain  it ;  but  the  Govern- 
ment stated  in  reply  that  no  such  Papers 
were  in  their  possession ;  so  that,  in  fact, 
the  Government  admitted  they  were 
about  to  establish  a  larger  police  force 
per  head  in  Cyprus  than  had  been  estab- 
lished in  almost  any  other  country  with- 
out any  Papers  to  justify  such  a  measure. 

Sir  Charles  JF/IHlh 


Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  iht 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
"  it  is  inexpedient  to  grant  a  sum  of  £26,000 
for  the  Cyprus  Polioe  until  a  report  fromtlM 
authorities  of  the  Island,  showing  the  neoanlj 
for  such  exi)enditure,  and  a  full  statement  of  tM 
finances  of  the  Island,  be  laid  before  the  Home,** 
— {Mr.  Shaio  Lefevre,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  "That  the  vords 

5 reposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
tuestion." 

Mb.  BALFOUB  said,  that  his  hon. 
Friend  who  spoke  last  (Sir  Charleo 
W.  Dilke)  had  so  far  taken  the  affairs 
of  Cyprus  under  his  special  protection 
that  ne  was  not  surprised  he  had 
gone  again  over  a  good  many  topiei 
on  whidi  he  had  be&re  addressed  the 
House.  He  would  not  follow  his  hon. 
Friend's  example  in  that  respect ;  hot 
two  points  had  been  mentioned  as  to 
which  he  thought  an  answer  might  he 
usefully  given.  The  first  was,  that  the 
government  of  Cyprus  had  been  plaeed 
under  the  Foreign  Office  because  coo- 
plicated  negotiations  had  been  goinjfoa 
with  foreign  Powers  as  to  their  subjecto 
resident  in  Cyprus,  which  negotiationi 
could  more  advantageously  be  earned 
on  by  the  Foreign  Office  than  by  the 
Colonial  Office;  but,  argued  his  hon. 
Friend,  those  compHcations  had  beet 
got  over,  and  the  government  of  the 
Island  ought  to  be  at  once  tranafetred 
to  the  Colonial  Office.  In  that  conchuiot 
his  hon.  Friend  was  mistaken,  as  many 
and  strong  reasons  existed  to  justify  the 
government  of  CypruB  remaining  undar 
the  Foreign  Office.  Then,  again,  hii 
hon.  Friend  referred  to  a  debate  whidi 
took  place  in  the  House  of  Lords  yeete^ 
day  on  the  subject  of  slavery ;  and  he 
stated  that  Lord  Salisbury  had  made  a 
mistake  in  saying  that  the  existenoe  d 
slavery  had  been  denied,  not  only  by  the 

E resent  government  of  the  Island,  bat 
y  Sir  Qtimet  Wolseley.  In  that,  too,  his 
hon.  Friend  was  in  error,  the  fact  bong 
that,  a  considerable  time  ago,  the  6zil^ 
ence  of  slavery  in  the  Island  had  been 
distinctly  denied  by  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley. 
With  respect  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre),  he  was 
sorry  that  so  much  industry  on  his  pait, 
in  ascertaining  the  proportion  of  pdioe 
to  population  in  all  the  countries  of 
Europe,  and  also  in  India  and  our 
Colonies,  should  haye  been  thrown  iwi^* 
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He  reffretted,  too,  that  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Ohelsea  shoiQd  have 
irasted  so  much  time  in  stating  that  the 
flood-gates  of  expenditure  in    Cyprus 
had  now  been  opened,  and  that  this 
daim  of   civil    expenditure  would  be 
followed  by  many  others.      All  these 
calculations  and  prophecies  were  thrown 
away,   and  for  this  reason — that  the 
£26,000  now  asked  for  by  the  Qovem- 
ment  was  not,  strictly  speaking,  for  civil 
expenditure.  The  first  h3rpothesis  adopted 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Beading — that 
it  was  for  military  expenditure — came 
much  nearer  to    the   truth  than  that 
adopted  by  him  later  on  in  his  speech. 
There  was,  of  course,  no  doubt  that  this 
expenditure  of  £26,000  was  for  a  quasi- 
military  purpose,  and  could  not  properly 
be  said  to  belong  to  the  civil  expendi- 
ture of  the  country.    Lord  Beaconsfield 
waa,  therefore,  right,  when  he  said  at 
the  Mansion  House  that  Cyprus  would 
make  no  demand  upon  England  in  con- 
neotion   with   civil    expenditure.      For 
"what  land  of  uses  would  this  force  be 
required  ?    It  would  be  wanted  to  guard 
storee,  perform  escort  duty,  and,  if  ne- 
eeesary,   to  defend  the  Island.      Who 
eofold  deny  that  a  body  of  men  were  re- 
qiiired  to  fulfil  these  duties  in  Cyprus, 
or  maintain  that  the  force,  which  it  was 
proposed  to  have,   would  be  unneces- 
nxuy  large  for  these  purposes  ?    There 
BOW  remained  two  questions  to  be  con- 
■dered.  Was  the  scheme  of  the  Govern- 
nent  economical  and  efficient  for  the 
porposes  intended,  and  was  it  legal  and 
constitutional  ?    To  answer  the  first  of 
iiieee  questions,  he  would  point  out  that 
the  substitute  for  the  scheme  of  the  Go- 
vernment would  be  the  presence  of  two 
kttalions   of    regular    soldiers,   which 
vonld  involve  the  expenditure  of  £70, 000, 
vhich  would  fall  on  the  Home  Exche- 
fuer.      Therefore,   so   far  as  economy 
VM  concerned,  it  was  plain  that  the 
Oovemment  had  pursued   a  judicious 
pdUlcy.    As  to  the  efficiency  of  tiie  force, 
so  doubt  could  be  entertained  by  those 
vho  knew  the  class  of  men  employed  by 
the  Oovemment.    He  had  now  to  con- 
sider how  far  the  conduct  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  justifiable  on  legal  and  consti- 
tutional g^unds.      He    admitted   that 
Cyprus  was  in  a  somewhat  anomalous 
position.     It  could  not  be  denied  that 
there  might  be  difficulties  and  frictions 
ooonected  with  its  administration;  but 
these  were  outweighed  by  considerations 
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of  high  policy.  The  question,  however, 
was,  had  the  Government,  in  its  man- 
agement of  the  affairs  of  Cyprus,  vio- 
lated either  the  letter  or  the  spirit  of  the 
law  ?  That  they  had  not  violated  the 
letter  of  the  law  was  admitted  by  hon. 
Gentlemen  op^site ;  and  no  one,  he  be- 
lieved, could  justly  contend  that  they 
had  violated  its  spirit.  He  therefore 
maintained  that,  in  the  action  which  they 
had  taken,  the  Government  had  not  done 
anything  which  was  in  the  least  illegal 
or  unconstitutional.  It  shoidd  be  re- 
membered that  the  force  which  they 
proposed  to  establish  was  not  a  military 
force,  and  would  be  under  the  control 
of  Parliament.  No  one,  therefore,  could 
say  that  the  liberties  of  this  country 
were  endangered  by  its  existence.  For 
the  reasons  which  he  had  given,  he  held 
that  ample  justification  existed  for  the 
Vote  which  nis  hon.  Friend  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
would  propose  at  a  later  hour  in  the 

evening.  

Mb.  T.  BEASSEY  said,  they  were 
asked  to  vote  a  sum  of  money  for  the 
maintenance  of  this  police  force  in 
Cyprus  because  we  had  burdened  our 
administration  of  the  Island  with  a 
financial  obligation  of  a  most  onerous 
character.  The  amount  of  the  tribute 
to  be  paid  to  the  Porte  was  £115,000, 
out  of  a  total  Eevenue  of  £175,000 — a 
Revenue  which  represented  the  extreme 
sum  which  the  most  despotic  Govern- 
ment could  extort  from  an  oppressed 
people.  He  very  much  regretted  that 
we  had  taken  upon  ourselves  the  un- 
worthy office  of  tax-gatherers  for  a 
foreign  Power.  Of  the  sum  of  £60,000 
which  remained  at  the  disposal  of  the 
local  Government  in  Cyprus,  the  surplus 
available  for  works  of  public  improve- 
ment amounted  at  the  utmost  to  £15,000 
a-year.  Englishmen,  he  was  glad  to 
say,  felt  a  desire  to  carry  out  those  im- 
provements in  the  system  of  govern- 
ment which  were  shadowed  forth  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  at  Bir- 
mingham, and  it  was  impossible  to 
carry  out  those  humane  designs  without 
an  expenditure  of  money.  It  was  clear 
that  the  necessary  sum  was  not  forth- 
coming from  local  resources,  so  that  it 
was  very  natural  that  the  Government 
of  Cyprus  should  make  an  effort  to  in- 
sinuate into  the  Estimates  laid  before 
the  British  Parliament  a  Vote  which, 
under  whatever   designation  it  might 
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preBent  itself,  woiQd  he,  praotioally,  a  oon- 
tributioii  from  the  National  Exchequer 
towards  the  local  Eevenues  of  Cyprus. 
Thej  might  call  this  a  police  force,  or 
whatever  they  pleased ;  but  he  was  quite 
satisfied,  from  what  he  had  seen  of  the 
docile  habits  of  the  people  of  Cyprus, 
that  the  proposed  force  was  not  required 
to  guarantee  public  order,  and,  there- 
fore, he  felt  sure  that  the  intention  was 
to  employ  men  composing  it  in  a  variety 
of  civil  duties.  The  long-neglected 
Island  presented  an  infinite  field  for  the 
work  of  improvement.  He  ventured  to 
urge  upon  the  Government  that  they 
should  take  steps  to  amend  the  Con- 
vention into  which  they  had  entered, 
and  relieve  the  local  Government  of 
C3rpru8  from  the  burden  of  an  annual 
tribute  to  the  Porte.  While  ur^g 
this  upon  them,  he  was  very  sensible  of 
the  fact  that  there  was  really  no  military 
value  attaching  to  Cyprus.  He  could 
not,  however,  entertain  the  thought  of 
abandoning  the  people  of  the  Island, 
after  the  encouragement  given  them  to 
rely  upon  British  protection.  Although 
the  bargain  which  we  had  made  was  not 
a  favourable  one  from  a  British  point  of 
view,  he  held  that  it  was  our  duty  to 
take  immediate  steps  to  improve  the 
position  of  the  locial  Government  of 
Cyprus. 

Mb.  BOHRKE  said,  he  could  not  ob- 
ject to  the  general  tone  of  the  observa- 
tions which  had  been  made  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hastings,  who  had  preceded 
him ;  but  he  must  object  to  a  line  of 
criticism  which  would  not  admit  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  having 
taken  possession  of  Cyprus  on  high 
grounds  of  policy,  were  not  justified  in  the 
line  which  they  had  adopted  and  followed. 
England  having  made  up  her  mind  to 
occupy  and  administer  Cyprus,  they 
could  not  recede  from  their  bargain ; 
and  the  question  was  whether  the  finan- 
cial arrangements  made  was  not  the  best, 
and,  in  fact,  the  only  arrangement  that 
could  be  made.  That  arrangement  was 
that  England  was  to  give  to  Turkey  only 
that  which  Turkey  had  got  before  ;  and 
unless  we  had  broken  the  Treaty  of 
Paris  and  violently  taken  possession  of 
Cyprus  it  was  not  possible  to  come  to 
any  other  arrangement.  It  was  possible, 
perhaps  probable,  that  in  the  future 
better  arrangements  than  existed  at  pre- 
sent might  be  made  for  the  government 
of  Cyprus;  but  as  long  as  the  present 
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arrangements  existed  he  could  not  Me 
how  it  was  possible  to  alter  the  state  of 
things  which  had  been  agreed  upon  be- 
tween this  country  and  Turkey.  What 
he  complained  of  was  that,  before  the 
Island  had  been  occupied  12  months, 
every  conceivable  Vote  in  connection  with 
the  place  had  been  exaggerated,  andif  the 
prosperity  of  the  Island  was  a  success  it 
would  not  be  owing  to  the  good  wishes  or 

gK>d-will  of  the  Liberal  Party  in  that 
ouse,  who  had  done  their  best  to  dis- 
parage eveiything  connected  with  the 
Island.     In  the  face  of  all  this,  he  had 
heard  with  pleasure  the  good  wishes 
which  had  been  expressed  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hastings  for    the  future 
welfare  of  Cyprus,  and  could  not  refrain 
from  expressing  his  reeret  at  the  tone 
which  had  characterized  the  remarks  of 
the  hon.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Chel- 
sea, who  was  always  ready  to  listen  to 
and  to  believe  the  complaints  which  came 
from  the  people  of  any  country  betveen 
China  and  Peru  who,  being  subject  to 
British  rule,  were  disaffected  oonoemiog 
it.    The  view  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
had  expressed  on  the  present  occaaoo 
was  based  upon  a  misapprehension,  and 
upon  the  existence  of  exceptional  cl^ 
cumstances,   as  he  believed   the  Iiob. 
Baronet  would  see  when  he  came  to 
read  the  Papers  which  would  be  laid 
before  Parliament  on  the  subject    He 
should  not,  on  the  present  occasion,  enta 
upon  the  broad  question  of  whether  it 
was  or  was  not  wise  for  England  to  hive 
taken  possession   of  the  Island;  but, 
having  so  taken  possession,  he  thonglit 
the  House  would  agree  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hastings  in  thinking  that  it 
was  the  duty  of  England  to  do  the  best 
it  could  in  the  circumstances.    Asfara> 
the  question  of  slavery  in  Gypros  was 
concerned,  he  had  nothing  to  withdraw 
from  what  he  had  already  said  on  the 
subject.      He  was  told  that  slaveiydid 
not  now  exist,  and  that  the  Cpurta  (U  the 
Island  had  not  given  effect  to  any  demand 
for  the  holding  in  involuntary  serritade 
any  person  in  the  Island.  There  waano 
intention  on  the  part  of  the  Government 
at  the  present  moment  to  propose  a  large 
expenditure  for  Cyprus.      \^'  ith  regard 
to  the  Papers  which  the  hon.  Baronet 
the  Member  for  Chelsea  had  asked  for 
that  Session,  the  accounts  had  not  come 
home  from  Cyprus  nearly  so  fast  as 
Her  Majesty's  Ghovemment  thought  thev 
would  have  come ;   but  he  ahould  be 
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happy  to  produce  suoh  as  he  coiQd  for 
the  inspection  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Chelsea.  He  was  sorry  to  think  that  the 
promise  he  made  of  a  financial  statement 
in  regard  to  the  affairs  of  Cyprus  before 
the  end  of  the  Session  might  not  be  ful- 
filled ;  but  that  would  arise  from  a  com- 
plication in  the  manner  of  keeping  the 
accounts  which  had  been  found  to 
be  necessary,  but  could  not  possibly 
have  been  foreseen.  The  views  of  a 
correspondent  of  27ie  Cologne  Gazette  had 
been  quoted  as  against  the  policy  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  had  pursued; 
but  he  could  not  for  a  moment  think  of 
treating  seriously  opinions  of  the  kind, 
as  they  knew  more  about  the  Island  than 
a  newspaper  correspondent.  At  the  same 
time,  the  greatest  attention  had  been 

fiven  to  every  statement  made  by  the 
on.  Baronet  the  Member  for  Chelsea ; 
and  he  (Mr.  Bourke)  thought  it  would  be 
admitted  by  everyone  who  had  perused 
the  Papers  that  these  statements  had 
been  substantially  refuted.  The  greater 
portion  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Beading  appeared  to  be  based 
upon  the  supposition  that  the  Vote  which 
Her  Majesty's  Government  asked  for  was 
in  the  same  shape  in  which  it  had  ap- 
peared some  time  ago.  That  supposition, 
nowever,  was  not  correct,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  himself  had  been  compelled 
to  admit.  In  common  fairness  to  Hor 
Majesty's  Gk)vemment  everyone  should 
bear  in  mind  that  when  tlus  Vote  was 
first  put  down  in  the  month  of  Novem- 
ber the  Island  of  Cyprus  had  only  been 
in  the  occupation  of  the  Government  for 
lomefive  months,  and  that,  consequently, 
it  was  impossible  for  them  to  know  at 
that  time  exactly  what  were  the  require- 
ments of  the  Island,  and  what  descrip- 
tion of  permanent  force  it  would  be  no- 
oessary  to  maintain  there.  The  question 
between  the  hon.  Member  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  was  a  very  small 
one,  because  the  force  employed  in  the 
Uland  would  have  to  discharge  both 
military  and  civil  duties.  As  had  been 
pointed  out  by  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Oxford  and  others  some 
time  ag^,  there  were  technical  and  legal 
objections  to  the  form  of  the  Vote  as  it 
originally  stood.  Its  form  had,  however, 
been  changed,  and  he  trusted  that  it 
would  now  be  presented  to  the  House  in 
a  perfectly  legal  shape.  It  now  took  tho 
form  of  an  estimate  of  the  amount  re- 
quired for  the  year  ending  March,  1880, 


to  defray  the  additional  expenditure 
thrown  upon  the  Government  of  Cyprus 
in  consequence  of  the  augmentation  of 
the  police  force,  rendered  necessary  by 
the  reduction  of  the  military  garrison  in 
the  Island.  As  it  had  been  intended  to 
employ  the  military  force  it  was  orifi^- 
ally  proposed  to  keep  in  the  Island  in 
civil  duties,  so  now  it  was  intended  to 
employ  this  augmented  police  force  in 
discharging  Imperial  duties,  such  as 
those  entailed  in  defending  the  Island, 
and  other  military  duties;  and,  there- 
fore, it  was  only  fair  that  the  funds  for 
paying  this  additional  force  of  police 
should  be  provided  out  of  the  Imperial 
Exchequer.  A  large  number  of  the 
force  would  be  employed  in  escorting 
treasure  from  one  part  of  the  Island  to 
the  other.  \_A  laugh,']  It  was  all  very 
well  for  the  hon.  Member  for  Heading 
to  sneer  at  that  statement ;  but  it  was  a 
duty  that  had  to  be  performed,  and 
officers  and  official  persons  were  often 
employed  on  it,  and  it  was  certainly  an 
Imperial  duty.  There  was  already  a 
police  ordinance ;  and  though  it  might 
require  amendment  in  regard  to  the  re- 
gulation of  this  additional  force,  yet  it 
would  be  t)laced  substantially  in  the 
same  category  as  the  present  police 
force.  There  was  no  legal  objection  to 
the  proposal  which  any  hon.  Member 
could  bring  forward,  and  he  could  quite 
well  understand  the  disappointment  of 
hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  when  they 
found  that  the  Vote  was  denuded  of 
such  objections.  No  one  who  had  the 
good  government  of  Cyprus  at  heart 
could  doubt  that  the  proposal  of  the  Go- 
vernment was  a  fair  one,  and  that  it 
would  contribute  very  much  to  the  pro- 
sperity of  the  Island,  and  to  the  good 
administration  of  every  branch  of  the 
Service. 

Sir  WILLIAM  HAECOUET  said, 
they  had  had  two  accounts  of  the  proposed 
Vote — one  from  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  Foreign  Affairs,  and  another 
from  the  Private  Secretary  to  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs ;  and, 
having  heard  the  explanations,  he  was 
disposed  to  ask,  in  the  celebrated  phrase, 
**  XJndor  which  thimble  lies  the  pea?" 
Ho  had  never  known  of  an  attempt  to 
palm  off  on  the  House  of  Commons  a  Vote 
which  was  so  utterly  unsatisfactory  as 
this.  What  did  it  come  to  ?  It  was  a 
piece  of  financial  jugglery,  deliberate 
done  by  the  Government.  They  adflij 
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that  they  had  kept  the  Vote  upon  the 
Estimates  from  February  till  the  2l8t  of 
July,  and  that  it  was  an  utterly  illegal 
and  unconstitutional  Vote.     They  had 
endeavoured  to  smuggle  through  the 
Civil  Service  Estimates  a  militciry  Vote, 
in  defiance  of  the  first  principles  of  the 
Constitution.     Having  been  challenged 
months  ago  on  this  subject,  they  went 
on  with  it  and  stuck  to  it ;   and  it  was 
only  through  the  pertinacity  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Eeading  that  they  had  been 
driven  out  of  that  position.     They  had 
asked  for  money,  in  defiance  of  a  well- 
known  financial  principle  by  which  the 
House  was  governed,  and  in  the  teeth 
of  the  Army  Discipline  and  Begulation 
Bill,  which  forbade  them  to  enlist  aliens; 
and  yet,  all  the  time,  they  had  had  on 
the  Table  a  demand  upon  the  House  to 
vote  this  money.     Finding  that  they 
could  not  justify  it  as  a  military  pioneer 
force,   they  had    put    the    pea    under 
another  thimble  and  called  it  a  Vote  for 
the  Cyprus  police,  and  then,  with  great 
ingenuity — and  he  might  say  ingenuous- 
ness— the    Private    Secretary   of  Lord 
Salisbury  said  it  was  all  the  same  thing, 
and  the  Under  Secretary  said  it  was  al- 
most the  same  thing.     These  men  were 
"  to  take  the  place  of  a  military  force  " 
-^these  were  the  words  of  the  Under 
Secretary — and  when    it    came   to    be 
challenged  that  they  were    the    same 
thinff  as    the    pioneer   force  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said  that  was  nothing.     The 
fact  was  that  the  Government  were  pro- 
posing to  juggle  the  House  by  a  mere 
play  of  words  into  voting  under  one 
name  money  for  an  object  which  was 
illegal  under  another  name.     He  never 
heard  of  such  a  thing  in  the  House  of 
Commons  ;    and  it  had  not    been  at- 
tempted for   generations    or    for    cen- 
turies.    The  Government  might  have  a 
majority  at  their  backs  to  support  them 
in  passing  this  Vote  ;  but  there  was  an 
ulterior  judgment,  far  beyond  their  ma- 
jority, which  would  have  to  be  passed 
upon  the  question  of  Cyprus,  and  he  was 
not  afraid   of  that  ulterior  judgment. 
What  was  the  state  of  public  opinion 
and  the  position  of  the  House  with  re- 
gard to  Cjrprus  12  months  ago?    They 
were  not  then  attempting  to  get  up  a 
miserable  pioneer  force ;  on  the  contrary, 
they  were  sending  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
at  the  head  of  10,000  men  to  occupy  and 
defend  the  Island.  It  was  a  high  policy 
then,  for  they  were  going  to  regenerate 
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Asia  Minor,  and  Cyprus  was  to  be  the 
fulcrum  by  which  they  were  to  move  the 
world.   The  noble  Lord  the  President  of 
the  Board  of  Trade  said  that  the  whole  of 
the  East  were  exclaiming,  "When  are 
you  coming?"    The  noble  Lord  seemed 
to  be  playing  on  the  bamipes,  "The 
Campbells  are  coming."     under  the  di- 
rection of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vermnent 
the  whole  of  the  East  was  going  to  be 
regenerated.     Steam    ploughs  were  to 
be  introduced  into  Cyprus  and  refoxms 
into  all  Asia  Minor.     What  had  now 
become  of  these  steam  ploughs  and  re- 
forms ?    What  had  become  of  the  em- 
porium of  steam  ploughs  to  be  estab- 
lished in   Cyprus,  and  of  all  the  fkr- 
thing  rushlight  illumination  of  1 2  moDthf 
ago?    It  was  flickering  in  the  socket, 
and  was  giving  out  a  savour  which  was 
not  agreeable.    And  now  they  were  in 
the  dregs  on  the  lees  of  the  Anglo- 
Turkish  Convention,  and  th^  were  at 
present  engaged  with  a  miserable  JQgglo 
of  a  Vote  for  £26,000  to  eke  out  the 
glorious  occupation  of  Cyprus.    There 
they  were,  with  the  Government  on  it* 
last  legs,  shifting  about  under  one  name 
and  another  in  order  to   squeeze  that 
sum  out  of  the  taxation  of  the  countij 
for  the  purpose  of  keeping  this  miaeraUe 
abortion  of  Cyprus  upon  its  legs.    Asd      J 
that  was  the  result  of  12  months  of  the 
great  policy  undertaken  for  the  regene- 
ration of  Asia  Minor.    The  Grovenunent 
assured  them  that  they  would  ask  for 
no  more  money  on  behalf  of  Cyprus; 
but  what  had  become  of  the  great  Pa- 
magousta  harbour  scheme,   where  the    .  ] 
Fleets  of  England  were  to  ride  and  do- 
minate the  East?    Nothing  had  been 
said  of  that  by  the  Under  Secretary.  It 
was  reasonable,  when  the  House  was 
asked  for  £26,000,  to  inquire  what  was 
the  financial  situation  of  Cyprus  ?    The 
Under  Secretary  gave  no  answer.    It 
appeared  that  those  admirable  adminie- 
trators,  who  were  to  set  an  example  of 
model  farming  to  Asia  Minor,  had  not 
sent  home  any  accounts,    the   reason 
being  that  the  juice  of  the  orange  had 
been  given  to  someone  else,  while  these 
unfortunate  officials  had  been  left  to  do 
what  they  could  with  the  rind.    Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  been  in  sach 
a  hurry  to  acquire  Cyprus  that  thej 
were  willing  to  give  any  price  for  it— to 
pay  away  its  whole  available  income. 
And  why  ?    Because  they  signed  a  sort 
of  Salisbury-SchouvalQff  Meinoi«]idai&* 
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Thej  bought  a  pig  in  a  poke,  and  wlien 
they  opened  the  poke  they  found 
a  yexy  bad  pig  inaeed.  What  was 
the  end  of  it  all?  They  had  this 
wretched  Yote,  which  seemed  to  him 
nothing  less  than  the  catastrophe  of  a 
diplomatic  fetrce.  Last  October,  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  assured  the 
people  of  Birmingham  that  he  had  a 
pocketful  of  statistics  about  Oyprus,  and 
that  he  was  going  to  give  us  a  Oyprus 
Budget ;  but  the  Under  Secretary  now 
said  that  he  had  got  no  materials.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  spoke  to 
the  people  of  Birmingham  of  the  ''Be- 
tums  which  were  made  out  of  the  es- 
timated Beyenue  of  Oyprus."  Where 
were  these  statistics  and  Betums  ?  [Mr. 
BoTTBKB :  I  stated  them.]  Stated  them ! 
That  was  not  the  way  to  make  a  Betum. 
The  statements  of  the  Under  Secretary 
had  been  most  cautious,  reserved,  and, 
as  regarded  that  night  at  least,  ambi- 
guous ;  but  the  House  wanted  the  statis- 
tics and  Betums  which  the  Ohancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  quoted  last  October.  If 
there  were  such  Betums  they  ought  to 
be  brought  forward  to  show  the  solvency 
of  the  Island.  The  Prime  Minister, 
speaking  at  the  Mansion  House,  said — 

*'  Perhaps  it  will  not  be  nninterestiiig  to  the 
dtizens  of  London  to  learn  that  Cyprus  will  be 
no  burden  to  the  people  of  this  country." 

But  the  poor  citizens  of  London  would 
learn  a  different  fact  when  this  Vote 
was  brought  before  them.  There  was  a 
great  deal  of  that  sort  of  '*  bunkum  " 
going  on  about  July  last  year ;  and  the 
Prime  Minister  added  that  the  Bevenues 
of  the  Island  would  not  only  pay  the 
Sultan,  but  would  also  defray  the  cost 
of  its  civil  government.  Well,  either 
Oyprus  did  not  pay  for  its  civil  govem- 
ment,  as  the  !rrime  Minister  said  it 
would,  or  this  Vote  ought  to  be  in  the 
Military  Estimates,  l^at  was  the  di- 
lemma. This  was  a  military  Vote.  [Mr. 
Balfottb  :  A  quad-mWitBoj  Vote.]  The 
Under  Secretary  had  said  that  some- 
thing was  "  almost  a  quibble."  Well, 
he  would  not  call  what  his  hon.  Friend 
had  said  ''  almost  a  quibble,"  but  a 
fikMf-quibble.  What  was  the  view  of 
the  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  who 
was  the  guardian  of  the  finances  of  the 
country,  of  this  "j'«fl#f -military  Vote?" 
Ought  it  to  be  in  the  Military  Estimates, 
or  the  ^tMM^Military  Estimates  ;  and 
when  wotdd  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man   produce    his    ^imm«- Supplemen- 


tary Estimates?  He  should  be  ex- 
tremely curious  to  know  what  was  the 
view  taken  by  the  Ohancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer of  this  ^tta«f-military  Vote. 
There  had  been  no  information  on  the 
subject  which  had  not  been  dragged  out 
of  the  Gt>vemment  with  the  greatest 
possible  difficulty;  and  he  thought  it  im- 
possible for  the  House  of  Oommons  to 
vote  money  for  this  new  settlement 
under  the  circumstances,  after  the  as- 
surance of  the  Prime  Minister  and  the 
Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  nothing 
would  be  required  for  its  maintenance. 
He  was  glad  the  matter  had  been  brought 
forward  in  that  form,  because  he  did 
not  believe  there  was  anything  which 
was  more  likely  to  enlighten  the  people 
of  this  country  as  to  what  the  character 
of  the  transaction  had  been  from  first 
to  last.  The  Government  had  split  the 
amount  they  now  required,  first  into 
one  thing  and  then  into  another,  and 
when  they  were  asked  to  say  what  was 
the  financial  position  of  the  Island  they 
said  they  had  no  Beports  and  could  give 
no  information.  Either  this  was  a  mili- 
tary body  or  it  was  not.  If  it  was  a 
military  body  it  should  have  been  raised 
in  a  proper  manner;  and  if  not,  the 
Government  should  show  that  it  was  a 
civil  force.  It  seemed  to  him  that  it 
had  been  a  ^tta«»-military  affair  frova  the 
beginning,  and  had  never  any  substance 
in  it.  It  was  meant  to  throw  dust  in 
the  eyes  of  the  country,  and  would  come 
to  grief,  just  like  the  Anglo-Turkish 
Convention  on  to  which  it  was  tacked. 

The  OHANOELLOB  of  the  EXOHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  could  not  help  remark- 
ing that  the  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  Oxford  was  chargeable 
with  one  very  monstrous  vice — he  meant 
the  vice  of  ingratitude.  The  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  was  really  more  un- 
grateful to  the  Island  of  Oyprus  than 
he  could  have  conceived  possible,  for 
that  Island  had  furnished  the  hon.  and 
learned  Gentleman  during  the  last  12 
months  with  all  sorts  of  excuses  for 
making  grand  speeches  and  for  saying 
good  sayings.  The  hon.  and  leamed 
Gentleman  ought  really  to  be  very  grate- 
ful to  the  Island  of  Cyprus,  for,  in  his 
speeches,  he  had  prophesied  all  sorts  of 
misfortunes  and  failures ;  but  the  fulures 
had  ended  in  the  failure  of  his  pre- 
dictions. Probably,  the  hon.  and  leamed 
Gentleman  might  keep  it  up  a  litUe 
while  longer  by  great  force  of  ingenuity 
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and  a  grand  selection  of  words;  but  he 
thought  that  those  who  laughed  the  last 
would  probably  laugh  the  longest.  The 
last  failure  which  he  seemed  to  cling  to 
was  the  supposed  failure  of  sometning 
that  had  been  said  about  the  Island  of 
Cyprus;  but  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer),  on  the  part  of  the  Qoyem- 
ment,  was  quite  prepared  to  appeal  to 
the  not  yery  distant  future  as  to  the 
working  of  the  experiment  which  was 
being  tried  in  the  Island  of  Cyprus. 
Hon.  Members  had  wandered  so  far 
from  the  original  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member forBeading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
that  it  was  desirable  to  recall  their  at- 
tention to  it.  Upon  that  Motion  there 
had  been  founded  a  series  of  discussions 
upon  almost  every  possible  subject  in 
connection  with  Cjrprus.  Heference  had 
been  made  to  a  speech  delivered  by  him 
at  Birmingham  last  October.  What  he 
then  said  was  to  the  effect  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  accounts  received  from  those 
who  were  inquiring  into  the  Bevenues  of 
Cyprus,  the  Qovemment  gathered  that 
the  civil  administration  of  the  Island 
would  be  without  cost  to  this  country, 
though  he  did  put  in  a  word  of  caution, 
and  remarked  that,  possibly,  in  the  first 
year,  some  expense  might  be  thrown 
upon  us.  Hon.  Members  were  well 
aware  that  the  original  idea  of  the  (Go- 
vernment, in  entering  into  the  airange- 
mente  for  the  occupation  of  Cyprus, 
was  that  we  should  have  a  position 
which  would  be  important  as  a  military 
and  naval  position,  and  as  a  place  of 
arms,  and  which  would  be  of  great  im- 
portance in  that  part  of  the  Levant, 
because  it  would  enable  us  to  fulfil 
obligations  that  we  had  entered  into  on 
behalf  of  the  country  with  regard  to 
Asia  Minor.  We  did  not  propose,  in 
the  step  we  were  taking,  to  injure  or 
detract  in  any  way  from  the  advantages 
which  the  Sultan  derived  from  the 
Island.  We  held  that  it  would  h^  pos- 
sible for  us  to  undertake  to  make  a 
bargain  by  which  we  coidd  leave  the 
Sultan  in  as  good  a  position  as  he  pre- 
viously occupied  in  regard  to  the  re- 
venues from.  Cyprus ;  while  we  under- 
took to  maintem  the  government  of  the 
Island,  without  any  expense  to  this 
oount^,  out  of  the  revenues  to  be  fairly 
extracted  from  the  people  of  Cyprus. 
Of  course,  if  we  were  to  make  use  of 
Chorus  for  puxposes  of  our  own  as  a 
piaoe  of  anna,  uiat  would  involve 
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tary  expenditure  altogether  outside  of  the 
administration  of  C^rus  itself.  One 
of  the  first  steps  the  Government  took 
was  to  send  out  to  Cyprus  a  gentleman 
of  considerable  financial  ability  to  re- 
port upon  the  financial  condition  of  the 
Island.  That  gentleman  sent  home  a 
preliminary  Report,  from,  which  he  took 
the  fimres  that  were  given  in  the  speech 
that  had  been  referred  to.  Speaking 
from  memory,  they  had  from  that  gen- 
tleman a  statement  that  they  might  ex- 
pect from,  one  source  so  much  revenue, 
and  from  another  source  so  much ;  that 
the  expenditure  for  purely  dvil  pur- 
poses woidd  be  a  certain  other  amount; 
that  the  surplus  would  be  the  sum  to  be 
paid  to  the  Porte;  and  it  appeared  that 
by  better  administration,  by  taking  caie 
that  the  revenue  levied  from  the  tax- 
payer shoidd  find  ite  way  into  the  Trea- 
sury, and  remain  in  the  hands  of  mid- 
dlemen, they  would  be  able  to  defiray 
the  cost  of  the  civil  administration,  and 
still  to  pay  the  tribute  due  to  the  Porta. 
He  had  himself  been  a  little  sceptical,  and 
for  that  he  had  been  thought  to  take  a 
rather  gloomv  view ;  he  had  been  a 
little  sceptical  as  to  the  first  year,  sap- 
posing  that  there  might  then  be  a  diffi- 
ctdty  in  making  ends  meet  in  regard  to 
the  civil  administration.  But  as  to  the 
military  expenditure,  that,  of  course, 
was  put  in  quite  a  different  categoiy. 
They  were  occupying  Cyprus  for  their 
own  purpose,  which  was  a  military  pnr- 
pose,  and  they  thought  it  was  right  that 
they  should  defray  out  of  the  Expendi- 
ture of  this  country  the  charge  for 
maintaining  a  proper  military  force  in 
Cyprus.  Therefore,  in  his  stetoment, 
and  in  those  of  the  Prime  Minister  and 
others,  there  was  always  an  exception 
made  as  to  the  militery  expenditure  in 
the  prospect  they  held  out  of  Cyprus 
paying  its  own  way.  Then  they  came  to 
the  question  of  what  the  military  expen- 
diture was  to  be.  His  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  informed  them  what  would  be  the 
estebHshment  which  he  contemplated 
maintaining  there ;  but  when  the  matter 
came  to  be  more  carefully  considered 
it  appeared  that  it  would  not  be  neces- 
sary or  advisable  that  that  amount  of 
English  force  should  be  kept  in  Cypros 
in  present  circumstences.  But,  inas- 
much as  thatforce  would  havedisdiarged 
various  duties  of  a  military  oharaoter,  of 
oourse,  some  i«oviaionhad  to  be  made  for 
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the  performance  of  those  duties.  Aooord- 
iiiffly,  ithadbeen  inoontemplatioii  to  have 
a  roroe  which  would  have  been  called  the 
03rprus  pioneers.    That  stood  upon  the 
iEiStimates  for  some  time.    He  need  not 
now  go  into  the  droumstances  in  which 
it  was  found  that  that  would  not  have 
been  the  proper  or  a  legal  step  to  take ; 
but  another  arrangement  was  made  which 
brought  the  matter  into  the  form  in 
-which  it  now  appeared  on  the  Estimate. 
Whether  thejr  called  it  civil  or  military 
expenditure,  it  was  expenditure  incurred 
in  consequence  of  the  withdrawal  of  the 
troops  which  it  was  originally  intended 
to  keep  in  the  Island,  and  which  would 
have  relieved  them  from  the  necessity  of 
employing  this    force  there,   whatever 
name  they  pleased  to  give  it.    They 
were  asked  to  say  what  was  the  precise 
financial  position    of   Cyprus    at   this 
moment,  and  why  they  did  not  produce 
the  accounts  which  had  been  rendered. 
He  was  not  sure  how  the  matter  stood 
as  to  the  sending  home  of  those  accounts. 
He  knew  that  they  had  been  asked  for, 
and  that  they  were  very  anxious  to  see 
them  at  the  Treasury;  but  he  knew, 
also,  that  there  had  been  a  good  deal  of 
difficulty  as  to  the  negotiation.    The 
nature  of  the  bargain  was  necessarily 
one  involving  some  delay.    They  wore 
to  pay  the  Porte  the  average  surplus  of 
the  Bevenue  of  Cyprus  over  its  Expendi- 
ture in  past  years.    That  seemed,   at 
first  sight,  a  very  simple  thing  to  ascer- 
tain ;  but  when  they  came  to  deal  with 
a  country  like  Cyprus,  and  with  a  system 
such  as  had  prevailed  there  of  late  years, 
it  was  not  so  easy  to  get  at  the  exact 
sum.     It  cotdd  not  be  furnished  by  re- 
turn of  post.    They  had  to  go  into  a 
number  of   questions,   some  of  which 
were  very  complicated.    They  had  to 
ascertain  in  what  mode  the  remittances 
were  made ;  to  verify'  the  nature  of  those 
remittances ;  learn  tne  currency  in  which 
they  were  made,  and  the  rate  at  which 
the  payments  to  the  Porte  were  fixed. 
It  was  easy  to  say  that  such  and  such  a 
service  cost  10,000  piastres;    but  how 
were  they  to  ascertain  what  a  piastre 
was — whether  it  was  in  coin  or  in  paper ; 
whether  it  was  to  be  reckoned  at  one 
rate  of  exchange  or  at  another?    All 
those  things  took  time  to  adjust;  and 
when  they  had  to  deal  with  Orientals  in 
those  matters  they  could  not  proceed 
with  the  same  rapidity  as  when  the 
Treasuiy  dealt  with  the  Admiralty  or 


the  War  Office.  Even  in  transactions 
between  the  Treasury  and  the  Indian 
Government  considerable  time  elapsed 
before  they  got  at  the  exact  state  of  the 
accounts.  Ajid  when  they  had  to  go 
into  a  settlement  between  the  British 
Government  administering  a  Turkish 
dependency  on  British  principles  and 
the  Turkisn  Government,  the  number  of 
questions  they  had  to  solve  took  more 
time  than  one  might  be  apt  at  first  to 
suppose.  They  had,  therefore,  a  right 
to  appeal  to  the  consideration  of  Par* 
liament  and  of  the  country  in  the  whole 
of  those  matters  in  relation  to  the  im- 
provement and  the  reform  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  Oriental  countries.  Why, 
what  was  the  theory  on  which  they  were 
proceeding  ?  That  theory  was,  that  there 
existed  great  abuses  of  long  standiuff, 
thorougUy  ingrained  and  very  difficult 
to  unravel,  and  that  they  desired  to  get 
rid  of  those  abuses  and  to  introduce  a 
better  system.  If  they  wanted  to  intro- 
duce radical  reforms  they  must  eo 
patiently  into  those  questions ;  and  the 
very  fact  that  there  were  so  many  of 
those  abuses  to  be  corrected  proved  the 
difficulty  of  the  work  they  had  under- 
taken, and  also  indicated  the  great  ad*- 
vantage  that  would  be  derived  from  its 
accomplishment.  He  ventured  to  say 
that  when  they  looked  at  Cyprus  some 
few  years  hence  they  would  find  that  a 
great  and  good  wprk  had  been  done  in 
the  early  years  of  their  administration. 
He  said  that  those  who  had  been  ad- 
ministering the  Island  during  the  last 
12  months  had  done  a  work  which  would 
bear  comparison  with  the  achievements 
of  many  founders  of  States  and  legisla- 
tors in  bringing  about  g^at  reforms. 
It  was  not  because  they  might  pick  a 
hole  here,  or  another  there,  or  because 
they  might  receive  a  letter  from  some 
discontented  person  who  might  have  had 
an  interest  in  the  retention  of  the  old 
system,  and  who  cried  out  at  what  was 
being  done — it  was  not  because  of  such 
things  that  they  were  to  condemn  their 
own  Government,  which,  amid  many 
difficidties  and  all  sorts  of  misapprehen- 
sions, was  endeavouring  to  correct  those 
evils.  It  had  been  said,  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  that  it  was  a  condemnation 
of  their  system  of  Native  police  that 
they  had  to  punish  and  imprison  five  or 
six  zaptiehs  and  bring  them  into  order. 
Whv,  the  case  always  made  against  the 
Turkish  Government  was  that  the  zap- 
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and  a  grand  selection  of  words;  but  he 
thought  that  those  who  laughed  the  last 
would  probably  laugh  the  longest.  The 
last  failure  which  he  seemed  to  cling  to 
was  the  supposed  failure  of  something 
that  had  been  said  about  the  Island  of 
Cyprus ;  but  he  (the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer),  on  the  part  of  the  Govern- 
ment, was  quite  prepared  to  appeal  to 
the  not  very  distant  future  as  to  the 
working  of  the  experiment  which  was 
being  tried  in  the  Island  of  Cyprus. 
Hon.  Members  had  wandered  so  far 
&om  the  original  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
that  it  was  desirable  to  recall  their  at- 
tention to  it.  Upon  that  Motion  there 
had  been  founded  a  series  of  discussions 
upon  almost  every  possible  subject  in 
connection  with  Cyprus.  Reference  had 
been  made  to  a  speech  delivered  by  him 
at  Birmingham  last  October.  What  he 
then  said  was  to  the  effect  that,  accord- 
ing to  the  accounts  received  from  those 
who  were  inquiring  into  the  Revenues  of 
Cyprus,  the  Government  gathered  that 
the  civil  administration  of  the  Island 
would  be  without  cost  to  this  country, 
though  he  did  put  in  a  word  of  caution, 
and  remarked  that,  possibly,  in  the  first 
year,  some  expense  might  bo  thrown 
upon  us.  Hon.  Members  were  well 
aware  that  the  original  idea  of  the  Go- 
vernment, in  entering  into  the  arrange- 
ments for  the  occupation  of  Cyprus, 
was  that  we  should  have  a  position 
which  would  be  important  as  a  military 
and  naval  position,  and  as  a  place  of 
arms,  and  which  would  be  of  great  im- 

Eortance  in  that  part  of  the  Levant, 
ecause  it  would  enable  us  to  fulfil 
obligations  that  we  had  entered  into  on 
behalf  of  the  country  with  regard  to 
Asia  Minor.  We  did  not  propose,  in 
the  step  we  were  taking,  to  injure  or 
detract  in  any  way  from  the  advantages 
which  the  Sultan  derived  from  the 
Island.  We  held  that  it  would  h^  pos- 
sible for  UB  to  undertake  to  make  a 
bargain  by  which  we  could  leave  the 
Sultan  in  as  good  a  position  as  ho  pre- 
viously occupied  in  regard  to  the  re- 
venues from  Cyprus ;  while  we  under- 
took to  maintain  the  government  of  the 
Island,  without  any  expense  to  this 
country,  out  of  the  revenues  to  be  fairly 
extracted  from  the  people  of  Cyprus. 
Of  course,  if  we  were  to  make  use  of 
Cyprus  for  purposes  of  our  own  as  a 
place  of  armS|  tkat  "woTikBL  m^voVv^  im^- 
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tary  expenditure  altogether  outside  of  the 
administration  of  Cyprus  itself.     One 
of  the  first  steps  the  Gt>vemment  took 
was  to  send  out  to  Cyprus  a  gentleman 
of  considerable  financial  ability  to  re- 
port upon  the  financial  condition  of  tlM 
Island.     That  gentleman  sent  home  a 
preliminary  Report,  from  which  he  took 
the  fibres  that  were  given  in  the  speech 
that  had  been  referred  to.     Speaking 
from  memory,  they  had  from  that  gen- 
tleman a  statement  that  they  might  ex- 
pect from  one  source  so  much  rerenne^ 
and  from  another  source  so  much ;  that 
the  expenditure  for  purely  civil  par- 
poses  would  be  a  certcun  other  amoont; 
that  the  suiplus  would  be  the  sum  to  be 
paid  to  the  Porte;  and  it  appeared  that 
oy  better  administration,  by  taking  care 
that  the  revenue  levied  from  the  tax- 
payer should  find  its  way  into  the  Trea- 
sury, and  remain  in  the  hands  of  nud- 
dlemen,  they  would  be  able  to  deinj 
the  cost  of  the  civil  administration,  and 
still  to  pay  the  tribute  due  to  the  Porta 
He  had  himself  been  a  little  sceptical,  and 
for  that  he  had  been  thought  to  take  a 
rather  gloomy  view ;   he  had  been  a 
little  sceptical  as  to  the  first  year,  sop- 
posing  that  there  might  then  be  a  diffi- 
culty in  making  ends  meet  in  regard  to 
the  civil  administration.     But  as  to  the 
military  expenditure,   that,   of  oonrse, 
was  put  in  quite  a  diff(N«nt  categoiy. 
They  were  occupying  Cyprus  for  their 
own  purpose,  wuich  was  a  nulitaiy  pa^ 
pose,  and  they  thought  it  was  right  that 
they  should  defray  out  of  the  Expendi- 
ture of  this    country   the  charge  for 
maintaining  a  proper  military  force  in 
Cyprus.     Therefore,  in  his  statement, 
and  in  those  of  the  Prime  MinistOT  and 
others,  there  was  always  an  exception 
made  as  to  the  military  expenditure  in 
the  prospect  they  held  out  of  Cypni 
paying  its  own  way.    Then  they  came  to 
the  question  of  what  the  military  expen- 
diture was  to  be.    His  right  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  informed  them  what  would  be  tke 
establishment  which  he  contemplated 
maintaining  there ;  bat  when  the  matter 
came  to  be  more  carefully  ooniidered 
it  appeared  that  it  would  not  be  necee- 
sary  or  advisable  that  that  amonnt  of 
English  force  should  be  kept  in  Cypni 
in  present  circumstances.     But,  inaa- 
much  as  that  force  would  have  discharged 

various  duties  of  a  military  character,  of 
^^Tssia^ttome  ^^roriflionluid  to  be  made  for 
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the  performance  of  those  duties.  Accord- 
ixiffly,  it  had  been  in  contemplation  to  have 
a  rorce  which  would  have  been  called  the 
QsrpruB  pioneers.    That  stood  upon  the 
Estimates  for  some  time.     He  need  not 
now  go  into  the  circumstances  in  which 
it  was  found  that  that  would  not  have 
been  the  proper  or  a  legal  step  to  take ; 
but  another  arrangement  was  made  which 
brought  the  matter  into  the  form  in 
which  it  now  appeared  on  the  Estimate. 
Whether  they  called  it  civil  or  military 
expenditure,  it  was  expenditure  incurred 
in  consequence  of  the  withdrawal  of  the 
troops  which  it  was  originally  intended 
to  keep  in  the  Island,  and  which  would 
have  relieved  them  from  the  necessity  of 
employing  this    force  there,   whatever 
name  they  pleased  to  g^ve  it.    They 
were  asked  to  say  what  was  the  precise 
financial  position    of   Cyprus    at    this 
moment,  and  why  they  did  not  produce 
the  accounts  which  had  been  rendered. 
He  was  not  sure  how  the  matter  stood 
as  to  the  sending  home  of  those  accounts. 
He  knew  that  they  had  been  asked  for, 
and  that  they  were  very  anxious  to  see 
them  at  the  Treasury;   but  he  knew, 
iko,  that  there  had  been  a  good  deal  of 
difficulty  as  to  the  negotiation.     The 
nature  of  the  bargain  was  necessarily 
one  involving  some  delay.    They  were 
to  pay  the  Porte  the  average  surplus  of 
the  Revenue  of  Cyprus  over  its  Expendi- 
tore  in  past  years.     That  seemed,   at 
first  sight,  a  very  simple  thing  to  ascer- 
tain ;  but  when  they  came  to  deal  with 
a  country  like  Cyprus,  and  with  a  system 
moh  as  had  prevailed  there  of  late  years, 
it  was  not  so  easy  to  get  at  the  exact 
nm.    It  could  not  be  furnished  by  ro- 
torn  of  post.     They  had  to  go  into  a 
Bomber  of   questions,   some  of  which 
vere  very  complicated.    They  had  to 
tsoertain  in  what  mode  the  remittances 
▼ere  made ;  to  verifv  the  nature  of  those 
remittances ;  learn  the  currency  in  which 
they  were  made,  and  the  rate  at  which 
the  payments  to  the  Porte  were  fixed. 
It  was  easy  to  say  that  such  and  such  a 
service  cost  10,000  piastres;    but   how 
were  they  to  ascertain  what  a  piastre 
was — whether  it  was  in  coin  or  in  paper ; 
whether  it  was  to  be  reckoned  at  one 
rate  of  exchange  or  at  another?    All 
those  things  took  time  to  adjust;  and 
when  they  had  to  deal  with  Orientals  in 
those  matters   they  could  not  proceed 
with  the  same  rapidity  as  when  the 
Treasoiy  dealt  with  the  Admiralty  or 


the  War  Office.    Even  in  transactions 
between  the  Treasury  and  the  Indian 
Government  considerable  time  elapsed 
before  they  got  at  the  exact  state  of  the 
accounts.    And  when  they  had  to  go 
into  a  settlement  between  the  British 
Government  administering   a    Turkish 
dependency  on  British  principles  and 
the  Turkish  Government,  the  number  of 
questions  they  had  to  solve  took  more 
time  than  one  might  be  apt  at  first  to 
suppose.     They  had,  therefore,  a  right 
to  appeal  to  the  consideration  of  Par- 
liament and  of  the  country  in  the  whole 
of  those  matters  in  relation  to  the  im- 
provement and  the  reform  of  the  ad- 
ministration of  Oriental  countries.  Why, 
what  was  the  theory  on  which  they  were 
proceeding  ?  That  theory  was,  that  there 
existed  great  abuses  of  long  standinff, 
thoroughly  ingrained  and  very  difficult 
to  unravel,  and  that  they  desired  to  got 
rid  of  those  abuses  and  to  introduce  a 
better  system.     If  they  wanted  to  intro- 
duce radical    reforms    they    must    go 
patiently  into  those  questions ;  and  tne 
very  fact  that  there  were  so  many  of 
those  abuses  to  be  corrected  proved  the 
difficulty  of  the  work  they  had  under- 
taken, and  also  indicated  the  great  ad- 
vantage that  would  be  derived  from  its 
accomplislmient.     He  ventured  to  say 
that  when  they  looked  at  Cyprus  some 
few  years  hence  they  would  find  that  a 
groat  and  good  work  had  been  done  in 
the  early  years  of  their  administration. 
He  said  that  those  who  had  been  ad- 
ministering the  Island  during  the  last 
1 2  months  had  done  a  work  which  would 
bear  comparison  with  the  achievements 
of  many  founders  of  States  and  legisla- 
tors in  bringing  about  great  reforms. 
It  was  not  because  they  might  pick  a 
hole  hero,  or  another  there,  or  because 
they  might  receive  a  letter  from  some 
discontented  person  who  might  have  had 
an  interest  in  the  retention  of  the  old 
system,  and  who  cried  out  at  what  was 
being  done — it  was  not  because  of  such 
things  that  they  were  to  condemn  their 
own  Government,   which,   amid  many 
difficulties  and  all  sorts  of  misapprehen- 
sions, was  endeavouring  to  correct  those 
evils.    It  had  been  said,  in  the  course  of 
the  debate,  that  it  was  a  condemnation 
of  their  system  of  Native  police  that 
they  had  to  punish  and  imprison  five  or 
six  zaptiehs  and  bring  them  into  order. 
Why,  the  case  always  mad^  «L^vci%X.NXi^ 
TurKish  GbveTnmenl  ^ba  >i\\«LX.  ^^i^  vtf 
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curious  one.  The  position  of  that  city 
had  undergone  a  complete  change  within 
the  last  few  years.  The  main  political 
influence  of  Europe,  which  at  one  time 
was  centered  there,  was  now  centred  in 
Berlin  ;  yet  we  continued  to  keep  up  in 
Paris  an  Embassy  at  an  enormous  ex- 
pense, instead  of  reducing  the  charge  to 
the  amount  which  we  expended  on  our 
Embassy  at  a  Court  where  the  political 
influence  was  at  least  equal,  if  not  much 
greater.  He  might  also  take  the  case  of 
Constantinople  in  support  of  the  view 
which  he  desired  to  impress  on  the  Com- 
mittee. The  politiccd  character  and 
power  of  the  Porte  had  recently  under- 
gone a  very  great  change  indeed.  No 
one  would,  for  a  moment,  arrae  that 
the  position  of  the  present  Sultan  had 
not  been  greatly  impaired  as  compared 
with  that  which  was  occupied  by  his 
Predecessors  on  the  Ottoman  Throne. 
Yet  we  still  maintained  at  Constantinople 
an  enormous  Embassy.  It  was,  perhaps, 
the  most  expensive  of  all  our  Embassies. 
He  found  that  our  Ambassador  in 
Turkey  received  a  salary  of  £8,000  a- 
year,  and  that  he  occupied  a  palace  of 
great  magnificence.  He  was  aided  in 
the  discharge  of  his  duties  by  a  principal 
Secretary  of  Embassy,  who  had  a  salary 
of  £  900  a-year .  There  were,  besides,  three 
second  Secretaries  of  Embassy,  a  third 
Secretary,  a  physician,  a  chaplain,  and 
a  number  of  other  officials.  Then  there 
were  miscellaneous  expenses  which  had 
to  be  provided  for,  and  the  result  was 
that  the  amount  expended  on  the  Em- 
bassy at  Constantinople  exceeded,  if  he 
was  not  mistaken,  the  charge  borne  on 
the  Estimates  in  connection  with  any 
Embassy  in  Europe.  Now,  he  had 
some  years  ago  induced  the  House  to 
appoint  a  Committee  before  which  the 
whole  question  of  our  diplomatic  ex- 
penditure was  brought;  and  he  was 
quite  prepared  to  believe  that  that  Com- 
mittee had  done  a  certain  amount  of 
useful  work.  He  could  not,  at  the  same 
time,  say  that  the  expenditure  on  ac- 
count of  the  Diplomatic  Service  had 
been  reduced.  We  paid  our  Ministers 
abroad  salaries  far  larger  than  those 
which  were  paid  to  their  Ministers  by 
any  other  country  in  the  world ;  and  he 
was  strongly  of  opinion  that  the  time 
must  soon  arrive  when  another  review 
must  be  taken  of  the  scale  of  our  ex- 
penditure for  the  Diplomatic  Service, 
and  when  the  question  must  be  oonsi- 

Mr,  Rylands 


dered  how  far  the  great  changes  which 
had  taken  place  in  Europe  rendered  it 
the  duty  of  the  Qovemment  to  reduce 
the  charges  on  account  of  our  Embassies 
and  Missions  abroad.  A  considerable  re- 
duction might,  he  felt  satiafled,  be  xnide 
in  many  cases  with  advantage;  while, 
in  other  cases,  no  doubt,  it  might  be 
found  that  the  present  establishmentBdid 
not  go  beyond  what  was  expedient  and 
desirable.  But  although,  on  examinint 
the  Vote,  he  was  by  no  means  Batii6ed 
with  its  general  character  or  the  total 
expenditure  on  the  Diplomatic  Serrioe, 
he  did  not  think  it  was  necessary,  or  that 
it  would  be  advantageous,  to  chall8n|e 
a  Division  upon  it  at  that  moment.  He 
could  not  ignore  the  fact  that  this  wai  a 
moribund  Parliament,  and  he  did  not 
think  it  would  be  well  to  have  questiooi 
such  as  those  to  which  he  had  been  re* 
ferring  investigated  now  that  the  present 
House  of  Commons  was  so  near  tiie  end 
of  its  existence.  He  could  have  no  ei- 
pectation,  at  all  events,  that  the  pressat 
House  would  enter  upon  the  subject  la 
the  spirit  of  reform  and  economy.  He 
could  only  hope  that  the  next  Honaeef 
Commons  would  contain  a  larger  nomiNr 
of  economists,  from  whom  a  Motion  for 
the  reduction  of  our  Expenditure  woaU 
receive  a  more  favourable  reception  titf 
could  now  be  expected  from  it. 

Mb.  BOUEKE  said,  that  the  £act  rf 
the  matter  was,  as  the  hon.  G^ntlemaa 
who  had  just  sat  down  must  be  awaie, 
that  although  the  Vote  might  look  lane 
upon  paper  it  had  been  found  impoaable 
to  reduce  it.  The  Diplomatic  Serrioe, 
as  a  whole,  was  badlv  paid;  and  he  did 
not  think  that  any  Government,  taking 
into  account  the  duties  which  had  to  he 
performed,  and  having  due  regard  to  the 
interests  of  the  coun^,  could  say  that 
our  Hepresentatives  at  foreign  canitals 
should  not  be  liberally  remuneratea  and 
enabled  to  maintain  a  position  of  he- 
coming  dignity. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  asked  for  an  ex- 
planation of  the  item  of  £3,000  for  p>- 
vi<|ing  a  new  steamer  on  the  Biver 
Tigris.  The  item  was  one,  he  thought 
which  ouffht  to  come  under  the  head  of 
the  Consular  Expenditure,  as  the  mattn 
was  connected  with  the  duties  which 
were  discharged  by  our  Consul  Geneitl 
at  Bagdad. 

Mb.  BOUBKE  said,  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  was  probably  a  better  autho- 
rity than  himself  on  the  queatioa  of 
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whether  the  item  should  be  placed  in 
the  Consular  or  Diplomatic  Vote,  but  the 
point  was  one  of  only  minor  importance. 
As  to  the  steamer  on  the  Tigris,  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  aware  that  we  had 
had  a  ship  on  that  river  for  many  years. 
The  old  vessel  had  become  worn  out, 
and  it.  was  anxiously  desired  by  the 
Indian  Goyemment  that  she  should  be 
replaced.  Her  Majesty's  Gbvemment, 
after  carefully  considering  the  com- 
munications which  they  had  received  on 
the  subject,  thought  it  their  duty  to 
insert  in  tiie  Estimates  the  sum  of 
£3,000  as  a  contribution  to  the  building 
of  a  new  ship ;  but  that  was  not  to  be  an 
annual  Yote. 

Yote  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £184,597  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Consular  Services. 

Sra  CHABLES  W.  DILEE  said,  he 
found  no  mention  made  in  the  Estimates 
of  a  salary  for  a  Consul  at  Fhilippopolis. 
There  was  an  item  for  the  salaxy  of  a 
Vice  Consul ;  but  that  was  an  old  item. 
The  salaries  of  some  of  the  new  Consuls 
were  given,  but  not  those  of  all  of  them. 
Was  it  proposed  to  have  a  Supple- 
mentary Vote  ? 

Mb.  BOUBEE  said  he  had  stated 
eome  time  affo,  in  answer  to  a  question 
whidi  had  been  put  to  him  in  the 
House,  that  several  new  Consuls  had 
been  appointed,  and  he  thought  the 
provision  made  for  their  salaries  in  the 
Estimates  would  be  sufficient,  without 
having  recourse  to  a  Supplementary 
Yote.  It  woidd,  of  course,  oe  the  duty 
of  the  Government  to  propose  a  Supple- 
mentary Yote,  if  necessary. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  reminded  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs 
that  a  Betum  had  been  promised  with 
regard  to  the  Anatolian  Consuls  before 
the  Estimates  were  made ;  but  that  no 
such  Betum  had  been  laid  upon  the  Table 
of  the  House.  Looking  at  the  multi- 
farious duties  of  the  Foreign  Office,  he 
woi]dd  be  the  last  to  blame  the  hon. 
Gentleman  for  this ;  but  thought  it  was 
onLy  right  that  the  House  of  Commons 
should  have  placed  before  it,  before  the 
end  of  the  Session,  a  Paper  showing  the 
changes  which  had  taken  place  in  the 
Asiatic  Consulates  as  a  result  of  the 
Treaty  of  Berlin. 

Mb.  BOUBKE  promised  that  a  Paper 
should  be  laid  upon  the  Table.  The 
Government  were  rather  anzioni  that 


the  spheres  of  the  Consuls  in  the  districts 
referred  to  should  from  time  to  time  be 
changeable. 

Sir  JULIAN  G0LD8MID  said,  it  was 
not  satisfactoiT  that  the  House  should 
vote  money  lor  Consulates,  such  as 
Bosnia  and  Cyprus,  which  had  been 
abolished,  in  order  to  apply  it  to  others 
the  Government  proposed  to  establish, 
with  regard  to  which  the  House  had  no 
information. 

Sib  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said, 
several  Consular  appointments  had  been 
made  to  Anatolia  and  Boumania  which 
had  not  been  gazetted.  He  complained 
that  the  Committee  should  be  called 
upon  to  vote  money  for  Consxdates  that 
did  not  exist,  and  no  money  for  those 
which  were  in  existence.  He  trusted 
the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Secretary 
would  furnish  the  Committee  with  the 
best  information  in  his  power  with  re- 
ference to  the  salaries  proposed  to  be 
given  to  the  Consuls  in  Anatolia  and 
Boumania  and  Paphos  in  general  terms, 
and  would  also  state  who  were  the 
Consuls  proposed  to  be  appointed  to  these 
districts. 

Mb.  BOUBKE  believed  that  two  of 
the  Consuls  in  Anatolia  would  receive 
salaries  of  £800  and  £900,  and  the 
others  £400  and  £600  a-year. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  had  to  call  the  at- 
tention of  the  hon.  Gentleman  to  another 
part  of  the  world.  He  had  not  expected 
that  this  Yote  would  come  on  that 
evening,  and  had  given  Notice  of  a 
Question  which  it  would,  perhaps,  be 
more  convenient  to  ask  now  in  order 
that  the  Under  Secretary  might  have  an 
opportunity  of  making  an  explanation  to 
the  Committee  which  woidd  probably 
be  satisfactory  to  them.  The  case,  which 
was  altogether  a  peculiar  one,  had  re- 
ference to  the  Consul  General  in  Siam. 
He  was  informed  that,  on  a  recent  occa- 
sion, the  King  of  Siam  flogged  one  of  his 
Ministers—^  circumstance,  probably,  of 
very  little  interest  to  the  Members  of 
the  House.  Now,  it  so  happened  that 
this  Minister  of  the  King  married  the 
daughter  of  the  Consul  at  Bankok ;  and 
the  Consul,  feeling  that  British  intoresto 
were  seriously  affected  in  consequence 
of  his  son-in-law,  the  Prime  Minister  of 
the  King  of  Siam,  having  been  flogged, 
immediately  ordered  up  &om  Singapore 
the  Foxhaundf  one  of  Her  Majesty's  gun- 
boats. This  vessel  arrived  and  an<A^d 
off  Bankok  in  order  to  make  some  de- 
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mauds  to  satisfy  the  wounded  honour  of 
Great  Britain.      He  had  put  a  Question 
to  the  Under  Secretary  some  time  ago 
upon  this  subject,  asking  him  whether 
there  was  any  truth  in  the  statement 
which  had  been  made,   and  the  hon. 
Gentleman  said,  in  reply,  that  the  infor- 
mation was  correct,  that  some  difference 
existed  between  the  Consul  General  and 
the  E[ing  of  Siam ;  but  he  did  not  give 
the  House  any  information  as  to  the  par- 
ticular facts.    According  to  the  informa- 
tion which  he  (Mr.  Eylands)  had,  and 
which  he    believed  to  be  correct,  this 
state  of  contention  between  the  Oonsul 
General  and  the  King  continued,  and 
the  Foxhound  was  still  lying  off  Bankok 
to  support  the  Consul  General  for  some 
object  or  other.      He  was  also  informed 
that  the  Oonsul  General  had  marked  his 
serene  displeasure  with  the  conduct  of 
the  King  by  giving  orders  that    the 
officers  of  the  gunboat  should  not  receive 
courtesies  from  the  Siamese  nor  pay  to 
them  any  courtesies  whatever,  and  that 
a  garden  party  having  taken  place  which 
was  visited  by  some  of  the  ship's  officers 
in  undress,  the  Consul  General,  on  hear- 
ing of  it,  issued  a  prohibition  against  the 
officers  visiting  or  inviting  the  Siamese. 
He,  therefore,  wished  to  ask  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  Foreign  Affairs, 
Whether  it  was  a  fact  that  the  son-in-law 
of  the   Consul    General   having    been 
flogged  by  his  master  the  King  of  Siam, 
a  British  gunboat  had  been  sent  up  to 
Bankok,  and  whether  it  was  a  fact  that  a 
considerable  amount  of  ill-feeling  had 
been  caused  by  that  transaction?     In 
his  opinion,  the  Consul  General  had  ex- 
ceeded the  duties  of  his  office,  and  the 
Committee  had  a  right  to  complain  that 
one  of  Her  Majesty's    gunboats    had 
been  used  in  this  matter,  unless  there 
was  some  reason  for  the  act  other  than 
had  appeared. 

Mb.  BOUEKE  could  not  state  whe- 
ther the  circumstances  related  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Burnley  (Mr.  Bylands) 
were  true  or  not,  although  they  were, 
probably,  substantially  correct.  It  was 
correct  to  say  that  the  Consul  General 
did  order  up  a  gunboat ;  but  it  had  since 
left  Bankok.  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  quite  alive  to  the  necessity  of  the 
strictest  investigation  into  the  conduct 
of  the  Consul  General. 

Sir  CHARLES  W.  DILKE  asked 
whether  the  Consul  General  had,  of  his 
own  aooordy  sent  home  any  Report  of  the 
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case  before  an  explanation  was  adnd 
for? 

Mb.  BOITRKE  said,  he  thought  aBi- 
port  had  been  received. 

Vote  agreed  to. 


(4.)  £32,401  to   complete   the 
for  the  Colonies,  Ghrants  in  Aid. 

LoBD  FREDERICK  OAVENDBH 
called  attention  to  the  item,  under  nb* 
head  L.  He  believed  that  Sir  BoOi 
Frereno  longer  held  the  office  ofHv 
Majesty's  High  Commissioner  forSooft 
Africa  and  Govemor-in-Chief  of  flw 
Cape  and  Griqualand  West;  but  flit 
Estimates,  nevertheless,  provided  for  Ul 
salary.  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  having  goM 
out  to  the  Cape  as  High  ConmusiiaMr 
to  the  seat  of  war  and  also  to  Natal,  Kt 
asked  what  effect  would  that  duap 
have  upon  the  Vote  ? 

SibMICHAEL  HICKS-BEACHm4, 
the  office  continued  to  be  held  by  fir 
Bartle  Frere  in  South  Africa,  exo^  m 
to  that  part  which  was  connected  wift 
the  seat  of  war,  where  the  functiom  d 
the  office  were,  of  course,  transfenedto 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley.  Sir  Bartle  fnct 
was  stUl  the  Gt>vemor  and  Hi^h  OoM- 
missioner  of  the  Cape  and  GniliialiDi 
West,  with  respect  to  which  hu  fin^ 
tions  remained,  practically,  what  ^ 
were  before.  The  Vote,  therefart,!^ 
mained  at  the  same  figure  as  formedy. 

Mb.  GOIJRLEY  asked  for  mfomft- 
tion  with  respect  to  the  sum  of  £1,501. 
for  the  government  of  the  small  lilail 
of  Heligoland.  He  also  remarked  tiirf 
the  same  amount  of  £3,000  was  chaigd 
as  formerly  for  the  steamer  on  ^ 
African  coast,  and  thought  that,  insi^ 
much  as  there  was  a  very  large  number 
of  small  steamers  in  connection  with  te 
Admiralty  lying  at  various  places  aoi 
rarely  used,  he  did  not  see  why  one  d 
them  should  not  be  sent  out  to  tiieOoiit 
of  AMca.  He  thought  the  time  lial 
come  when  the  elass  of  vessels  used  oi 
the  Coast  of  Africa  might  be  revised  bj 
the  Admiralty. 

SibMICHAEL  HIOEB-BEAOH  said, 
the  several  places  on  the  Coast  of  Wetf 
Africa  under  the  jurisdiction  of  the 
Government  of  Sierra  Leone  oould  osij 
be  conveniently  reached  from  Sisnt 
Leone  by  sea;  and  it  was,  thersfiMi 
necessary  that  the  Goyemor  should 
have  a  steamer  at  his  disposal,  d 
which  he  made  excellent  use  for  as- 
cending rivers  into  the  interior,  opso- 
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ing  up  those  liyers,  and  establishing 
friendly  relations  with  the  Natives.  The 
Island  of  Heligoland  was,  no  doubt,  a 
small  possession  of  the  Crown;  but  it 
was  a  possession  which,  he  ventured  to 
saj,  this  country  would  not  readily  give 
up,  while  he  was  quite  sure  the  inha- 
bitants of  the  Island  would  be  very  sorry 
to  see  it  given  up.  He  did  not  think 
the  small  sum  annually  voted  in  aid  of 
its  government  could  be  regarded  as  ex- 
cessive. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  thought  the  Com- 
mittee were  entitled  to  information  of  a 
more  definite  character  with  regard  to 
the  salary  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere  than  had 
been  afforded  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. He  asked,  in  the  event  of  Sir 
Bartle  Frere  not  resuming  the  position 
which  he  formerly  held  by  the  end  of 
the  present  year,  whether  his  salary 
would  remain  the  same,  or  whether  the 
residue  would  be  paid  to  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley?  The  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  mentioned  that  the  expenses 
would  be  equally  great ;  but  it  must 
be  borne  in  mind  that  the  duties  and 
responsibilities  of  the  office  would  be 
infinitely  less  under  the  present  arrange- 
ment. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  had 
said  that  the  arrangement  made  when 
Sir  Garnet  Wolseley  was  sent  out  must  be 
looked  upon  as  temporary  in  character. 
The  question  now  asked  was  one  which 
it  was  impossible  for  him  to  answer. 
Everything  would  depend  upon  events. 
He  trusted  to  see  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley 
soon  complete  the  work  which  he  had 
been  sent  out  to  do,  when  it  would  be- 
come necessary  for  the  Government  to 
decide  how  the  Commissionership  should 
in  future  be  arranged ;  but  it  was  im- 
possible to  make  any  statement  upon  the 
subject  at  that  moment. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  inquired 
the  reason  why  the  salaries  of  the 
Lieutenant  Governors  of  the  Islands  of 
St.  Vincent,  Grenada,  and  Tobago,  which 
were  not  to  be  continued  beyond  the 
present  year,  were  each  £325  in  excess 
of  the  amounts  charged  last  year? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  ex- 
plained that  the  apparent  difference  was 
merely  a  matter  of  account,  and  arose 
from  the  fact  that  these  salaries  were 
not  to  be  continued  beyond  March,  1880. 
The  change  in  question  had  made  it 
necessary  to  incluae  five  quarters'  salary 
instead  of  four. 


Mb.  RAMSAY  asked  why  it  was  that 
the  country  had  to  pay  £1,226  for 
charges  under  the  head  of  Clergy  in 
Norm  America?  He  had  understood 
some  years  ago  when  he  was  in  Canada, 
that  an  arrangement  had  been  made  for 
the  Colony  to  bear  this  expense.  He 
confessed  that  the  amount  under  the 
head  of  Missionaries  of  the  Society  for 
the  Propagation  of  the  Gospel  appeared 
to  him  to  be  quite  uncalled  for. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  this  was  not  a  Yote  for  the  main- 
tenance of  the  Church  in  Canada.  When 
the  former  system  was  changed  those 
persons  who  were  officials  in  uxe  service 
of  the  Crown  had,  of  course,  a  right  to 
have  their  vested  interests  reserved,  and 
there  had  since  been  an  annual  Vote 
for  their  salaries,  which  was  becoming 
gradually  less. 

Mb.  whit  WELL  trusted  that  if  the 
present  High  Commissioner  for  the  North- 
em  part  of  South  Africa  were  recalled 
at  the  dose  of  the  war,  Sir  Bartle  Frere 
would  not,  in  consequence,  act  again  as 
High  Commissioner  of  Natal  and  the 
Transvaal.  Was  the  Committee  right 
in  understanding  that  a  fresh  appoint- 
ment of  Sir  Bartle  Frere  to  Natal  would 
not  take  place  ? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS  -  BEACH 
said,  the  question  was  one  which  it  was 
quite  impossible  for  him  to  answer. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  remarked  that  the 
sum  of  £3,000  for  the  Pacific  Island 
Commission  appeared  for  the  first  time 
in  the  Estimates  of  this  year.  Perhaps 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  inform 
the  Committee  in  what  way  this  amount 
was  expended? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  ex- 
plained that  the  charge  was  for  salaries 
and  travelling  expenses — ^the  latter  being 
a  very  important  item  of  eimenditure 
under  the  Pacific  Islanders  Protection 
Act. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £1,770,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Orange  Biver  Territory  and  St. 
Helena  (Non-Effective  Charges),  agreed 
to. 

(6.)  £1,120,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Suez  Canal. 

Mb.  D.  JENKINS  again  called  the 
attention  of  the  Gbvemment  to  the 
charge  for  pilotage  upon  vessels  passing 
through  the  Suez  Canal.  He  found  that 
this  charge  had  UQt  beect  reduced  sincQ 


O&nal  might  verr  properly  be  brought 
before  the  Suez  Oanal  Directors  vitb  a 
view  to  itB  reduotion.  He  took  the  op- 
portunity of  asking  vhat  vas  the  policy 
of  Her  Majesty's  Ooverament  with  re- 
fsrenoe  to  the  Suez  Canal?  Was  it 
to  be  regarded  as  international  pro- 
perty ;  as  Anglo-French  property  or  as 
Briti^  property?    If  it  was  to  be  re- 

farded  as  an  international  property,  to 
e  used  by  all  countries,  then,  so  far  as 
England  was  concerned  as  a  hi^h  road 
to  India,  it  would,  in  his  opinion,  be 
comparatively  useless  in  the  event  of 
war,  and  as  snob  the  QoTemment  should 
re-oonsider  the  question  whether  it  would 
not  be  better  to  send  their  troops  to 
India  by  the  old  route  vtd  the  Gape  of 
Good  Hope.  If,  in  the  event  of  war, 
the  Canal  remained  an  international 
tiigb  road,  our  troops  would  hare  to  be 
conveyed  by  large  Fleets,  and,  in  addi- 
tion, it  would  be  necessary  to  maintain 
another  large  Fleet  at  the  entrance  to 
the  Oanal  to  prevent  our  vessels  horn 
being  molested.  Seeing,  therefore,  that 
the  route  by  the  Cape  was  now  almost 
as  short,  in  point  of  time,  as  that  by  the 
Canal,  he  thought  the  Government  would 
do  well  to  review  their  policy  in  con- 
nection with  this  matter.  The  time 
oooupied  by  troop>sbips  on  the  passage 
{torn  England  to  Bombay,  vi'ii  the  Canal, 
was  now  31  days. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  to  the 
hen.    Member     for    Sunderland    (Mr. 
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Her  Majes^B  Gkyreniment  originally 
brought  this  matter  forward,  that  they 
hoped  to  get  the  entire  control  of  the 
Canal,  that  our  interests  would  be  se- 
cured there,  and  that  we  could  at  any 
time  secure  a  road  through  it ;  but,  so 
far  as  he  could  now  see,  the  country  had, 
so  to  speak,  only  thrown  £4,000,000 
sterling  into  the  Canal,  for  it  appeared 
by  the  speech  of  the  Under  Secretary 
that  we  could  do  nothing  whatever  in 
the  matter  of  protecting  our  interests. 
The  hon.  Gentleman  had  called  the  hon. 
Member  for  Sunderland  (Mr.  Oourley) 
to  account  for  bringing  forward  this 
question  upon  the  present  Vote,  saying 
tiiat  the  matter  was  irrelevant  to  the 
question  before  the  Committee ;  but  he 
(Mr.  E.  Jenkins)  ventured  to  consider 
it  as  exceedingly  relevant,  and  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  ought  to  instruct 
the  Directors  to  make  strong  represen- 
tations with  respect  to  the  pilotage  dues, 
which  weighed  very  heavily  indeied  upon 
British  shipping. 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
reminded  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
(Mr.  E.  Jenkins)  that  his  answer,  with 
respect  to  the  pilotage  dues,  had  been 
that  it  was  a  subject  which  the  Directors 
ought  to  bring  before  the  Board  of 
Direction,  and  that  they  would,  no  doubt, 
do  everything  in  their  power  to  protect 
British  interests.  The  hon.  Member 
had  seen  fit  to  remark  upon  the  throwing 
of  this  £4,000,000  into  the  sea ;  but  he 
would  point  out  to  the  Committee  that 
merely  as  a  matter  of  finance  that 
amount  of  money  returned  an  ample 
interest  to  this  country,  and,  there* 
fore,  even  from  a  commercial  point  of 
view,  it  was  certainly  not  right  that  it 
should  go  forth  to  the  country  that 
the  money  spent  upon  purchasing  the 
Suez  Canal  Shares  was  unproductive, 
or  that  the  money  was  absolutely  thrown 
away. 

Mr.  D.  JENKINS  complained  that 
the  charge  made  as  pilotage  went  into 
the  assets  of  the  Company  as  tonnage 
dues ;  that  the  Company  paid  only  100 
francs  to  the  pilots,  and  charged  the 
ship  with  1,000  or  1,500  francs. 

Me.  WHITWELL  quite  agreed  with 
the  hon.  Member  for  Penryn  (Mr.  D. 
Jenkins)  that  the  charges  were  excessive, 
and  that  British  interests  in  this  respect 
should  be  looked  after.  He  objected  to 
them — ^first,  because  they  were  high; 
secondly,  because  they  fell  heavier  on 


the  large  number  of  British  ships  which 
passed  through  the  Canal ;  and,  thirdly, 
because  captains  of  vessels  who  had 
sailed  in  every  sea  were  boimd  to  take 
pilots  on  board  so  ignorant  of  the  navi- 
gation that  whenever  a  stoppage  oc- 
curred it  was  entirely  through  them. 
He  trusted  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
would  send  a  recommendation  to  the 
Directors  to  look  after  the  interests  of  our 
mail,  steamers  which  had  not  that  pre- 
ference shown  to  them  that  they  were 
entitled  to. 

Mb.  a.  GATHOENE-HARDT  said, 
he  had  been  through  the  Suez  Canal,  and 
his  attention  having  been  directed  to  the 
question  of  pilotage  dues,  he  had,  there- 
fore, discussed  uie  subject  with  the 
British  Admiral  in  charge  at  Alexandria, 
who  said  that  the  dues  were  not  exces- 
sive. He  (Mr.  A.  Gathome- Hardy) 
was  far  from  saying  that  the  question 
was  not  one  deserving  of  attention. 

Mb.  BAMSAT  thought  that  the  pilot- 
age was  a  very  proper  subject  for  the 
consideration  of  the  Committee.  But  he 
rose  chiefiy  to  express  his  objection  to 
the  remarks  of  the  Secretary  to  the 
Treasury  in  speaking  of  this  Vote  as 
being  for  the  purpose  of  securing  our 
interests  in  a  veiy  good  commercial  in- 
vestment. When  die  House  was  asked 
to  vote  the  sum  of  £4,000,000  for  the 
purchase  of  the  Suez  Canal  Shares  the 
question  was  presented  distinctly  as  one 
of  policy.  He  had  never  expected  that 
by  the  acquisition  of  those  Shares  we 
should  acquire  the  right  of  Sovereignty 
over  the  soil.  It  was  upon  that  very 
g^und  of  having  no  Sovereign  rights 
that  he  had  objected  to  the  £4,000,000 
beinff  voted.  That  the  Government 
should  enter  into  commercial  transac- 
tions of  any  kind,  whether  they  paid  5, 
10,  or  any  lesser  sum  per  cent,  he  de- 
precated then,  and  did  still.  The  mat- 
ter had,  however,  been  treated  as  a 
commercial  investment,  and  the  justi- 
fication was  that  we  had  got  a  promise 
of  5  per  cent. 

Mb.  CHILDEBS  said,  there  could  be 
no  question  that  the  charges  did  require 
especial  watchfulness  on  the  part  of  the 
Government.  With  regard  to  the  British 
Admiral  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Canterbury  (Mr.  A.  Gathome- 
Hardy),  the  hon.  Member  was  probably 
not  aware  that  he  was  not  serving  the 
British  Government.  The  officer  in 
question  must  have  been  a  servant  of 
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the  Egyptian  GoYemmeiit,  as  we  had 
no  Admiral  at  Alexandria. 

SiE  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  agreed 
with  the  view  expressed  by  the  Secretary 
to  the  Treasury  with  reference  to  the 
Vote  for  the  Directors  of  the  Suez  Canal. 
But,  at  tjie  same  time,  it  appeared  to 
him  that  whereas  the  subject  of  the 
pilotage  dues  would  be  a  proper  one 
for  the  Directors  to  consider,  the  Com- 
mittee should  recollect  that  the  Directors 
were  not  now  appointed  for  the  first 
time.  Certainly,  therefore,  they  ought 
to  have  looked  into  the  matter  before 
this  time  and  obtained  justice  for  British 
commerce.  If  there  was  any  truth  in 
the  statement  that  the  Company  charged 
vessels  with  a  much  larger  sum  than 
they  paid  to  the  pilots,  that  was  a  fraud 
upon  the  British  Government,  because 
the  subject  of  British  vessels  passing 
through  the  Canal  had  been  the  object 
of  diplomatic  consideration.  The  ton- 
nage dues  had  been  limited,  and  it 
therefore  appeared  to  him  that  if  the 
Company  put  into  their  pockets  an  undue 
amount  under  the  name  of  pilotage  it 
was  really  a  fraud  upon  British  com- 
merce, and  Her  Majesty's  Government 
should  interfere  and  make  vigorous 
representations  upon  the  subject. 

Sir  DAVID  WEDDEEBUEN  asked 
for  information  as  to  the  salaries  of  the 
non-resident  Directors? 

Sir  JOHN  LUBBOCK  inquired  the 
names  of  the  Directors,  and  remarked 
that  the  sum  charged  for  the  Director 
resident  in  Paris  was  rather  large.  He 
thought,  moreover,  that  the  Directors 
should  be  paid  by  the  Company. 

Mr.  EVELYN  ASHLEY  asked  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  if  the  Di- 
rectors kept  any  records,  and  if  Her 
Majesty's  Government  had  any  means 
of  knowing  whether  they  did  any 
work  ? 

Sir  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  one  of  the  Directors  resided  in 
Paris,  where  the  Offices  of  the  Board 
were  situate.  The  other  two  Directors 
were  Mr.  Eivers  Wilson,  of  the  National 
Debt  Office,  and  General  Stokes.  The 
Directors  kept  the  Eeports,  which  were 
sent  to  the  Government,  of  the  transac- 
tions of  the  Board.  He  thought  the 
Committee  would  see  that  it  was  ad- 
visable that  certain  Commissioners  should 
be  resident  in  England,  so  that  they 
might  be  in  constant  communication  with 
the  commercial  world,  and  that  this  in 

Mr.  Childw9 


no  way  interfered  with  the  usefnlness 
of  their  action  on  the  Board. 

Mr.  BYLANDS  thought  that  his  hoa. 
Friends    expected    from    the    Britiah 
Directors  a  great  deal  more  than  thef 
were  likely  to  g^t.    They  seemed  to 
imagine  that  they  could,  by  their  por- 
tion on  the  Board,  secure  terms  en  ta 
advantageous  character  with  regard  to 
the  charges  upon  British  ships.    Hue 
pilotage  left  a  large  profit,  which  wai 
distributed  amongst  the  shareholders  in 
the  Company.     But  the  shares  held  hj 
this  country  did  not  carry  with  them  a 
share  of  the  profits ;  and,  therefore,  any 
representations  which    might   tend  to 
the     reduction     of     the     income    of 
the  Company  coming  from  the  Britiah 
Directors  would  necessarily  be  looked 
upon    with     disfavour    by   the  other 
Directors  who  represented  shares  which 
did  participate  in  the   profits  of  the 
Canal.      The  Committee  had  heard  a 
good  deal  about  Cyprus  that  evening; 
but  this  Suez  Canal  affair  was  about  as 
absurd  a  business  as  it  was  possible  to 
conceive.     When  the  G-ovemment  said 
this  was  a  good  investment  he  would 
like  any  man  to  be  found  whowonld 
guarantee  that  the  Eliedive  of  Egypt 
would  repay  to  this  country  the  monef 
advanced  on  these  shares.     He  did  not 
know  that  the  country  had  that  confi- 
dence in  Egypt  to  enable  it  to  beliere 
that  the  whole  of  the  money  would  be 
received  back  in  the  way  oontem^ated 
by  Government.    He  did  not  antiapato, 
from  the  position  which  the  Director! 
occupied  on  the  Board,  that  the  int^eiti 
of  Great  Britain  were  likely  to  be  jw- 
moted  at  all.      The  House  voted  the 
salaries  of  the  Directors  from  year  to 
year ;  but  he  should  be  glad  to  find  out 
what  they  did  in  return. 

SiE  JOHN  LUBBOCK  observed,  that 
the  answer  of  the  Government  seemed 
to  him  to  be  eminently  unsatisfactoiy* 
One  of  the  resident  Directors  was  the 
Controller  of  the  National  Debt,  and  had 
also  held  theposition  of  Minister  of  H- 
nance  to  the  Khedive.  Ithadbeenalleged 
that  it  was  desirable  that  those  Directon 
should  reside  in  England,  in  order  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  might  know 
what  was  going  on;  but  one  of  thoee 
resident  Directors  appeared  to  reaide  in 
Egypt.  The  position  of  that  gentlemaa 
was,  therefore,  perfectly  anomaioaa.  Is 
his  opinion,  it  was  the  duty  of  Direc- 
tors to  do  Uieir  best  for  the  benefit  of 
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ihe  Bhareholders;  and  in  that  respect 
again  the  English  Directors  appeared  to 
be  in  an  anomalous  position.  Tne  whole' 
matter  was  one  which  required  further 
consideration  before  it  again  came  be- 
fore the  Committee.  He  still  thought 
that  the  salariei^  of  Directors  should  be 

Said  by  the  Company ;  but  he  did  not 
ivide  against  the  Vote  without  having 
given  previous  Notice. 

Mb.  DODSON  inquired  the  name  of 

the  Director  who  resided  in  Egypt  and 

was  also  in  the  service  of  the  Khedive  ? 

Sm  HENEY  SELWIN-EBBETSON: 

Mr.  Standen. 

Mb.  DODSON  supposed  that  Mr. 
Standen  received  pay  as  a  British  Direc- 
tor, and  also  as  a  Minister  of  the  Khe- 
dive. 'He  should  like  to  know  whether 
it  was  intended  that  that  arrangement 
shoxdd  be  permanent  ? 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  his  absence  in  Egypt  was  only 
temporary,  and  he  recived  a  salary  from 
this  country  during  the  time  of  his  ab- 
sence. 

Yote  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £5,492,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked  why  there 
was  a  Consul  at  Mozambique  ?  He 
should  also  like  to  know  what  work  that 
Consul  did  at  Mozambique?  He  saw 
no  justification  for  the  appointment  of  a 
Consul  at  Mozambique  ;  and  he  should 
like  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Under  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  Foreign  AfiPairs  to 
explain  to  the  Committee  what  that 
Consul  did  for  his  salary  of  £600 
a-year. 

Mb.  GEAY  observed,  that  the  Consul 
referred  to  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  (Mr.  E.  Jenkins)  apparently 
required  the  services  of  a  chaplain. 

Mb.  BOUEKE  did  not  know  whether 
there  was  a  chaplain  at  Mozambique  or 
not. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  thought 
that  the  Consul  at  Mozambique  was  re- 
quired in  respect  of  the  Slave  Trade  car- 
ried on  in  the  Eed  Sea.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  the  efforts  of  the 
Consul  extended  to  both  sides  of  the 
Eed  Sea  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE  said,  that  the  Consul 
at  Mozambique  directed  his  exertions  to 
the  suppression  of  the  Slave  Trade  in  the 
Eed  Sea.  His  efforts  were  not  confined 
to  any  port ;  but  no  port  required  and 
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received  more  attention  at  his  hands 
than  Jeddah. 

Mb.  GOUELEY  could  aver,  from  his 
own  knowledge,  that  the  Consul  at 
Mozambique  was  extremely  useful.  The 
Channel  at  that  point  was  extremelv 
dangerous  in  respect  of  navigation,  and, 
of  course,  the  Consul  of  a  country  with 
so  much  commerce  as  Great  Britcdn 
must,  of  necessity,  be  of  great  service. 
Then  with  reference  to  the  suppression 
of  the  Slave  Trade  in  the  Eed  Sea,  the 
Consul  at  Mozambique  did  great  good. 
Many  captures  took  place  in  the  Mozam- 
bique Channel  owing  to  the  traffic  in 
slaves  that  went  on  there.  Owing  to 
the  fact  that  the  Portuguese  authorities 
were  on  one  side  and  the  French  on  the 
other  side  of  the  Channel,  an  English 
Consul  was  necessary,  and  rendered  very 
valuable  assistance.  Great  efforts  were 
being  made  to  suppress  the  Slave  Trade 
in  those  parts ;  but,  at  the  present  mo- 
ment, more  slavery  went  on  in  the 
Mozambique  Channel  than  on  any  other 
part  of  the  African  coast. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(8.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £10,247,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  da^  of  March  1880,  for  Tonnage  Boun- 
ties,  Bounties  on  Slaves,  Costs  of  Captors,  &c., 
and  Expenses  of  the  Liberated  African  Depart- 
ment." 

Mb.  GOUELEY  begged  to  move  the 
reduction  of  this  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£5,000.  He  did  so  because  he  considered 
that  the  money  was  not  required,  and 
that  there  was  already  sufficient  money 
to  meet  all  expenses  with  reference  to 
the  capture  of  slavers  by  British  vessels. 
At  the  present  moment  a  very  large  sufa 
of  money  stood  to  the  credit  of  the  ac- 
count of  naval  prize  money,  and  a  large 
balance  was  transferred  to  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  in  1865.  Moreover,  a  very 
great  decrease  had  taken  place  in  the 
Slave  Trade  since  the  Treaty  with  the 
Sultan  of  Zanzibar.  Two  years  ago  the 
number  of  slaves  captured  in  a  year 
averaged  from  500  to  1,000,  but  that 
number  was  now  very  much  reduced. 
In  consequence  of  the  diminution  in  the 
Slave  Trade  a  number  of  vessels  employed 
in  its  suppression  had  been  reduced ;  but, 
still,  Parliament  was  asked  to  grant  a 
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sum  of  £10,000  in  respect  of  the  ex- 
penses connected  with  the  suppression 
of  the  trade.  He  did  not,  nowever, 
rely  so  much  upon  the  reduction  in  the 
number  of  slaves  captured  as  upon  the 
fact  that  there  was  a  considerable 
amount  of  money  in  hand  to  meet  those 
expenses. '  Under  these  circumstances, 
he  thought  that  it  was  reasonable  to 
ask  the  Government  to  reduce  the  Vote 
by  the  sum  of  £6,000.  There  was  an- 
other point  connected  with  the  Vote  to 
which  he  should  like  to  caU  attention — 
namely,  the  expenses  incurred  in  respect 
of  the  maintenance  of  liberated  Africans. 
In  the  present  year  the  estimated  charge 
of  their  maintenance  was  £3, 102.  They 
had  no  explanation  how  the  charge 
arose,  or  how  the  money  was  spent  for 
the  liberated  Africans.  He  thought 
that,  instead  of  maintfiining  those  per- 
sons, they  ought  to  be  sent  to  their  own 
homes,  or  to  some  employment.  There 
was  no  reason  why  liberated  Africans 
should  be  permanently  maintained  at 
the  expense  of  this  country.  Either  the 
liberated  Africans  should  find  employ- 
ment for  themselves,  or  the  Government 
should  find  it  for  them.  He  begged  to 
move  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
£5,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £6,247,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  pajTnent  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1880,  for  Tonnage 
Bounties,  Bounties  on  Slaves,  Costs  of  Captors, 
&c.,  and  Expenses  of  tlie  Liberated  African  De- 
partment.*'— {Mr.  Oourley.) 

Sir  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  that  the  same  sum  was  asked 
in  that  year  for  slave  bounties  as  was 
granted  last  year,  and  was  estimated 
upon  what  it  was  thought  would  be 
really  wanted.  It  very  often  happened 
that  payments  had  to  be  provided  for 
which  were  not  anticipated.  He  might 
tell  the  hon.  Member  that  the  amounts 
voted  in  previous  years  had  been  usually 
entirely  spent.  It  might  be  that  the 
amount  now  asked  for  would  not  be 
wanted  during  the  current  year,  but  it 
had  to  be  provided  for,  and  if  not  spent 
the  amount  would  be  paid  back  at  the 
end  of  the  financial  year  into  the  Ex- 
chequer; and,  therefore,  they  provided 
for  what  might  occur,  and  whioh,  judg- 
ing by  the  evidence  of  past  years,  they 
had  a  right  to  suppose   might  fairly 
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occur.  With  regard  to  the  question 
raised  as  to  the  maintenance  of  liberated 
Africans,  the  hon.  Member  would  see 
that  the  expense  in  respect  of  those 
persons  had  diminished  that  year  by  the 
sum  of  £250,  and  the  whole  expense 
would  be  gradually  wiped  out. 

Mr.  GQUELEY  did  not  think  that  the 
large  sum  of  money  asked  for  under 
that  Vote  ought  to  be  granted.  The 
nimiber  of  vessels  employed  in  the  eop- 

Sression  of  the  Slave  l^aae  had  been  re- 
uced ;  and  as  it  was  evident  from  thit 
that  the  number  of  slaves  captured  mnet 
also  be  reduced,  the  same  amount  of 
money  for  incidental  expenses  could  not 
now,  as  formerly,  be  required.  Unlev 
the  Government  would  reduce  the  Vote 
by  the  sum  of  £5,000  he  should  be  pre- 
pared to  divide  the  Committee. 

Mb.  CHILDEKS  hoped  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  take  a  division  npon 
that  Vote. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  hoped  that  his 
hon.  Friend  would  not  divide  the  Hom^ 
for  it  would  be  taken  as  an  expreHton 
of  feeling  against  the  suppression  of 
slavery,  and  he  was  sure  that  there  wu 
nothing  upon  which  the  country  ent«^ 
tained  so  strong  an  opinion  as  npoa 
that. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  WHITWELL  observed,  thatthere 
was  a  small  charge  in  the  Vote  in  re- 
spect of  St.  Helena.  He  wished  to  hnov 
whether  the  Government  would  giw 
them  a  statement  of  the  income  and 
expenditure  of  St.  Helena,  and  aboof 
Sierra  Leone?  He  trusted  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretaij  of 
State  for  the  Colonies  would  give  them 
a  statement  of  those  expenses,  as  had 
been  done  by  some  of  his  Predeces- 
sors. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  vm 
afraid  that  he  was  unable  at  present  to 
give  the  hon.  Member  the  information 
he  reouired 

Mb.  WHITWELL  wished  to  hate 
a  Paper,  similar  to  that  with  which 
they  were  supplied  last  year,  showing 
the  income  and  expenditure  of  Sieira 
Leone. 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  pio- 
mised  to  find  out  what  was  done  last 
year,  in  order  to  comply,  if  possible, 
with  the  request  of  the  hon.  Member. 

Original  Question  put,  and  ^«i  te. 
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(9.)  £11,647,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries,  Ireland. 

Mr.  a.  MOOBE  rose  to  call  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  the  case  of  the  Fe- 
male Orphan  Home.  They  had  been 
told  that  the  Institution  had  existed  since 
1800,  and  that  ever  since  that  period  it 
had  been  charged  in  the  Estimates  under 
an  arrangement  sanctioned  by  the  Act 
of  Union.  He  did  not  wish  to  cast  any 
reflection  upon  the  present  Administra- 
tion, who,  of  course,  were  not  respon- 
sible for  the  item ;  but  it  seemed  to  him 
that,  practically,  the  Vote  was  moved 
for  under  false  pretences.  That  par- 
ticular Vote  was  placed  in  the  Votes  as 
if  it  were  under  the  management  of  the 
Board  of  Superintendence ;  whereas,  in 
point  of  fact,  the  Board  had  no  control 
over  the  Institution  whatever.  So  much 
BO  was  that  the  case,  that  there  was  a 
Parliamentary  Paper  relating  to  the 
Hospitals  under  the  Board  of  Superin- 
tendence, and  no  mention  was  made 
whatever  of  that  Institution.  Before  they 
passed  that  Vote  he  thought  they  should 
have  some  explanation  of  the  legality  of 
the  charge,  or,  at  least,  that  it  should  be 
explained.  It  professed  to  be  done 
under  the  19  &  20  Fiet,  c.  16;  but,  for 
his  part,  he  could  see  no  legality  in 
the  charge.  He  did  not  wish  to  prevent 
the  money  being  voted ;  but  he  tnought 
that  if  the  money  were  to  be  granted 
the  House  had  a  perfect  right  to  know 
how  itwas  being  spentin  that  Institution. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  that  some 
explanation  was  required  with  regard  to 
that  item  in  the  Estimates.  The  other 
night  he  was  asked  why  that  item  was 
included  in  this  Vote,  and  he  explained 
how  it  came  to  be  placed  in  the  Vote. 
It  had  occurred  to  nim  that,  perhaps, 
the  charge  ought,  properly,  to  have  come 
under  the  head  of  Industrial  Schools. 
He  had  communicated  with  the  authori- 
ties in  Dublin ;  and  he  had  ascertained 
that  what  he  had  previously  stated  was 
accurate^-nazqely,  that  the  Vote  de- 
pended upon  tiie  Act  of  Union.  It  had, 
however,  only  been  placed  in  that  par- 
ticular Vote  10  years  ago,  when  it  was 
transferred  from  another  Vote  which  had 
been  discontinued,  and  the  various  items 
of  which  it  consisted  had  been  distri- 
buted amongst  other  Votes.  He  thought 


that,  at  the  time  the  grants  were  made, 
they  were  intended  for  ffrants-in-aid. 
As  a  matter  of  fact,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Shaughnessy)  was  well  aware,  this 
question  had  been  brought  under  the  re- 
view of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commis- 
sioners, and  he  had  no  doubt  it  would 
occupy  a  place  in  their  Eeport.  He  did 
not  know  what  would  be  tne  recommen- 
dations of  the  Commissioners ;  but, 
whatever  they  might  be,  they  would 
receive  the  careful  consideration  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government. 

Major  NOLAN  expressed  his  admi- 
ration of  the  speech  of  the  Chief  Se- 
cretary for  Ireland.  He  had  talked  for 
four  minutes,  and  yet  he  had  given  them 
no  information  whatever  in  regard  to 
this  Institution.  He  hoped  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  would  ex- 
plain to  them  what  all  this  meant. 

Mr.  GBAY  said,  since  the  discussion 
on  Friday  evening,  he  had  had  some 
communication  with  Dublin,  and  he 
found  that  the  allegations  of  some 
speakers,  that  this  was  a  proselytizing 
Institution,  were  not  correct.  He  was 
bound  to  say  that  it  was  not ;  and  also, 
according  to  his  information,  it  was  very 
well  managed.  He  did  not  desire, 
therefore,  to  say  anything  at  all  against 
the  Institution,  although  he  might  re- 
mark that  it  was  purely  sectarian,  and 
that  its  advantages  were  confined  to 
members  of  one  religious  denomination. 
He  wished  the  Committee  to  notice  that 
fact,  because  it  showed  that  Parliament 
did  not  hesitate  to  make  denominational 
grants.  He,  himself,  approved  of  such 
grants,  and  wished  they  were  further 
extended.  The  Chief  Secretary  had  not 
dealt  with  the  real  source  of  the  com- 
plaint— that  this  Vote  was  placed  under 
a  heading  which  had  nothing  at  all  to 
do  with  it,  and  that  the  section  of  an 
Act — 19  &  20  Vict, — was  quoted  which 
did  not  affect  it.  That  Act  dealt  with 
hospitals  and  infirmaries.  The  Chief 
Secretary  said  this  was  probably  an 
hospital,  and  therefore,  according  to 
him,  the  little  girls  in  the  Home  were 
patients.  But  what  the  Act  also  re- 
quired was,  that  the  Institutions  dealt 
with  under  it  should  be  placed  under 
the  Board  of  Superintendence. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  begged  pardon. 
He  intended  to  state  that  this  should,  no 
doubt,  have  been  plctced  under  another 
head.    He  was  afraid  he  had  not  mad^ 
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himself  quite  clear.  What  he  stated  was 
that,  the  Vote  was  given  in  accordance 
with  arrangements  entered  into  at  the 
time  of  the  Union,  and  transfered  to 
this  Vote  in  consequence  of  the  Keport  of 
a  Commission  about  10  years  ago. 

Mr.  GEAY  suggested  that  the  better 
way  would  be  to  strike  this  item  out,  and 
to  bring  it  forward  as  a  Supplementary 
Vote,  But  he  did  not  think  the  matter 
was  of  very  great  importance. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  agreed  that 
the  Institution  was  very  well  managed, 
and  was  utterly  devoid  of  any  prose- 
lytizing tendencies.  At  the  same  time, 
the  Vote  was  presented  in  a  form  in 
which  it  ought  not  to  appear. 

Mr.  a.  MOOEE  asked  under  what 
heading  this  Vote  would  be  placed  in  the 
future  ?  Further,  if  they  granted  this 
money  in  future  years,  under  what 
inspection  would  the  Home  be  placed  ? 
They  had  a  perfect  right  to  know  what 
was  done  with  the  money,  and  that  was 
a  point  he  wished  very  strongly  to  im- 
press on  the  right  hon.  Gentleman. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  replied,  that  the 
whole  subject  would  be  fully  considered 
before  the  Vote  was  asked  of  Parliament 
again,  and,  of  course,  the  Beport  of 
the  Royal  Commission  must  be  also  con- 
sidered ;  but  he  could  not  say  under  what 
head  it  would  be  included,  or  whether 
it  would  be  again  proposed  at  all ;  but  it 
certainly  should  not  appear  in  the  Esti- 
mates again  without  being  fully  looked 
into. 

Mr.  M.  BROOKS  said,  since  this 
Vote  was  before  the  House  last  time,  he 
had  made  some  inquiries,  and  he  found 
this  Home  was  the  first  female  orphan- 
age established  in  Ireland.  In  the  year 
1790  it  had  a  grant  of  £500  from  the 
Irish  Parliament.  It  was  attached  to  a 
college  or  chapel  at  which,  for  a  great 
many  years,  he  had  attended  Divine  Ser- 
vice ;  and  he  was  bound  to  say  there  were 
no  proselytizing  practices  carried  on  dur- 
ing the  time  he  had  the  privilege  of  at- 
tending there.  At  the  time  of  the  nego- 
tiations for  the  Union,  a  stipulation  was 
made  that  the  Imperial  Parliament 
should  allow  a  grant  of  £500  per 
annum  to  this  Institution,  and  he  hoped 
nothing  would  be  done  now  to  disturb 
the  arrangement. 

Mr.  gray  pointed  out  that  the  point 
which  had  been  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Clonmel  (Mr.  A.  Moore)  was 
a  very  simple  one.     Either  this  Vote  was 

Mr>  J*  Lowther 


sanctioned  by  1-9  &  20  VteU,  or  it  waa 
not.     If  it  was  sanctioned  by  that  Act, 
the  Home  should  be  under  the  Board 
of  Superintendence.     They  had  no  right, 
if  it  was  not,  to  vote  the  money  under 
this  head,  and  they  could  not  get  out  of 
that  dilemma ;  for,  at  present,  the  Home 
certainly  was  not  under  the  Board  of 
Superintendence.     It  was  not  a  ques- 
tion  of  whereabouts  in    the  Estimate 
to  decide  where  the  charge  should  go; 
but  of  deciding  whether  the  Vote  was 
sanctioned  by  an  Act  of  Parliament  If 
it  was  not,  *  by  what  right  was  it  put 
in  there  ? 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBET80N 
explained,  that  the  question  of  the  a^ 
rangement  of  the  Estimates  was  gone 
into  about  1 1  years  ago,  when  the  ri^t 
hon.  Member  for  Bradford  (Mr.  W.  E 
Forster)  re-arranged  them,  and,  at  that 
time,  placed  this  particular  sum  under 
this  heading.     He   would  merely  sub- 
mit that  the  heading  referred  generallj- 
only  to  the  items  appearing  under  it,  and 
there  were  many    Votes    under  those 
heads  which  were  in  no  way  affected  by 
the  particular  Act  quoted  at  the  top. 
There  were  other  cases  in  the  same  por- 
tion, where  Votes  were  not  governed  by 
the  particular  Act  quoted  at  flie  heading, 
but  by  others.     He  quite  agreed,  as  hii 
right  hon.   Friend   had  said,  that  the 
placing  of  this  Vote  under  this  heading 
was  misleading  ;  and  if  his  attention  had 
been  called  to  it  before,  he  would  have 
placed  it  in  another  place,  so  that  any 
difficulty  of  this  sort  would  not  hafe 
occurred. 

Me.  call  an  pointed  out  that  on 
Friday—- or,  rather,  at  an  unusually  eariy 
hour  on  Saturday  morning — the  Attorney 
General  for  Ireland  stated  that  this  was 
one  of  the  encumbrances  handed  over  by 
the  Irish  Parliament  to  the  ParUament 
of  the  United  Kingdom,  and  that  it  was 
in  consequence  of  specific  statements  ui 
the  Act  that  this  Vote  was  taken.  The 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  now 
made  another  statement,  which  did  not 
at  all  corroborate  that.  He  had  made 
inquiry  as  to  the  Act,  and  he  found  that 
it  was  not  based  on  any  particular  Act 
The  Secretary  to  the  Treasury  had  aid 
that  there  were  other  Votes  in  a  similar 
position.  He  should  like  to  ask  which 
they  were  ?  [Sir  Henby  Selwdt-Ibbit- 
SON  :  Next  page.1  Well,  all  this  only 
showed  how  careless  and  negligent,  if 
not   utterly   incompetent,    the  ande^ 
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strappers  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  oeen  in  preparing  this  Vote.  ['*  No, 
no !  "]  He  maintained  it  only  snowed 
how  utterly  negligent  they  wore  in 
placing  it  before  the  House  ;  and  he 
would  suggest  that,  another  year,  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  should  direct 
his  subordinates  to  place  on  the  Paper 
the  specification  under  which  this  Vote 
was  taken 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
observed,  that  this  Vote  had  been  con- 
tinued ever  since,  and  had  been  placed 
in  this  particular  clause  on  re-arrange- 
ment of  the  Estimates  by  a  Committee 
who  sat  to  diminish  the  number  of  head- 
ings. He  had  already  stated  that  the 
hMidings  in  no  wise  governed  all  the 
Votes  under  it ;  but  as  the  heading  in  this 
case  was  of  a  misleading  kind,  he  would 
take  care  the  change  was  made.  He 
must  protest  distinctly  against  the  ac* 
cnsation  made  against  the  very  able 
derka  in  the  Department  with  which  ho 
was  connected.  Nothing  could  be  more 
careful  than  the  way  in  which  the  Esti- 
mates were  prepared,  and  every  desire 
was  shown  to  give  every  possible  infor- 
mation. 

Mr.  BAMSAY  thought  some  misap- 
prehension had  arisen,  from  the  fact  that 
some  hon.  Members  had  assumed  that 
all  sums  voted  in  Committee  of  Supply 
must  have  statutory  authority.  That  was 
an  entire  misapprehension,  and  the  ma- 
jority of  the  sums  voted  were  voted  with- 
out any  authority  other  than  the  autho- 
rity of  tlie  House,  and  they  did  not  re- 
cognize any  authority  higher  than  that. 
Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  was  under  no 
mistake,  and  did  not  suppose  any  such 
thing.     Fortunately,  he  was  well  aware 
that  such  a  safeguard  was  not  required. 
What  he  maintained  was,  that  on  Satur- 
day morning  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  stated  that  the  Vote  was  pro- 
posed under  an   undertaking  given   at 
the  time  of  the  Union.     He  now  wished 
the  right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  to 
point  out  the  page  on  which  such  an 
undertaking  was  mentioned,  which  gave 
the  House  the  authority  in  support  of  his 
assertion.     The  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  would  relieve  them  of  a  diffi- 
eulty  by  replying :  although  he  did  not, 
lor  his  party  see  why  they  should  vote 
this  money,    when   they   did  not  vote 
£500  for  places  of  other  denominations. 
The  attorney    GENERAL    for 
IBELAND     (Mr.     Gibson)     said,    he 


would  be  very  ha^ipy  to  help  the  hon. 
Member  out  of  the  difficulty.  [Mr. 
CALL.VN  :  No ;  the  House.]  Well,  or 
the  House.  He  thought,  when  attention 
was  directed  to  this  matter  by  the  hon. 
l^Iomber  for  Clonmel,  explanations  wero 
given  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  iSecrotary 
to  the  Treasury,  who  was  enabled,  from 
the  documents  in  his  possession,  to  give 
a  very  considerable  amount  of  iufurma- 
tion  to  the  Committee  on  the  subject. 
It  appeared  that  this  Vote,  from  a  time 
loDg  antecedent  to  the  Union,  was 
granted — first,  by  the  old  Irish  Parlia- 
ment, and  was  continued  ever  since  the 
Union.  He  thought  that  was  mainly 
the  manner  in  which  the  reference  to 
the  Union  came  out,  and  tliat  there 
was  no  dogmatic  or  positive  asser- 
tion made.  As  to  the  assertion  that 
there  was  any  agreement  which  would 
prevent  Parliament  from  saying  thoy 
would  not  vote  the  money,  he  did  not 
think  that  was  for  a  moment  suggested. 
The  fact  that  this  was  on  the  Votes  was 
proof  that  Parliament  was  quite  com- 
petent to  accept  it  or  not ;  and  it  could 
terminate  the  grant  either  this  year  or 
next  year,  or  could  re-consider  the  whole 
matter,  and  deal  with  it  in  any  way  it 
thought  proper.  As  ho  understood,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Clonmel  objected  more 
to  the  form  than  to  the  substance  of  the 
Vote,  and  his  contention  was  that  it  ought 
not  to  come  under  this  particular  liead. 
As  a  matter  of  law,  it  was  not  necessary 
that  the  Act  under  which  the  monoy 
would  be  dealt  with  should  be  stated  in 
the  heading;  it  was  merely  put  thrro 
for  the  information  of  the  House  ;  and 
there  was  obviously  now  no  misconcep- 
tion on  the  subject,  and  everything  was 
known  about  this  Home.  The  funds, 
and  the  character  of  its  work,  would 
be  investigated  before  the  Committee 
now  sitting,  and  the  result  would  be 
available  in  the  next  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  thought  thoy  might  now  pass 
this  Vote. 

Mr.  a.  MOORE  did  not  desire  to  press 
this  matter  further,  because  his  whole 
object  in  bringing  it  forward  was  to 
show  that,  whereas  this  Home  appeared 
to  be  under  the  governance  of  the  Board 
of  Superintendence,  as  a  matter  of  fact 
they  bad  no  authority  at  all  over  it.  He 
believed  that  proselytizing  was  not 
practised  in  the  Institution,  therefore 
he  should  be  sorry  that  the  Vote  should 
be  further  objected  to ;  and  he  merely 
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thought  it  ought  to  he  put  under  proper 
inspection,  and  that  some  guarantee 
ehould  be  given  that  the  monej'  would 
not  he  spent  without  inspection.  He 
was  quite  content  with  the  asaurance  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentlemaa. 

Mr.  GEAT  was  also  thoroughlj 
tent  that  the  Yote  should  pass,  now  that 
the  Committee  thoroughly  undeirstood  ita 
nature.  They  were  informed  that  they 
were  bound  by  a  clause  in  the  Act  of 
Union,  and  the  Attorney  General  for 
Ireland  would  probably  recall  that  fact 
to  his  mind.  They  now  found  that  they 
were  bound  by  no  clause  of  any  sort, 
and  that  this  was  purely  a  voluntary 
Vote.  He  was  quite  willing  to  join  in 
aTote  to  apurely  denominational  school, 
■  hoping  to  use  that  Vote  as  an  argument 
fcy-and-bye.  He  sought  for  aid  for  de- 
nominational Institutions  of  thia  kind  ; 
and  he  hoped,  therefore,  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  joined  in  thia  Vote  for  an  Institu- 
tion without  a  "  conscience  "  clause,  or 
provision  of  any  kind,  would  not  refhse 
grants  to  well-managed  institutions  of 
a  similar  sort  because  they  belonged 
to  another  religion. 

Mb.  p.  martin  was  Tory  glad  of 
the  discussion,  because  of  the  facts 
which  had  been  elicited.  Here  they 
had  a  Vote  of  money  to  a  purely  Pro- 
testant Institution  over  which  there  was 
no  Government  control.  He  asked  hon. 
Members  to  hear  that  in  mind  when 
they  next  heard  taunts  against  Catho- 
lics for  coming  to  that  House  and  asking 
for  grants  for  educational  purposes,  as 
to  the  due  application  of  which  they  had 
been  willing  to  submit  to  the  most  strin- 
gent Government  supervision.  Yet, 
though  the  majority  in  that  House  had 
so  recently  refused  to  sanction  payment 
by  results,  or  any  grants  in  aid  of  Ca- 
tholic Collegiate  training,  year  after 
year  they  had  passed  a  Vote  of  this  cha- 
racter for  a  Protestant  Orphan  Home  in 
Dublin.  It  was  not  creditable  to  the 
libertility  of  those  hon.  Gentlemen,  who 
professed  themselves  opposed  to  any 
application  of  the  public  funds  to  deno- 
minational purposes  in  Ireland,  to  say 
that  an  examination  of  these  Votes 
would  show  not  a  single  shilling  given 
to  relieve  the  sharp  pressing  needs  of 
the  majority  of  the  population,  while 
there  were  many  sums  bestowed  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  each  year  to 
purely  Protestant  purposes,  without  any 
aupervuioa  or  check. 
Mr.  A.  Moor* 


MB.MACABTNHT:  I  wiU  remind  flu 
hon.  Member  of  Cree  Boman  Gstbidit 
Schools. 

Mr.  p.  MARTIN  replied,  that  0* 
hon.  Member  for  Tyrone  was  under  • 
misapprehension.  This  school,  it  had 
been  admitted,  was  not  an  indiuttiil 
school,  or  under  any  Government  8ap«> 
vision,  not  was  it  nnder  the  Befonu- 
tory  Acts. 

Mb.  MAOABTNET  observed,  that  b 
said  that  the  House  would  have  ohj» 
tion  to  see  all  schools  under  Qovemmeiit 
supervision. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(10.)  £12.1,944,  Savings  Banks  tad 
Friendly  Societies  Deficiency, 

Mb.  E.  W.  HAHCOUET  hoped  Uh 
noble  Lord  the  Postmaster  Qsontl 
would  be  able  to  give  soma  auutson 
that  the  Government  would  turn  their 
attention  towards  the  important  qiiN- 
tion  of  the  increase  of  Post  QSt» 
Savings  Banks.  The  matter  inrdnd 
the  interest  of  many  millions  of  pM^ 
in  the  country ;  and  he  trusted  neitSt»- 
sion  to  find  a  more  auspioiouH  moiUBt 
for  bringing  it  forward  than  had  bNO 
accorded  to  him  during   the  pment 


LoBD  JOHN  MANNERS  could  oftfy 
say  that,  as  long  as  he  had  been  in 
Office,  his  attention  had  been  tuntsd  to 
this  subject.  In  addition  to  the  6,000 
Savings  Banks,  there  was  the  Pronj 
Banks  movement,  which  was  m^iig 
great  and  satisfactory  progress.  He  b»- 
lieved  there  were  about  2,000  of  tksM 
baakeinesiBtenoe;and,besidestliat,tlun 
were  upwards  of  1,100  School  Bukl. 
All  these  were  regarded  by  the  authori- 
ties as  excellent  allies,  working  cordiiQj 
and  harmoniously  together.  Hta  ■>- 
tention  had  been  constantly  directed  t> 
the  extension  of  the  system,  and  evsT- 
tbing  that  tended  in  that  direction  alunU 
always  have  his  most  ooreful  regard. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(U.)  £2,544,  to  complete  thesmnte 
Miscellaneous  Chants ole  and  otkv 
Allowances,  Great  Britain. 

Mr.  CALLAN  thought  then  mut 
be  an  error  with  reference  to  the  amomt 
allowed  to  one  of  the  American  pM- 
sioners  for  services  rendered  at  the  tine 
of  the  Declaration  of  Independence.  Be 
also  asked  who  were  the  lefiigeeFrsiMi 
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clergy  alluded  to  in  the  Vote,  and  what 
right  they  had  to  receive  money  from 
the  House  of  Oommons  ? 

Sir  HENBY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  the  name  of  the  American  referred 
to  in  the  Vote  was  Maodonald,  who  was 
in  receipt  of  a  pension  of  £1 1 .  He  was 
a  man  of  very  considerable  age ;  and 
although  alive  at  the  present  time,  he 
could  not  be  expected  to  enjoy  the  Vote 
for  any  length  of  time.  There  seemed 
to  be  a  discrepancy  with  regard  to  the 
matter  of  the  French  refugee  clergy, 
and  he  would  make  inquiry  into  this, 
giving  an  accurate  account  of  the  trans- 
action upon  Beport. 

Mb.  OALLAN  asked  that  the  Vote 
should  be  postponed,  or  reduced  by  the 
sum  of  £10.  He  did  not  see  whv  thev 
should  support  the  descendants  of  French 
refugees. 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
said,  he  had  already  made  known,  on 
the  part  of  the  Treasury,  that  they  in- 
tended to  re^oonsider  these  Votes. 

Mb.  OOUBTNEY  explained  that  the 
Vote  was  for  the  stipend  of  two  teachers 
attached  to  the  French  Chapel,  where 
service  was  performed  every  Sunday  in 
the  French  tongue.  It  might  very  well 
be  that  this  Vote  should  by-and-bye 
cease,  perhaps  after  the  death  of  the 
present  recipients. 

Mb.  GALLAN  expressed  himself 
grateful  to  the  secular  Member  for  lis- 
k^urd  (Mr.  Courtney)  for  his  explana- 
tion ;  and  trusted  that,  having  defended 
this  Vote,  he  would  not  come  down 
to  the  House  on  his  secular  hobby- 
horse   and   repudiate  Votes    on   Irish 

topics.  

Mr.  WHITWELL  asked  whether 
there  was  any  possibility  of  commuting 
the  pension  which  appeared  by  the 
Votes  to  have  been  in  existence  since  the 
time  of  Charles  II  ?  He  thought,  if  it 
could  be  commuted  on  any  terms  what- 
ever, it  ought  to  be  doue.  He  could 
understand  how  it  was  that  this  pension 
was  not  commuted,  when  the  coeu.  dues, 
on  which  it  was  settled,  were  taken  over 
by  the  City. 

Sib  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
did  not  know  that  there  was  any  power 
of  commutation  in  respect  of  this  pen- 
sion without  the  assent  of  the  parties, 
the  sum  having  been  granted  by  Letters 
Patent,  and  forming  a  first  charge  on 
the  Revenue.  The  opinion  of  the  Law 
Officers  of  the  Crown  had  been  taken, 


and  they  held  that  there  was  no  power 
of  commutation. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(12.)  £2,802,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Miscellaneous  Charitable  and  other 
Allowances,  Ireland. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  with 
reference  to  the  item  for  the  Protestant 
clerg^yman  of  the  French  Church  at 
Portarlington,  that  up  to  about  35  years 
ago  the  French  Protestant  service  was 
held  at  that  place;  but  the  clergyman 
now  only  discharged  the  ordinary  duties 
of  the  Protestant  Church,  which,  as  it  had 
been  disestablished  in  Ireland  would, 
he  thought,  render  it  impossible  that 
this  Vote  should  be  retained.  No  doubt, 
the  clergyman  had  a  kind  of  vested 
interest,  which  he  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy) 
would  not  like  to  disturb ;  but  the  Go- 
vernment should  take  care  that  there 
was  no  new  appointment. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  agreed  with  the 
remarks  of  the  hon.  and  learned  Member 
for  Limerick  (Mr.  O'Shaughnessy)  upon 
this  Vote.  Of  course,  the  House  of 
Commons  was  always  desirous  that 
vested  interests  should  be  respected ; 
but  he  confessed  that  a  case  had  been 
made  out  that  the  appointment  should 
not  be  renewed. 

Mr.  CALLAN  asked  when  the  Report 
would  be  brought  up  with  reference  to 
the  Superannuation  Allowances  to  Prison 
Officials,  so  that  the  Committee  might 
know  when  they  would  have  an  oppor- 
tunity to  discuss  the  matter  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  it  had 
already  been  reported. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked  for  an  explana- 
tion of  the  item  of  £3,000  for  Charitable 
Allowances.  He  did  not  think  this  sum 
should  be  voted  without  knowing  what 
it  was  for. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  it  was  for 
persons  in  distress,  and  was  analogous 
to  the  Royal  Bounty. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Class  VU. — Misoellakeous,    Sfsoial, 

AND  TeMFOBABY  ObJECTS. 

(13.)  £19,076,  to  complete  the  sum 
fo|:  Temporary  Commissions^  agreed  to. 

(14.)  £5,086,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
MucellaneouB  Expenses,  agreed  to* 
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REVENUE    DEPARTMENTS. 
(15.)  £806,258,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Customs,  agreed  to, 

(16.).  £1,582,125,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  Inland  Bevenue. 

Lord  FEEDEEICK  CAVENDISH 
asked  whether  any  new  system  had  been 
adopted  of  collecting  Income  Tax,  for 
there  was  a  large  increase  in  the  pound- 
age? 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
replied  that  the  poundage  was  paid,  as 
before,  on  the  amount  collected ;  but  as 
the  Income  Tax  was  now  5d,f  of  course 
the  poundage  had  increased. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
observed,  that  that  did  not  explain  the 
increase,  which  was  very  considerable. 
It  was  not  possible  in  that  way  to  un- 
derstand how  it  had  gone  up  from 
£26,000  for  Sd.  to  £70,000  for  5d, 

Sir  henry  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
answered,  that  there  was  no  difference 
made  in  the  payment  of  collectors.  The 
Estimate  was  based  on  the  gprant  of  last 
year.  He  had  made  every  inquiry  into 
the  matter  at  the  time,  because  it  struck 
him  that  there  was  a  very  large  increase 
in  the  poundage ;  and  he  was  assured 
by  the  officer  of  the  Inland  Revenue 
Office  in  charge  of  the  matter  that  the 
amount  of  the  increase  was  due  to  this 
cause. 

Lord  FREDERICK  CAVENDISH 
said,  surely  that  would  not  explain  an 
increase  from  £26,000  to  £70,000. 

Mr.  WHITWELL  observed,  that 
there  was  also  a  very  large  increase  in 
the  Supplementary  Estimate. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,806,825,  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Post  Office  Services,  the 
Expenses  of  Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  and 
Government  Annuities  and  Insurances,  and  the 
Collection  of  the  Post  Office  Revenue." 

Mb.  gray  wished  to  know  whether 
it  was  the  system  to  confiscate  sayings 
that  had  heen  deposited  in  two  accounts 
by  some  persons  ?  He  believed  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks  realized  some  small 
profit ;  and,  therefore,  there  was  no  ex- 
cuse for  dealing  harshly  with  depositors, 
who  were,  of  course,  for  the  most  part, 


of  the  poorest  class,  and  were  probably 
not  aware  of  the  varioaB  regulations 
under  which  the  Department  existed. 
He  had  put  the  question  in  reference  to 
a  case  which  had  been  mentioned  to 
him  before ;  but  he  would  now  ask  some- 
thing about  the  matter,  not  having  an- 
ticipated that  this  Vote  would  give  it 
BO  soon.     He  wished  to  know  whether, 
if  a  depositor  violated  the  rule  that  two 
accounts  should  not  be  opened  by  one 
person,  whether  the  Post  Office  had  the 
power  to  confiscate  all  his  savings  ?  The 
case  which  had  been  brought  to  his 
knowledge  was  that  of  a  farm  labourer, 
who  had  deposited  with  the  Post  Office 
the  savings  of  a  life's  labour,  amounting 
to  about  £100.    Part  of  the  money  wu 
deposited  in  his  own  town,  and  the  other 
at  another,  some  few  miles  off.    After 
his  death  his  relatives  attempted  to  take 
some  of  it  out,  in  order  to  pay  the  ex- 
penses   of   his  funeral,    and  then  the 
Department  discovered  that  he  had  kept 
two  accounts.    According  to  his  infor- 
mation, the  money  was  absolutely  con- 
fiscated ;  and  on  an  appeal  being  made  to 
the  Treasury,  the  reply  was  that  thej 
should  allow  matters  to  take  their  ooone. 
If  his  information  were  correct,  the  Go- 
vernment   had    confiscated   the  entire 
savings  of  this  poor  man,  and  left  his 
family  without  any  means  of  subsistence. 
The  noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  teO 
them,  at  any  rate,  whether  this  system 
existed,  even  if  he  were  not  acquainted 
with  the  facts  of  this  particular  case; 
and,  if  it  did — which  he  could  scarpdy 
believe — ^the  Government  would  certainlr 
find  their  labours  in  Ireland  very  mnen 
lightened. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNEES  replied, 
that  the  law  was  very  much  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  stated,  and,  of  coarse, 
his  Department  was  bound  to  obey  ths 
law.  The  case  was  brought  under  his 
notice  by  two  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land not  very  long  since,  and  he  then  ^ 
found  that  the  matter  had  occurred  more  ] 
than  a  year  ago.  The  procedure  was  as  i 
follows  :— The  Solicitor  to  the  Treasury 
had  his  attention  called  to  it,  and  was 
asked  to  express  his  opinion  on  it  i& 
writing.  If  he  reported  that  these 
double  accounts  were  opened  in  erroTi 
then  the  money  was  not  confiscated,  bat 
returned.  If  the  Solicitor  stated  that, 
in  his  opinion,  there  was  fraud  in  the 
transaction,  then  the  law  took  its  ooorse. 
Two   hon.    Gentlemen,  one  the  hoB* 
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Member  for  Wexford  (Mr.  O'Clery),  had 
called  about  the  case.    They  had  been 
xefezred  to  the  Treasury,  and,  he  appre- 
hended, it  was  now  undergoing  inquiry. 
Mr.  OBAY  begged  to  move  that  the 
Vote  be  reduced  by  £100.     What  was 
the  fraud  for  which  this  money  was 
confiscated  ?    The  Goyemmeut  took  de- 
posits from  poor  people,   giving   them 
only  a  low  rate  of  interest — 2^  per  cent 
— and  then  invested  the  money  they  re- 
ceived at  a  much    higher  rate,    prin- 
cipally lending  it  to  local  bodies,  and 
malring  3^  and  4  per  cent.    By  these 
means,   after  paying  all  the  costs  of 
management,  they  made  a  considerable 
profit  from  the  business.    What,  then, 
was  the  conceivable  amount  of  fraud 
that  this  man  had  perpetrated  by  open- 
ing two  accounts  ?    He  had  simply  in- 
duced the  Post  Office  to  take  a  little 
more  money  than  they  otherwise  would 
have  had,  and  so  they  made  a  little  more 
profit.     Was  that  a  sufficient  justifica- 
tion for  making  a  charge  of  fraud? 
He  could  not  bnng  himself  to  use  the 
word.    They  might  call  it  a  trick  or  a 
sabterfug^,  in  order  to  get  a  gpreater 
amount  deposited  than  the  Government 
accepted.     Was  that  conduct  sufficient 
to  justify  the  confiscation  of  the  entire 
capital  sum?     The  bare  statement  of 
facts  needed  no  elaboration  from  him. 
He  thought  they  were  simply  appalling. 
The  expression  used  would  be  applied 
by  the  people  of  Ireland,  not  to  the  de- 
positor who  had  lost  his  money,  but  to 
the  persons  who  had  taken  it  from  him. 
He  would  certainly  take  the  opinion  of 
the  Committee  on  the  subject. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £2,806,725,  be 
gnmted  to  Her  ^lajesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neceaaary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  oonne  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31rt  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Post  Office  Services,  the 
Expenses  of  Post  Office  Savings  Banks,  and 
Oovemment  Annuities  and  Insurances,  and  the 
Cdlleetion  of  the;Po8^0ffice  Revenue.'*— (.Vr. 

8iB  HENRY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
laid,  the  hon.  Gentleman  hardly  un- 
derstood the  statement  of  the  noble 
Lord  in  answer  to  his  question.  There 
was  no  power  in  the  Department  to  do 
anything  of  this  kind.  It  was  simply 
a  question  of  carrying  out  an  Act  of 
Parliament.  The  Act  of  Parliament 
sanctioned  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks, 


in  order,  he  supposed,  to  prevent  inter- 
ference with  the  ordinary  banks  of  tho 
country,  and  limited  deposits  to  a  certain 
sum.  Under  that  Act,  any  attempt  to 
open  two  accounts  in  the  same  name 
was  considered  a  fraudulent  transaction, 
and  rendered  the  account  liable  to  be 
confiscated.  If  this  were  proved  to  be 
a  fraudulent  transaction,  forfeiture  was 
necessary  also,  for  otherwise  persons 
might  have  a  great  many  accounts  open 
in  different  Post  Offices,  and  give  great 
trouble.  If  any  alteration  was  required, 
it  must  be  by  means  of  a  new  Savings 
Banks'  Bill,  allowing  an  increase  in  the 
amoimt  deposited. 

Mb.  GBAY  replied,  that  he  did  not 
misunderstand  at  all.  He  did  not  state 
that  the  Department  had  power  to  make 
restitution  of  this  money,  because,  as  to 
that,  he  accepted  the  explanation  of  the 
noble  Lord.  What  he  did  state  was 
that  the  Government,  as  represented  by 
this  Department,  had  confiscated  the 
money,  and  that  he  represented  as 
grievously  unjust.  The  Treasury  had 
power  to  return  this  money,  and  they 
did  not  exercise  it.  It  was  not  with 
reference  to  a  particular  case,  the  de- 
tails of  which  ho  had  not  been  able  fully 
to  bring  before  the  House,  and  which 
the  noble  Lord  had  not  had  time  to 
examine,  that  he  intended  to  move  this 
reduction,  but  as  a  protest  against  the 
whole  system.  The  opening  of  an  ac- 
count might  be  a  fraud  technically,  and 
according  to  an  Act  of  Parliament ;  but, 
he  contended,  it  was  a  fraud  in  no  sense 
of  depriving  a  person  of  money,  and  he 
contended  it  was  not  a  fraud  deserving 
of  anything  like  the  punishment  meted 
out.  Ho  would,  therefore,  take  the 
eeurliest  possible  opportunity  of  taking 
the  opinion  of  the  Committee  on  the 
general  question  of  whether  such  a 
policy  was  desirable.  He  was  positive 
the  people  of  Ireland  did  not  know  they 
could  be  treated  in  this  way ;  and  he  was 
sure  the  Government  would  find  very 
little  difficulty  in  dealing  with  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Banks  in  Ireland  in  the 
future,  in  consequence  of  a  considerable 
reduction  in  the  number  of  deposits. 
Yet  so  strongly  did  he  feel  on  the  sub- 
ject, that  he  certainly  would  rai^e  the 
question  in  a  more  formal  shape  on  an- 
other occasion. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  the  law 
was  that  when  a  depositor  opened  an  ac- 
count at  the  bank  aH  tVi^^^  TvJXftN^^^t^ 
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Member  was  probably  under  tbe  im- 
pression that  the  Amendment  had  been 
withdrawn. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  repUed  that,  in  his 
opinion,  it  would  be  more  convenient  to 
report  Progress  before  leaving  the 
Amendment  before  the  House.  It  was 
impossible  to  discuss  the  question  of 
the  organization  of  the  Post  Office  at 
that  time  in  the  night ;  but  he  thought 
hon.  Members  present  would  be  surprised 
to  learn  that  the  cost  of  every  single  trans- 
action was  over  8i.  [Lord  John  IklAN- 
NEBS  :  A  little  under  8i.]  If  the  noble 
Lord  would  look  at  page  27  of  his  own 
Beport,  he  would  find  a  statement  there 
that  the  average  cost  to  the  Post  Office 
of  every  deposit  withdrawn  was,  in  the 
year  1877,  ^^d,\  so  that  it  was  over  %d, 
for  the  whole  period.  It  had  been  6ii., 
and  there  was  an  explanation  why  the 
charge  had  been  increased. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipper ary  has  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Amendment.  It  is  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  practice  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  speak  only  to  that  Amendment, 
until  the  Question  is  decided.  When  it 
is  withdrawn,  he  will  be  in  Order  to 
make  his  observations. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mr.  COUETNEY  did  not  propose  to 
enter  into  any  discussion,  and  only 
wished  to  point  out  why  they  ought  to 
report  Progress.  It  seemed  to  him  too 
absurd  that  the  cost  of  each  transaction 
should  be  ^iS>d,  If  ordinary  banks  had 
to  pay  that,  they  could  never  carry  on 
business.  He  wished  to  point  out  how 
that  might  be  reduced,  and  also  how 
the  operations  of  the  banks  might  be 
extended  so  ihat  they  might  be  estab- 
lished wherever  Money  Order  Offices 
existed.  He  begged  to  move  to  report 
Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — 
\Mr,  Courtney,) 

Mr.  MELDON  did  not  wish  to  inter- 
pose in  this  discussion  ;  but  he  did  wish 
to  protest  against  the  language  made 
use  of  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury 
on  the  conduct  described  by  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Tipperary.   The 

The  Chairman 


Secretary  to  the  Treasury  spoke  of  the 
person  making  the  two  deposits  as  act- 
ing fraudulently,  and  as  showing  a  frau- 
dulent intention.  [Sir  Hknbt  Selwdt- 
Ibbetson  dissented.]  He  understood 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  say  so,  and 
he  was  only  too  glad  if  he  would  dis- 
claim the  intention.  He  challenged 
him  and  the  Postmaster  General  to  point 
out  how  such  conduct  could  be  fraud- 
ulent. The  Act  of  Parliament  even  did 
not  give  power  to  confiscate  this  money, 
and  there  ought,  certainly,  to  be  no  de- 
claration that  conduct  of  this  kind  was 
fraudulent  merely  upon  rules  framed 
by  the  Post  Office.  He  challenged  the 
hon.  Gentleman  to  prove  .  tms  lan- 
guage; and  when  this  Vote  came  on 
again  he  hoped  they  would  have  some 
explanation  of  such  a  charge. 

Sir  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBET80N 
hoped  the  Motion  would  be  withdrawn, 
on  condition  that  this  Vote  was  post- 
poned. He  was  very  anxious  to  get  on 
with  the  other  Votes,  in  order  to  indnde 
specifically  the  Votes  of  Supply.  He 
would  not  enter  further  into  the  dispnte 
as  to  whether  he  did  or  did  not  nee  the 
words  imputed  to  him.  What  he  intended 
to  convey  was,  that  an  Act  of  Parliament 
having  laid  down  certain  conditions,  an 
attempt,  with  a  knowledge  of  that  Act 
of  Parliament,  to  frustrate  those  con- 
ditions, was  a  fraud  on  the  Act  of  Ptt- 
liament. 

Mr.  COURTNEY  had  no  objection, 
on  this  decision,  to  withdraw  lufl  pro- 
posal. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrw*. 

(17.)  £574,725,  to  complete  the  som 
for  Post  Office  Packet  Service,  agr^ti  <•. 

(18.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £834,528, 1» 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  «■ 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  willcQBi 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ojdiny 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Sal«ri« 
and  Working  Expenses  of  the  Post  Office  Tdfr 
graph  Service." 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
*'  That  tJie  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again.''^ 
{Major  O^Beirne.) 

Me.  GE ay  wished  to  direct  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government  to  a  subject  bi 


1625 


Supply — CMl 


I  July  29,  1879|         Service  Estimates. 


1626 


bad  already  brought  under  their  notice 
— namely,  the  discontent  which  existed 
in  the  Dublin  Offices  amongst  the  Post 
Office  clerks  at  the  injustice  to  which 
they  were  subjected  in  the  matter  of 
salaries.  They  had  already  called  at- 
tention last  year  to  this  matter  by  Me- 
morial, and  he  then  pointed  out  that  it 
was  never  forwarded  to  London  until  he 
called  attention  to  the  matter.  He  saw 
by  the  newspapers  that  in  the  last  two 
or  three  days  the  Post  Office  clerks  in 
Dublin  bad  met  to  consider  their  griev- 
ances, and  it  was  then  stated  that  a 
second  Memorial  had  been  addressed  to 
the  noble  Lord,  which  had  not  elicited 
any  reply.  The  noble  Lord  promised 
him  last  year  that  the  matter  should 
have  his  careful  attention,  but  no  relief 
had  yet  been  accorded.  The  complaint 
was  that  the  work  in  Dublin  was  just 
as  hard,  and  required  as  skilled  manipu- 
lation, as  any  city  in  the  Empire ;  a 
statement  which  he  coidd  testify  from 
his  own  knowledge,  having  had  some  ex- 
perience of  the  amount  of  work  done, 
m  a  very  limited  time,  and  which  was 
paid  on  a  lower  scale,  not  merely 
than  in  London,  but  in  other  towns, 
such  as  was  paid  to  the  clerks  in  Edin- 
burgh, Glasgow,  Manchester,  Liverpool, 
and  all  the  principal  provincial  towns  of 
England  and  Scotland.  These  clerks 
had  the  same  work  as  the  clerks  in 
London,  and  must  be  their  equals  in 
skill;  for,  of  course,  in  transmitting 
messages,  if  they  did  not  have  as  good 
a  clerk  at  one  end  as  at  the  other,  they 
lost  the  advantages  of  the  skill  of 
the  first.  He  found  that  second-class 
clerks  in  London  began  at  £200,  rising 
to  £300 ;  while  second-class  clerks  in 
Dublin  began  at  £90,  rising  to  £300 ; 
while  clerks  in  the  fourth  class  in  London 
began  at  a  higher  rate  than  the  second- 
class  clerks  in  Dublin.  There  was  ano- 
ther matter  to  which  he  might  call  at- 
tention, which  the  clerks  thought  might 
injure  them,  or  be  to  their  detriment. 
Becently,  their  names  had  been  changed 
by  a  Circular  from  *' telegraph  clerks  " 
to  **  telegraphists."  An  Act  of  Parlia- 
ment provided  for  the  superannuation 
and  pensions  stipulated  for  when  the 
telegraphs  were  transferred ;  and  these 
clerks  feared  that  the  Circular  changing 
their  name  was  intended  to  deprive  them 
of  some  benefit  which  they  would  have 
secured  under  the  Act.  The  men  com- 
plained, also,  that  they  had  an  enormous 


deal  of  extra  work  on  Sundays,  and 
that  they  were  kept  continuously  at 
work  long  over  hours.  Of  course,  they 
were  paid  extra  for  that ;  but  the  work 
was  more  than  they  were  physically  able 
to  perform,  and  the  extra  pay  did  not 
compensate  for  the  loss  of  health  con- 
tingent on  the  work.  Ho  trusted  this 
matter  woidd  not  require  very  much 
more  consideration  from  the  noble  Lord, 
and  that  he  would  do  something  like 
justice  to  these  clerks ;  and  he  trusted, 
alno,  that  the  agitation  of  these  men 
would  not  bring  on  them  any  kind  of 
punishment,  of  which  they  stood  in  con- 
siderable dread. 

LoKi)  JOHN  MANNEES  said,  he 
would  readily  give  the  last  assurance 
asked  for  by  the  hon.  Member.  "With 
respect  to  the  general  status  of  theso 
clerks,  the  principle  he  wished  to  lay 
down,  speaking  generally,  was  that  the 
clerks  in  Dublin  should  be  on  the  same 
footing  as  those  in  Edinburgh.  The 
capital  was  always  regarded  as  different 
to  other  places.  He  would  communicate 
to  the  hon.  Member,  as  soon  as  pos- 
sible, the  result  of  his  inquiries,  and  of 
certain  communications  which  were  now 
passing  between  the  Treasury  and  him- 
self on  this  matter. 

Mr.  M.  BEOOKS  asked,  if  the  rates 
in  Edinburgh  at  present  were  greater 
than  those  in  Dublin?  Ho  knew  the 
wages  paid  were  some  40  or  50  per  cent 
below  those  paid  in  London ;  and  if  tho 
clerks  did  not  get  a  rise,  it  would  be  very 
poor  consolation  to  them  that  they  got 
tho  same  as  was  paid  at  Liverpool  and 
Manchester.  He  should  be  very  glad 
to  hear  the  noble  Lord  say  that  they 
should  be  put  on  a  level  with  the  men 
in  Lcmdon. 

Mk.  DILLWYN  thought  it  was  a 
very  odd  principle  to  pay  clerks  ac- 
cording to  the  place  where  they  woro 
working.  They  surely  ought  to  i)ay 
according  to  the  efficiency  of  their 
work. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraxcn. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

CIVIL  SERVICES. 
Class  IV. — Education,  Science,  and 

Art. 

(19.)  £490,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners,  Ire- 
land, agreed  to. 
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(20.)  £1,789,  to  complete  the  sum 
for  the  National  GNilleiy  of  Ireland, 

(21.)  £1,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
the  Boyal  IriBh  Academy,  agreed  to, 

BeBolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow; 
Oommittee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 
Besolutions  [28th  July]  reported. 
First  Besolution  agreed  to. 
Second  Besolution  jpo»(pofMJ. 
Six  following  Besolutions  agreed  to. 
Ninth  'R^BxAMiioTk postponed. 

Postponed  Besolutions  to  be  taken 
into  Consideration  upon  Ttmreday, 

MUNICIPAL  ELECTIONS  (IRELAND) 
BILL.— [Bill  266.] 

{Mr,  Jamee  Lowther,  Mr,  Aitwmeg  Oemrul  for 

Ireland). 

OOMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 
Bill  eonsid&red  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Major  NOLAN  asked  what  was  the 
meaning  of  the  Bill  ?  He  had  read  it  to 
the  end,  and  could  not  understand  it.  It 
was  simply  a  repetition  of  previous  Acts, 
and  he  did  not  know  what  its  object  was 
at  all.  

Mb.  J.  LOWTKfiB  replied,  that  it 
was  found  that  the  municipal  arrange- 
ments of  Ireland  were  not  subject  to  the 
last  Act  which  governed  the  rest  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  It  was  merely  an  Act 
to  remoTO  doubts. 

Mb.  GBAY  observed,  that  this  Bill 
was  merely  an  extension  of  a  very  use- 
ful Act  passed  in  1875,  which  was  be- 
lieved to  extend  to  Ireland,  and  which 
on  that  belief  had  been  acted  on  in  Ire- 
land. Owinp^,  however,  to  a  question 
which  arose  m  a  recent  election  for  the 
Dublin  Corporation^  which  was  referred 
to  the  Law  Officers  of  the  Crown,  it  was 
discovered  that  the  Act  under  which 
they  had  been  carrying  on  their  elections 
did  no  textend  to  Ireland.  This  Bill 
proposed  to  extend  it. 

Bill  reported^  without  Amendment ;  to 
be  read  the  third  time  To-morrow, 


NATIONAL   SCHOOL   TEACHEBS   (IRE- 
LAND) [REPAYMENT  OF  ADVANCES]. 

Considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

**  That  is  expedient  to  anthorifle  the  pavmeni, 
out  of  the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United 
Kingdom,  of  any  deficiency  in  the  Penaion  Fond 
whidi  may  arise  in  the  repayment  to  the  Com- 
misaionerB  for  the  Reduction  of  the  NatioDal 
Debt  of  any  Advances  made  by  them  for  the 
purposes  of  any  Act  of  the  present  Session  for 
improving  the  position  of  the  Teachers  of  Na- 
tional Schools  m  Ireland." 

Mb.  COURTNEY  asked,  whether  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury  or  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  had  considered 
the  point  raised  by  lus  right  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Childers),  as  to  whether  this  money 
was  to  be  repaid  to  the  Consolidated 
Fund?  His  right  hon.  Friend  gave 
reasons  why  that  form  of  repayment 
should  not  be  adopted. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  was  not  yery  much  in 
favour  of  the  suggestion  that  these 
charges  should  be  placed  on  the  Votes, 
as  he  was  afraid  they  would  be  more 
likely  to  lead  to  extravagance  than 
economy.  It  would  be  far  better  to  keep 
to  the  present  arrangement. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  he  would  take 
advantage  of  the  opportunity  to  ask  the 
hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney) 
whether  he  would  withdraw  his  opposi- 
tion to  the  National  School  Teachers 
Bill,  so  that  it  might  not  come  on  at  a 
late  hour?  He  had  received  several 
letters  from  the  National  teachers  in  Ire- 
land hoping  this  Bill  would  become  law 
this  Session ;  and  as  a  Notice  given  by 
the  hon.  Member  prevented  the  Bill 
coming  on  before  half-past  12,  it  might 
have  tne  effect  of  stopping  it  adtogether, 
or,  at  any  rate,  of  preventing  it  from 
being  properly  discussed* 

Besolution  agreed  ^ ;  to  be  reported 
To-morrow. 

MOTIONS. 


COPYRIGHT  (No.  2)  BELL.    * 

Acts  read ;  considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

LoBD  JOHN  MANNEBS,  in  moving 
that  the  Chairman  be  directed  to  move 
the  Housoi  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
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in  a  Bin  to  consolidate  and  amend  the 
Law  relating  to  Copyright,  said,  the 
Bin  contained  an  the  recommendations 
of  the  recent  Boyal  Oommission  on  the 
subject,  with  the  exception  of  two — ^that 
registration  should  Be  removed  from 
Stationers'  Hall  and  undertaken  by  a 
Government  Department,  and  the  aboU- 
tion  of  the  privilege  of  free  copies  to  the 
Universities  and  Advocate's  Library  at 
Edinburgh.  With  these  two  excep- 
tions, an  the  main  recommendations  of 
the  Commission  would  be  found  in  a 
Code  on  the  subject.  The  Bill  was  in- 
troduced, not  with  the  object  of  becom- 
ing law  this  Session,  but  that  it  might 
be  circulated  during  the  Becess,  not  only 
at  home,  but  in  the  Colonies. 

Motion  agreed  to. 

Sesoivedj  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 
move  the  Hoiue,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 
in  a  Bill  to  consolidate  and  amend  the  Law  re- 
lating to  Copyright. 

Resolution  reported :  —  Bill  ordered  to  be 
brought  in  by  Lord  Jony  Mannbrs,  Yiscouut 
8axdon,  and  Mr.  Attorney  GsysiiAL. 

'BQlpreiented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  265.] 

IRISH  CHURCH  ACT  (1869)  AMEND- 
MENT BILL. 
LEAVE.        FIBST  BEADIKQ. 

Me.  PLUNKET,  in  moving  for  leave 
to  bring  in  a  Bill  to  amend  "  The  Irish 
Church  Act,  1869,"  and  to  provide 
further  compensation  to  certain  persons, 
being  Priests  and  Deacons  of  the  late 
Established  Church  of  Ireland,  said, 
the  Bill  would  not  at  all  challenge  the 
general  policy  of  the  Irish  Church  Act, 
or  in  any  respect  re-endow  the  Irish 
Church.  Its  provisions  simply  aimed  at 
redressing  a  grievance  felt  very  severely 
by  certain  clergy  of  that  Church.  It  was 
complained  that  although  the  Act  did 
profess  not  to  treat  with  harshness  or 
severity  individual  clergymen,  and  pro- 
fessed to  give  them  full  compensation,  yet 
that  it  faol^d  to  make  provision  for  the 
loss  they  had  suffered  in  being  deprived 
of  all  hope  of  preferment.  Amendments 
in  this  respect  were  brought  forward  at 
the  time  of  l^e  passing  of  the  Act 
through  the  House,  but  the  arguments 
in  favour  of  these  proposals  were  rather 
evaded  than  met.  At  all  events,  the 
Act  did  not  contain  any  such  pro- 
visions, and  the  object  of  his  Bill  was 
to  introduce  provisions  remedying  that 


grievance.  By  its  clauses  any  incum- 
bent or  curate  who  believed  himself 
aggrieved  would  be  entitled  to  present  a 
Memorial  to  the  Irish  Church  Com- 
missioners, and  they  would  be  required 
to  entertain  that  Memorial,  and  bear  in 
mind  any  amounts  that  might  have  been 
paid  previously.  Then,  if  they  thought 
the  Memorial  well-fbunded,  they  would 
redtess  the  grievance  out  of  the  surplus. 
This  proposal  made  a  very  small  demand 
on  the  Church  surplus  indeed,  in  com- 
parison with  others  already  submitted, 
or  about  to  be  submitted,  to  the  House. 
He  thought  only  about  £300,000  or 
£400,000  would  be  required;  and  the 
Committee,  whom  he  represented,  were 
quite  willing,  if  necessary,  to  agree  that 
the  toted  sum  to  be  expended  in  this  way 
should  be  limited  to  £500,000.  He  did  not 
intend,  either,  that  this  Bill  should  con- 
flict with  the  passing  of  the  National 
School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Bill.  He 
rather  desired,  if  he  might  use  the  ex- 
pression, that  they  should  run  side  by 
side ;  and,  if  the  House  co-operated,  he 
trusted  that  both  these  Bills  might  pass 
that  Session,  late  as  the  time  now  was. 
Major  NOLAN  said,  he  would  not 
oppose  the  first  reading  of  this  Bill ;  but 
it  was  only  to  be  expected  he  should  look 
at  it  with  a  certain  amount  of  natural 
hesitation.  He  remembered  reading  in 
the  Conservative  organ  of  Dublin,  The 
Daily  £xpreHs,  at  the  time  when  the  Chief 
Justiceship  was  vacant,  and  that  paper 
was  urging  the  claims  of  Mr.  Whiteside, 
that  it  said  that  Protestants  should  look 
rather  kindly  on  liis  promotion  to  that 
post,  because  he  construed  the  Church 
Act  liberally ;  whereas  if  he  had  con- 
strued it  harshly  the  incumbents  of  the 
Irish  Church  would  have  got  £1,000,000 
less  than  they  received.  That  seemed 
to  him  very  strong  evidence  that  the  Act 
had  not  been  harshly  construed.  He 
knew  very  well  the  incumbents  in  the 
town  in  which  he  lived  were  not  harshly 
treated,  and  it  was  their  opinion  also. 
Although  they  spoke  very  strongly 
against  the  Bill,  they  admitted  that  its 

Provisions  were  extremely  liberal.  In- 
eed,  he  believed  that  a  number  of  the 
junior  clergy  only  entered  the  Irish 
Church  in  order  to  obtain  compensation. 
He  could  not  allow  that  this  Bill  went 
on  all  fours  with  his.  He  had  no  objec- 
tion to  it  as  it  stood ;  although  he  thought 
there  should  be  some  accompanying  ad- 
vantage introduced  for  other  denomi- 
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nations.  When' they  oame  to  ask  for 
£500,000  it  was  a  very  serious  matter 
for  any  one  denomination  to  claim. 

Mb.  DILLWTN  said,  the  noble  Lord 
the  Postmaster  General  had  just  intro- 
duced a  Bill  merely  for  the  purpose  of 
circulating  it  during  the  Becess.  If  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  (Mr.  Flunket) 
had  introduced  this  Bill  for  the  same 
purpose  he  should  have  no  objection  to 
it ;  but,  at  the  beginning  of  August,  it 
was  utterly  impossible  that  a  measure  of 
this  kind  could  receive  the  consideration 
it  ougHt  to  have  at  the  hands  of  the 
House.  He  did  not  like,  in  courtesy  to 
the  hon.  and  learned  Member,  to  oppose 
the  first  reading ;  but  he  hoped  no 
attempt  would  be  made  to  press  it  at  that 
period  of  the  Session. 

Mb.  M.  BEOOKS  said,  the  BiU  would, 
when  understood,  have  the  support  of 
a  large  number  of  Members  on  both 
sides  of  the  House,  and  of  his  hon.  and 
gallant  Friend  (Major  Nolan). 


Motion  agreed  to. 

Bill  to  amend  "The  Irish  Church Aot,  1869," 
and  to  provide  further  compenaation  to  certain 
personB,  being  Priests  and  Deacons  of  the  late 
Established  Church  of  Ireland,  ord$r$d  to  be 
brought  in  by  Mr.  David  Plunkbt,  Sir  Abthtr 
Guinness,  Mr.  Maurice  Brooks,  Mr.  Ewart, 
and  Mr.  Kavanaoh. 

BillprMM^tftf,  and  read  the  first  time.  [BUI  266.] 
TJIOVEBSITY  EDirOATION  (iBELAlO))  (nO.  2) 

[fellowships,  &c.  pensions,  &C.] 

Contidtred  in  Committbe. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

RuoUoed,  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  the 
payment,  out  of  moneys  to  be  provided  by  Far- 
liament,  of  the  charge  for  the  creation  of  Ex- 
hibitions, Scholarships,  Fellowships,  and  other 
prizes,  and  of  the  erection  of  suitable  buildings 
in  connection  with  the  IJDiversity ;  also  of  re- 
tiring Pensions  to  any  officers  of  the  Queen's 
University  who  may  be  deprived  of  their  office 
under  the  provisions  of  any  Act  of  the  present 
Session  to  promote  the  advancement  of  learning, 
an)^  to  extend  the  benefits  connected  with  Um- 
versity  Education  in  Ireland. 

Resolution  to  be  reported  To-morrMc. 

PUBLIC  OFFICES   (FEES)   BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Sblwin-Irbetson, 
Bill  to  provide  for  the  collection,  either  in 
money  or  by  stamps,  of  Fees  payable  in  Public 
Offices,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Hbnrt 
Sblwin-Ibbetson  and  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Bill  j»rMm^<;,  andread  thefixst  time.  [Bill266.] 
Major  Nolan 


LOtrOH  XRNE    AND    BIYEB  (OONTDTCTANCB) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Sblwin-Ibbbtson, 
BUI  to  grant  further  time  for  proceeding  with 
the  execution  of  works  for  improving  the  navi- 

fation  of  the  Lough  and  River  Erne,  ordsrtd  to 
e  brought  in  by  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson 
and  Mr.  James  Lowther. 

WSlpreamted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  267.] 

METBOPOLITAN  BOABD  OF  WOBKS  (mONET) 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbbtbox, 
BiU  for  further  amending  the  Acts  relating  to 
the  raising  of  Money  by  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works;  and  for  other  purposes  relatiztg 
thereto,  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Henbt 
Selwin-Ibbbtson  and  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer. 

Billi7r««0»^e<f,andreadthe  first  time.  [Bill268.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
Mfore  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Wednesdag,  SOthJulg,  1879. 


MINUTES.]  —  Select  Cokxitteb — Bepert — 
Contagious  Diseases  Acta  [No.  3231. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee — CrviL  Seb- 
vicb   Estimates,    Class    lY.  —  EnucAnox, 

SCIENCB,    AND  ArT. 

Resolution*  [July  29]  reported. 

Public  Bills — Ordered — First  Reading — ^l^ppe- 
rary  Boroughs  *  [271j ;  Endowed  Schools 
Acts  Continuance  *  [1272] ;  Regulation  of 
Railways  Acts  Continuance  *  [2701. 

Second  Reading — Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)* 
[257]. 

Considered  as  amended — ^East  India  Loen  (Con- 
soUdated  Fund)  *  [201]. 

Third  Reading — ^Municipal  Elections  (Ireland)* 
[266],  and  passed. 

Withdrawn — Teachers  Organisation  and  Regis- 
tration* [101];  Employers' Liability  •[103]; 
Valuation  of  JProperty  •  [71]. 

0RDER8     OF    THE    DAT. 


PRIVILEGE  —  (TOWER    HIGH    LEVEL 
BRIDGE  (METROPOLIS)  COMMITTEE.) 

PETITION. 

Mb.  spencer  WALPOLE  moved 
that  the  following  Petition  of  John 
Sandilands  Ward  be  taken  into  con- 
sideration : — 

"To  the  honourahle  the  Commons  of  the 
United  Kingdom  of  Great  Britain  and  Ireland 
assembled. 


'^The  humUe  Petition  of  John  SandilancU 
Wild,  now  a  pisoner  in  the  custody  of  the 
Serjeant  at  Aims  attending  your  honourable 
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Ward  nntil  the  dose  of  the  Sefldon; 
but,  haying  regard  to  the  fact  that  he 
has  entirely  placed  himself  at  the  mercy 
of  the  House,  and  expressed  his  sorrow 
and  regret  for  his  offence,  and  having 
regard  mainly  to  the  medical  certificates 
which  have  been  presented  on  this  occa- 
sion, and  which  are  in  the  hands  of  the 
Seipeant-at-Arms,  and  with  regard  to 
which  I  think  I  may  say,  from  tne  testi- 
mony of  those  who  have  had  opportuni- 
ties of  seeing  Mr.  Ward  constantly 
during  the  period  of  his  confinement, 
there  can  be  no  doubt  that  they  do  not 
at  all  exaggerate  the  circumstances  of 
his  health.  Under  all  these  circum- 
stances, I  think  that  the  House  may 
fairly  and  mercifully  take  the  case  into 
consideration,  and  assent  to  the  Motion 
which  I  now  submit  to  it. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER:  I  beg  to 
second  the  Motion.  My  first  impression 
was  that  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
that  it  would  have  been  right,  and  not  at 
all  too  severe  a  punishment,  that  this  per- 
son should  have  remained  in  custody 
until  the  close  of  the  Session.  I  cannot 
say  I  think  the  entire  submission  to  the 
House  would,  in  itself,  have  been  any 
reason  why  Mr.  Ward  should  have  been 
liberated;  but,  looking  at  the  medical 
certificates,  which  are  certainly  very 
strong  and  by  a  very  eminent  physician 
— Dr.  Sieveking,  I  think — the  House 
would  hardly  think  it  right  to  detain 
him  in  custody  any  longer. 


''Shewethf 

"That  the  Petitioner  has  not  only  Buffered 
very  mneh  from  loes  of  liberty,  but  his  health 
has  been  serioualY  affected  in  consequence  of 
his  imprisonment  by  order  of  your  honourable 
House,  as  is  shewn  by  the  oeztiiicates  of  Dr. 
Btflrelon^  Physician  in  Ordinary  to  tiie  Queen, 
and  Br.  J.  H.  Waters,  of  whidi  tiie  following 
areoopiee: — 

"'July  29,  1879.— I  have  this  day,  in  the 
nrasenoe  of  Dr.  Waters,  examined  Mr.  J.  6. 
waxdy  and  find  him  affected  with  diarrhosa, 
Jiaadache,  and  great  depression  of  spirits.  Ten 
years  ago  Mr.  Ward  suffered  in  a  similar 
manner,  and  was  then  obliged  to  withdraw 
from  business  for  eight  months ;  there  is  just 
reason  to  fear  that  if  his  present  symptons 
become  aggravated  by  prolonged  imprisonment, 
a  similar  or  worse  nervous  malady  than  that 
which  occurred  before  may  return. — (Signed) 
Edward  H.  Sieveking,  M.D.,  Fellow  of  the 
Boyal  College  of  Physicians.' 

••  *  July  29th,  1879.— I  certify  that  I  have  this 
day  seen  and  examined  Mr.  J.  S.  Ward,  in  con- 
junction with  Dr.  Sieveking,  and  find  him 
Boffering  from  symptoms  of  nervous  irritation 
and  debility,  and  am  of  opinion  that  these 
symptoms  will  lead  up  to  a  severe  illness,  simi- 
Isr  to  a  former  attack  from  which  he  suffered 
some  nine  years  ago,  unless  his  present  confine- 
ment, and  the  trouble  consequent  on  it,  ceases. 
-(Signed)  J.  H.  Waters,  M.D.' 

"  That  your  Petitioner  entirely  submits  him- 
■df  to  your  honourable  House,  and  begs  to 
•sprees  his  unfeigned  sorrow  and  regret  for 
having  incurred  its  displeasure,  but  he  ventures 
most  humbly  to  hope  that  your  honourable 
House  will  deem  that  the  harassing  imprison- 
msnt  your  Petitioner  has  already  undergone, 
and  the  rezj  serious  loss  and  inconvenience 
thereby  entailed  upon  him,  are  a  sufficient  ex- 
piation of  the  offence  against  the  privileges  of 
your  honourable  House,  of  which  he  has  been 
•djndged  guilty. 

**  Tour  Petitioner  therefore  humbly  prays  that 
your  honourable  House  will  order  his  discharge 
out  of  custody. 

"  And  your  Petitioner,  as  in  duty  bound,  will 
•rerpray. 

**  Dated  this  29th  day  of  July  1879. 

"J.  Sandilands  Wahd." 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  I  propose  to  move  now — 

"That  John  Sandilands  Ward,  having  en- 
tirely submitted  himself  to  this  House,  and 
expressed  his  sorrow  and  regret  for  his  offence, 
end  having  already  suffered  in  his  health,  bo 
discharged  out  of  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at 
Arms,  on  payment  of  his  fees." 

^  The  case  is  one  in  which,  under  ordi- 
nary circumstances,  I  certainly  should 
not  have  recommended  the  House  to 
tike  any  steps  for  the  discharge  of  Mr. 

yOL.  OOXLYin.  [teibd  bsribb.] 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<*That  John  Sandilands  Ward,  having  en- 
tirely submitted  himself  to  this  House,  and  ex- 
pressed his  sorrow  and  regret  for  his  offence, 
and  having  alreadv  suffered  in  his  health,  be 
discharged  out  of  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at 
Arms,  on  payment  of  his  fees." 

Mr.  BERESFORD  HOPE:  "The 
quality  of  mercy  is  not  strained,"  as  we 
all  know  ;  and,  therefore,  the  House  will 
probably  do  well  to  accept  the  Motion 
of  my  right  hon.  Friend,  but  simply 
accept  it  as  an  act  of  mercy,  and  simply 
on  the  medical  testimony,  and,  above 
all,  not  accept  it  on  any  ambiguity.  I 
think  my  rignt  hon.  Friend,  in  the  kind- 
ness of  his  heart  and  his  desire  to  help 
a  suffering  man,  has  gone  a  little  too  far 
in  his  account  of  Mr.  Ward's  submission, 
and  that  it  would  be  a  mistake  in  the 
cause  of  justice  if  it  were  to  be  supposed 
that  Mr.  Ward  had  confessed  the  lustice 
of  his  sentence,  and  had  ^«iV^%£L^ 

8G 


1635    {Tower  High  Level  Bridge    {COMMONS)     {MetropoUe)  Conmittee).     1636 


tracted  that  statement  of  his  which 
has  placed  him  in  his  present  unplea- 
sant predicament.  I  must  bring  the 
House  back  to  the  case  itself.  What 
was  the  state  of  the  case  ?  The  Com- 
mittee, over  which  my  right  hon.  Friend 
and  Colleague  (Mr.  Spencer  Walpole) 
presided,  reported  that  one  class  of  wit- 
nesses spoke  the  truth,  and  that  another 
class  of  witnesses  spoke  something  that 
was  not  the  truth ;  that  they  believed 
the  one  class,  but  did  not  believe  the 
other.  The  House,  accordingly,  be- 
lieving and  agreeing  with  its  Committee, 
sentenced  the  two  delinquents  to  im- 
prisonment. One  has  escaped  that  im- 
prisonment, and  is  now  swaggering 
under  an  alias  at  an  eminently  respect- 
able and  delightful  resort  of  English 
visitors  across  the  Channel.  The  other 
is  in  custody,  and  has  made  a  submis- 
sion. But  what  is  his  submission  ?  Has 
he  retracted  his  false  statement?  He 
has  done  no  such  thing.     He  says — 

**  Your  Petitioner  entirely  submits  himself  to 
your  honourable  House,  and  begs  to  express  his 
unfeigned  sorrow  and  regret  for  having  incurred 
its  displeasure.*' 

But  he  takes  good  care  not  to  say  whether 
that  displeasure  was  incurred  rightly  or 
wrongly.  It  has  taken  him  away  from 
the  vicinity  of  his  clients,  and  has  placed 
him  in  close  proximity  to  the  ticking  of 
the  clock.  He  expresses  his  unfeigned 
regret  for  this  ;  and  I  think  the  House 
will  agree  with  me  that  no  one  ever 
did  a  questionable  thing  and  found  the 
penalties  were  disagreeable,  who  did  not 
very  soon  afterwards  find  that  Providence 
had  endowed  him  with  a  bad  constitution. 
This  being  the  case,  and  seeing  that  Dr. 
Sieveking  and  another  physician  say 
that  the  confinement  is  injurious  to  Mr. 
Ward's  health,  for  Heaven's  sake  let 
him  out ;  but  do  not  allow  it  to  go  forth 
that  we  believe  his  evidence,  or  that  he 
has  retracted  his  false  statement. 

Mr.  MONK:  My  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Cambridge  University  (Mr. 
Beresford  Hope)  has  anticipated  me  in 
the  remarks  I  was  going  to  make.  I 
am  quite  certain  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  in  framing  the  Motion 
he  has  placed  in  your  hands,  and  in  the 
statement  he  has  just  made  to  the  House, 
that  Mr.  Ward  had  admitted  his  offence, 
really  believed  that  Mr.  Ward  had  so 
admitted  his  offence ;  but  in  the  Petition 
which  Mr.  Ward  has  presented  to  the 
House  it  is  quite  clear  that  kQ  haa  not 

Mr.  Beresford  Hope 


admitted  it.  He  has  expressed  his  regret 
for  having  incurred  the  displecisure  of 
the  House ;  and  at  the  close  of  his  Peti- 
tion he  calls  attention  to  the  imprison- 
ment which  he  has  undergone,  in  expia- 
tion of  the  offence  against  the  Privileges 
of  the  House,  of  which  he  had  been  ad- 
judged guilty.     But  there  is  not  one 
word  in  the  nature  of  an  expression  of 
regret  for  having  committed  a  gra?e 
offence  against  the  Privileges  of  the 
House.     I,  therefore,  think  it  is  impos- 
sible for  the  House  to  agree  to  the  £e- 
solution  in  the  form  in  which  it  has  been 
submitted  to  us  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.     If  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  will  consent  to   amend  the 
terms  of  the  Motion,  and  will  quote  the 
words  which  appear  in  the  Petition  of 
Mr.  Ward,  I  think  that,  after  having  re- 
ceived a  certificate  from  Dr.  Sieveking  of 
the  nature  of  the  one  we  have  before  us, 
the  House  might  very  well  extend  its 
clemency  to  Mr.  Ward;  but  that  we  are 
to  put  on  record  on  the  Journals  of  this 
House  a  statement  that  Mr.  Ward  has 
admitted  his  offence  when  he  has  not  ad- 
mitted his  offence  is  altogether  repng- 
nant  to  the  dignity  of  Parliament.    I 
hope,  therefore,  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  will  amend  his  Motion  in 
that  sense.     If  not,  I  think  it  would  he 
impossible  for  the  House  unanimooslj 
to  agree  to  this  act  of  mercy,  which,  I 
am  sure,  we  are  all  anxious  to  extend  to 
Mr.  Ward. 

Mr.  DODSON  :  I  would  really  appeal 
to  the  House  not  to  continue  this  discos- 
A  question  has  been  raised  inre- 


sion. 


gard  to  the  dignity  of  the  House ;  hut  I 
doubt  whether  it  is  for  the  dignity  of  this 
House  to  enter  into  a  discussion  of  this 
kind.  It  appears  to  me  that  this  mxR 
has  committed  an  offence  against  this 
House,  in  regard  to  which  the  House 
has  found  him  guilty,  and  for  which  he 
has  been  punished.  That  punishm^t 
is  now  about  to  be  curtailed  on  the  score 
of  the  state  of  his  health.  It  seems  to 
me  that  the  proper  course,  imder  the 
circumstances,  and  what  will  be  most 
conducive  to  the  dignity  of  the  House,  is 
now  to  release  him  on  the  ground  of  his 
health. 

Mr.  HERMON  :  I  quite  agree  with 
my  right  hon.  Friend  who  has  just  sat 
down  that  it  will  be  conducive  to  the 
dignity  of  the  House  to  release  this  man 
from  confinement.  But  I  must  express 
here  my  opinion  that  the  fint  part  of  the 
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transaotion  ought  not  to  have  inyolved 
the  serious  consequences  from  which  he 
is  now  suffering.  As  he  owned  himself, 
he  committed  a  breach  of  the  Frivileges  of 
the  House;  but  he  does  not  appear  to  have 
done  so  &om  any  fraudulent  or  corrupt 
motive.  But  when  he  came  before  the 
Committee  he  did  commit  a  very  serious 
offence,  which  ought  not  to  be  lost  sight 
of  by  the  House.  I  am  quite  willing  that 
he  ^ould  be  discharged  from  custody ; 
but  I  think  he  ought  to  be  brought  to 
the  Bar  of  this  House,  and  called  upon  to 
acknowledge  his  error.  The  conclusions 
arrived  at  by  the  Committee  are  of  a 
most  serious  character,  and  it  is  of  great 
importance  to  consider  the  words  used 
by  the  Committee  appointed  to  investi- 
gate the  matter,  when  they  say  that  the 
counter-statements  made  by  Mr.  Ward 
and  Mr.  Grissell  are  false.  That  fact 
Mr.  Ward  has  never  acknowledged;  and 
he  does  not,  to  my  mind,  express  him- 
self sorry  for  his  offence  against  the 
House,  but  merely  expresses  himself 
sorry  for  the  pimishment  it  has  involved. 
At  the  same  time,  I  think  in  the  whole 
of  this  matter  there  has  been  a  good  deal 
of  unnecessary  mixing  up  of  certain 
persons.  I  do  not  think  the  proposal  of 
the  solicitor  who  first  proposed  to  Mr. 
Grissell  to  write  down  the  nature  of  his 
proposition  was  exactly  necessary.  If, 
nowever,  in  this  case  Mr,  Ward  expresses 
sorrow  for  what  he  has  done,  I  think  he 
may  now  be  discharged. 

Sib  WILFEID  LAWSON:  I  am 
sore  it  is  the  general  wish  of  the  House 
to  get  rid  of  this  man.  The  point  now 
is  what  to  do  with  him.  I  heard  the 
remarks  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  on 
the  front  Opposition  Bench  (Mr.  Dod- 
son),  and  I  quite  agree  with  him  that 
we  ought  to  consult  the  dignity  of  the 
House.  But  I  think  the  dignity  of  the 
House  would  be  best  consulted  by  a 
strict  adherence  to  truth  than  by  any- 
thing else.  I  quite  appreciate  the  Mo- 
tion of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer. 
He  made  it  in  the  kindness  of  his  heart, 
in  order  to  get  rid  of  this  man,  and  not 
to  be  too  hard  upon  him.  I  would  make 
a  little  alteration  in  the  Motion,  and 
would  recite  the  words  which  the  man 
puts  in  his  own  Petition.  That  makes 
BO  statement  at  all  as  to  whether  the 
man  is  guilty  or  innocent ;  but  in  it  he 
simply  submits  himself  to  the  House.  If 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  will  be 
so  kind  as  to  alter  his  Motion  in  that 


sense,  I  am  sure  it  will  meet  with  the 
approbation  of  both  sides  of  the  House. 

SiE  JOSEPH  M'KENNA:  Whatever 
is  to  be  decided  upon  I  hope  will  be 
decided  at  once.  There  is  one  point, 
and  one  alone,  upon  which  I  wish  to 
make  a  remark.  I  do  not  think,  since 
the  days  when  persecution  was  preva- 
lent, that  it  was  ever  insisted  upon  by 
the  House  that  a  man  who  was  found 
guilty,  and  who  was  subsequently  par- 
doned, should  acknowledge  the  various 
details  of  his  guilt.  We  have  found  Mr. 
Ward  guilty.  We  are  quite  confident 
that  he  is  guilty.  We  have  sustained, 
unanimously,  the  judgment  of  our  Com- 
mittee. The  man  appears  before  us 
now  as  a  man  suffering  from  sickness ; 
and  what  the  House  is  now  asked  to  do 
is  to  turn  its  attention  to  the  best  way 
in  which  the  Prerogative  of  mercy  can 
be  exercised  in  getting  rid  of  this  man. 

Mb.  SPENCER  WALPOLE :  I  wish 
to  say  one  word  before  the  discussion 
closes.  I  think  the  hon.  Member  for 
Carlisle  (Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson)  did  not 
quite  correctly  hear  the  Motion  which 
has  been  made  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  When  it  is  read  again  I 
think  the  House  will  find  that  in  the 
Motion  now  made  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  uses  the  exact  words  of  the 
Petition,  both  in  regard  to  the  submis- 
sion, and  also  in  regard  to  the  regret  ex- 
pressed in  it. 

Me.  COURTNEY:  It  is  desirable 
that  the  House  should  have  a  clear 
understanding.  I  understood  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  to  read  these 
words  in  the  Motion — "  having  admitted 
his  guilt."  [*'No!"]  That  is,  cer- 
tainly, what  I  understood.  If  those  words 
are  in  the  Resolution,  we  wish  to  have 
them  struck  out.  If  not,  of  course,  the 
case  would  be  altogether  different. 

Mr.  speaker  said,  the  Question 

was — 

"  That  John  Sandilands  Ward,  having  en- 
tirely submitted  himself  to  this  House,  and 
expressed  his  sorrow  and  regret  for  his  offence, 
and  having  already  suffered  in  his  health,  be 
discharged  out  of  the  custody  of  the  Serjeant 
at  Arms,  on  payment  of  his  fees." 

Motion  agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

3  Q  2 
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EDUCATION    CODE— ELEMENTARY 
SCIENCE.— RESOLUTION. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  rose  to 
move — 

''That  it  would  be  desirable  to  modify  the 
Code  of  Education  by  adding  Elementary 
Soience  to  the  subjects  mentioned  in  Article  19, 
c.  1." 

The  hon.  Oentleman  stated  that  object 
lessons  were  introduced  in  the  early  part 
of  the  school  course,  and  that  it  was  very 
desirable  that  they  shoidd  be  continued 
in  the  Second  and  Third  Standards  by 
adding  elementary  science  to  that  class 
of  subjects.  The  suggestion,  since  he 
last  made  it,  had  been  gradually  gaining 
adherents,  including  no  less  an  authority 
than  the  London  School  Board.  He 
might  remind  the  House  that  the  Com- 
mittee which  sat  on  Elementary  Educa- 
tion in  1868,  and  the  Boyal  Commission 
on  Scientific  Instruction,  strongly  recom- 
mended that  elementary  science  should 
form  a  part  of  the  National  School  sys- 
tem. Many  of  Her  Majesty's  Inspec- 
tors of  Schools  were  also  of  the  same 
opinion;  and  he  could  quote  in  favour 
of  his  views  the  almost  unanimous  voice 
of  those  who  had  devoted  themselves 
most  successfully  to  the  education  of  the 
people — such  men  as  Dean  Dawes,  Mr. 
Henslow,  Mr.  Ellis,  and  Sir  James  Kay- 
Shuttleworth.  Lastly,  he  might  refer 
to  those  whom  in  this  matter  he  regarded 
as,  perhaps,  the  highest  authorities  of 
all — namely,  the  children  themselves. 
Wherever  elementary  science  was  taught 
they  welcomed  it  with  a  warm  interest. 
He  did  not  seek  to  impose  any  new  duty 
on  the  Department  or  on  schools,  but 
only  to  leave  them  an  option.  The  prac- 
tical difficulties  in  the  way  were  quite 
imaginary ;  and  his  proposal,  so  far 
from  upsetting  the  equilibrium  of  the 
Code,  would  for  the  first  time  estab- 
lish it,  seeing  that  at  present  the  Code 
was  entirely  one-sided,  all  knowledge  of 
natural  phenomena  being  excluded.  He 
admitted  that  it  would  not  be  desirable 
to  impose  new  duties  on  school  managers 
or  committees ;  but  he  did  not  propose 
to  do  so.  Quite  the  contrary ;  his  wish 
was  to  remove  an  objectionable  restric- 
tion. His  proposal  would,  therefore, 
not  make  the  Code  more  complex, 
but  the  reverse.  The  present  system 
crammed  the  heads  of  the  children,  and 
overtaxed  their  memories.  A  string  of 
verbsi  or  dates,  or  nauxen  of  Kiu^,  was 


a  mere  matter  of  recollection, 
on  the  contrary,  that  a  portion  of  the 
school-time  should  be  devoted  to  expla- 
nations of  the  oonunon  phenomena  of 
nature,  which  experience  showed  had  a 
strong  interest  for   children.     It  w«f 
often    said   that  it   was  ridiculous  to 
teach  ''ologies"    before  the    obildxen 
could  read  and  write  thoroughly.    But, 
in  the  first  place,  it  was  a  misnomer  to 
call  the  lessons  he  proposed  ''  ologies ; " 
secondly,  it  should  be  remembered  that 
when  children  were  learning  to  read 
they  had  to  read  something,  and  the 
question  was,  what  that  something  was 
was  to  be  ?    The  real  difficulty  was  that 
we  had  no  good  old  Saxon  word  in  use 
among  us  for  ''  natural  science."    If  we 
had  any  expression  equivalent  to  the 
German  word  Natwrhunde,  he  beliered 
that  the  House  woidd  unanimously  adopt 
the  present  Besolution.     He  was,  how- 
ever, compelled  to  use  the  word  "science," 
though,  unfortunately,  he  inmiediatelj 
frightened  hon.  and  right  hon.  Oentle- 
men  opposite.    Contrary  to   what  wsi 
believed  in  some  quarters,  his  pro|)08aI 
would  really  not  involve  any  appreosble 
cost.    The  little  books  would  come  to  no 
more  than  those  on  history  or  grammBr; 
while  the  sun,  moon,  and  stais,  rain  and 
dew,  wind  and  light,  air  and  water,  heat 
and  cold,  stones  and  flowers,  were  before 
us  all ;  and  even  if  a  few  objects  asilliu- 
trations  were  required  they  could  be  ob- 
tained for  a  few  shillings.    He  wiahfld 
for  nothing  difficult  or  abstruse,  nothing 
beyond  the  range  of  the  children's  minds 
and  daily  experience.    In  mechanics  the 
simple  forces  might  be  explained  to  them 
— why  carts  were  put  on  wheels,  how 
levers  and  pulleys  acted,  the  use  of  the 
screw  and  wedge ;  then  the  nature  and 
relative  distances  of  the  principal  hea- 
venly bodies ;  in  ag^cultuial  districts  the 
primary  facts  relating  to  air  and  water, 
the  character  of  the  soil,  the  reason  ^ 
the  rotation  of  crops,  the  origin  and 
principal  qualities  of  such  substances  as 
chalk,  coal,  iron,  copper,  &c. ;  the  8a^ 
cession  of  the  seasons,  the  flow  of  riveis, 
the  growth  of  plants ;  the  fundamentsl 
rules  of  health,  the  necessity  for  ventila- 
tion and  cleanliness ;  and,  last,  not  least, 
the  need  for  industry,  frugality,^  and 
economy.    Explanations  of  these  simple 
and  every-day  things  would  be  most  in- 
teresting and  useful  to  the  children.    So 
far  from  cramming  and  oonfusinff  theD» 
I  you  would  introduce  light  and  order  into 
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their  little  minds,  and  give  them  an  in- 
terest in  their  lessons  which,  under  the 
present  system,  they  rarely  felt.  So 
much  for  the  educational  side ;  but,  be- 
fore sitting  down,  he  wished  to  say  one 
word  with  reference  to  the  Amen<unent 
from  the  point  of  view  of  local  self- 
goremment.  Much  of  our  freedom  and 
■oooeis  in  Parliamentary  government 
was  due  to  the  training  adSbraed  by  our 
municipal  and  other  local  institutions, 
and  he  confessed  that  he  viewed  with 
some  apprehension  the  present  tendency 
to  centralization.  He  was  not  asking 
that  any  new  duty  should  be  imposed  on 
localities,  but  only  that  they  should  have 
a  power,  which,  practically,  they  pos- 
sessed imtil  the  last  few  years,  and 
which  the  Education  Department  had 
ereiT  year  reported  to  have  been  ezer- 
dsed  with  discretion.  Several  school 
boards,  including  that  of  the  Metropolis, 
were  anxious  to  try  the  system ;  and  in 
the  interest,  therefore,  of  local  self- 
government,  in  the  interest  of  education 
—nay,  more,  in  the  name  of  the  chil- 
dren— ^he  asked  the  House  to  sanction 
his  Besolution. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leftTe  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
nd  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"it  would  be  desirable  to  modify  the  Code  of 
Education  by  adding  Elementary  Science  to  the 
•abjeeta  mentioned  m  Article  19,  c.  1,'* — {Sir 
J9lm  Lubboek,) 

—instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

CoLONBi.  BAENE  hoped  the  House 
would  reject  a  Besolution  the  effect  of 
which  would  be  to  increase  the  expense 
of  education. 

Sot  JOHN  LUBBOCK  explained  that 
sach  would  not  be,  and  was  not  meant 
to  be,  the  effect  of  his  Besolution,  which 
was  merely  to  substitute  one  subject  for 
any  other  contained  in  the  19th  Article 
of  the  Code. 

OoLOKBL  BABNE  said,  that  if  the  hon. 
Member  did  not  propose  to  add  to  the 
expenses  of  education  in  this  country 
there  could  be  no  sreat  objection  to  the 
Besolution ;  but  ii  it  would  have  that 
effect,  it  was  a  proposal  which,  in  these 
hard  times,  ought  to  be  resisted  on  be- 
half of  the  ratepayers. 

Lord  EDMOND  FITZMAUBICE 
isid,  that,  while  he  could  not  agree  with 


the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  opposite, 
he  was  bound  to  say  he  thought  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Maidstone  had 
approached  the  question  from  one  point 
of  view  only,  and  had  not  sufficiently 
regarded  certain  and  other  important 
effects  which  would  flow  from  lus  Mo- 
tion, and  which  were  worthy  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House,  one  of  which  was 
the  effect  the  adoption  of  his  Motion 
would  have  upon  elementary  teachers. 
He  had  had  for  some  time  on  the  Paper 
the  following  Notice : — 

"To  call  attention  to  the  expediency  of 
establishing  a  series  of  higher  standards  in 
Night  Schools;  and  also  to  the  unnecessary 
number  of  examinations,  and  the  difficulty  of 
some  of  the  subjects  required  of  pupil  teachers 
and  students  in  Training  Colleges." 

It  might  not  appear,  at  first  sight,  what 
the  connection  was  between  those  sub- 
jects and  his  hon.  Friend's  Motion ;  but 
if  that  Motion  were  adopted  it  would 
become  obligatory,  instead  of  permis- 
sive, as  at  present,  for  all  elementary 
teachers  to  have  passed  an  examination 
in  natural  science,  and  all  school  mana- 
gers would  require  that  the  teachers 
should  be  competent  to  teach  natural 
science.  That  would  be  a  great  addi- 
tion to  the  already  heavy  burden  placed 
on  the  shoulders  of  pupil  teachers  and 
Colleges.  There  had,  within  the  last 
15  years,  been  a  steady,  a  constant,  and 
an  enormous  increase  in  those  burdens. 
The  following  subjects  were,  practically, 
compulsory  upon  students  during  their 
first  and  second  years  in  the  Training 
Colleges  : — Learning  by  heart,  reading, 
penmanship,  school  management,  gram- 
mar, composition,  geography,  history, 
arithmetic,  algebra,  mensuration,  geo- 
metry, political  economy,  and,  he  sup- 
posed, to  cheer  those  whom  the  teaching 
of  political  economy  had  made  dull, 
vocal  music.  There  were,  in  addition, 
elementary  classics  and  science,  which 
were  not  strictly  obligatory ;  but  the  in- 
ducements held  out  to  take  up  one  or 
the  other  might  be  regarded  as  render- 
ing it  a  matter  of  compulsion.  He 
asked  the  House  whether,  if  his  hon. 
Friend's  Motion  were  adopted,  there 
would  not  be,  so  to  say,  a  further 
tightening  of  the  eirths?  In  fact,  na- 
tural science  would  become  a  strictly 
obligatory  subject  of  examination. 
What  they  should  look  for,  in  his 
opinion,  was  not  so  much  the  teaching 
of  science  as  for  what  used  to  \^^  ^:»2iXsA. 
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object  lessons.  There  were  two  points 
he  desired  to  press  on  behalf  of  the  un- 
fortunate pupil  teachers  and  students  to 
whom  he  had  referred.  He  did  not 
think  the  Education  Department  suffi- 
ciently appreciated  the  great  difficulties 
under  whicb  knowledge  had  to  be  ac- 
quired by  the  children  of  the  labouring 
classes  of  this  country.  The  House 
was  not  now  drawing  up  a  merely  ab- 
stract Code  which  they  would  wish  to 
see  complied  with.  They  were  dealing 
with  girls  and  boys,  women  and  men, 
and  they  ought  to  bear  in  mind  the  class 
of  life  from  which  they  were  drawn  be- 
fore they  placed  upon  them  additional 
burdens.  It  was  a  different  thing  for  a 
University  man  to  shut  himself  up  in 
his  room,  and  ''  sport  his  oak,"  as  they 
call  it  at  Cambridge,  from  what  it  was 
for  a  poor  boy  to  study  amid  the  numer- 
ous surrounding  distractions  of  his  nar- 
row home.  He  had  positively  known 
cases  in  which  the  minds  of  boys  had 
given  way  under  the  strain  which  was 
put  upon  them.  A  pupil  teacher  or 
student,  from  the  time  ne  became  such 
until  his  leaving  the  Training  College, 
had  to  pass  no  fewer  than  eight  exami- 
nations, and  there  was  no  break  in  their 
continuity.  No  sooner  had  they  passed 
one  examination  than  they  had  to  pre- 
pare for  another.  At  the  University  of 
Cambridge  examinations  were  held  at 
considerable  intervals,  and  no  one  was 
worried  by  them.  Then,  again,  in  sub- 
jects to  which  they  were  now  asked  to 
make  an  important  addition,  the  stan- 
dard required  was  absurdly  high.  The 
standard,  for  instance,  in  the  case  of 
high  mathematics  required  in  a  pupil 
teacher  last  year  at  the  Training  College 
was  positively  higher  than  was  required 
for  the  ordinary  Bachelor  of  Arts  de- 
cree at  Cambridge.  Many  hon.  Mem- 
bers he  saw  present  would  agree  with 
him  that  there  was  no  greater  tyrant 
than  a  Cambridge  mathematical  man. 
Now,  the  system  of  which  he  spoke  had 
grown  up  under  the  auspices  of  a  gen- 
tleman of  whom  he  desired  to  speak 
with  every  respect — an  eminent  Cam- 
bridge mathematician.  The  tyranny 
which  they  had  succeeded  in  shaking  off 
in  Cambridge  had  been  transferred  to 
the  Training  Colleges  by  a  very  eminent 
Cambridge  mathematical  man,  Mr. 
Sharpe ;  but  he  hoped  his  noble  Friend 
the  Vice  President  of  the  Council  would 
put  his  foot  down,  and.  womISl  not  ^o^ 
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himself  to  be  bullied  -by  any  of  those 
Cambridge  mathematical  men.    It  was 
an  intolerable  tyranny  that  a  person, 
however  learned  in  other  subjects,  should 
be  debarred  from  becoming  a  teacher  of 
elementary  subjects  merely  because  he 
did  not  happen  to  be  thoroughly  versed 
in  high  mathematics.     His  noble  Friend 
would,  he  trusted,  inform,  the  perma- 
nent officials  of  his  Department  that  the 
opinion    of   many    persons    whom  he 
(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  could  name, 
to  whom  he  had  spoken,  and  who  were 
capable  judges  of  the  matter,  was  that 
the  state  of  things  to  which  he  had 
directed  the  notice  of  the  House  was 
absurd  and   ridiculous.      He  beUered 
that    his    noble    Friend    had   alreadj 
lightened  the  load  of  the  unhappy  pnpO 
teachers  so  far  as  regarded  tiie  ext^t 
to  which  they  were  required  to  learn 
poetry  and  prose  by  heart;   and  he 
hoped  he  would  go  further  in  the  same 
direction    as  regarded  other  subjects, 
and  would  transfer  the  higher  mathe- 
matics from  the  obligatory  to  the  Tolnn- 
tary  column.    Another  point  in  hia  in- 
dictment against  the  present  elementazy 
education  system  was,  that  the  standards 
of  instruction  in  night  schools  were  so 
low  that  they  tempted  the  children  of 
the  working  classes  to  go  to  such  echools 
instead  of  to  day  schools,  to  the  detri- 
ment both  of  their  health  and  education. 
Night  schools  should,  in  his  opinion, 
be  places  to  which  working-dasa  chil- 
dren could  go  with  advantage  after  they 
had  learnt  all  they  could  in  the  da j 
schools.     A  Committee  of  the  London 
School  Board  had  been,  or  was  about  to 
be,  appointed  to  consider  this  subject, 
and  he  was  informed  that  the  system  he 
recommended  had  been  at  work  foraome 
time  in  Glasgow,  and  with  the  beat  re- 
sults.     He  had  brous^ht  forward  tiie 
first  subject  to  which  he  had  referred, 
because  of  the  impression  made  upon 
him  last  winter  by  cases  with  which  he 
became  acquainted,  in  which  the  cradty 
of  the  existing  system  of  examination 
had  caused  a  breaking  down,  not  ooIt 
of  physical  health,  but,  worse  still,  of 
menttd  capacity. 

Mr.  BERESFOBD  HOPE  said,  the 
comparison  which  had  been  so  well  made 
between  the  standard  of  mathematical 
teaching  in  the  Universities  and  the 
standard  of  mathematioaL  teaching  i& 
Training  Colleges  was  to  those  vho 
^^TA  familiar  with  the  fljsteai  of  thi 
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TJiUTersities  pregnant  with  meaning. 
The  g^at  evil  in  our  eduoational  move- 
ment was  a  confusion  of  means  and 
ends.  Surely  the  objects  of  any  Train- 
ing College  should  be  to  produce  instru- 
ments, not  only  capable,  but  willing, 
readily  and  cheerfully,  to  discharge  the 
oseful,  though,  perhaps,  humble,  service 
of  training  the  children  of  the  labouring 
dosses  satisfactorily  to  perform  their 
duties  in  life.  The  present  system  tended 
to  the  production  of  the  unknown  genius 
— ^the  philosopher  masquerading  as  a 
village  schoolmaster.  They  might  be 
certain  that  a  man  who  was  very  learned 
in  the  higher  branches  of  mathema- 
tics would  not  be  on  the  best  way  for 
making  a  good  teacher  of  the  three 
B's;  for,  having  the  power  to  soar  into 
the  nobler  regions  of  the  binomial 
theorem,  and  of  quadratic  equations, 
he  would  despise  those  rudimentary 
branches  of  eaucation.  The  present 
fljstem  reminded  him  of  that  of  the 
mag^ficent  horticulturist  who  spent 
thousands  a-year  upon  his  vineries 
only  to  produce  a  few  show  bunches  of 
grapes.  With  regard  to  the  question  of 
the  fairness  of  giving  repetition  a  place 
in  examinations,  he  might  say  that  when 
he  was  at  Harrow  the  idea  of  reciting 
from  memory  at  an  examination  was 
never  dreamt  of.  A  desperate  attempt 
was,  indeed,  made  at  one  time  at  that 
school  to  galvanize  the  system  of  repeti- 
tion into  life  by  prizes  for  running  it  oflP 
in  quantities ;  but  the  attempt  was  not 
successful.  In  short,  repetition  could 
never  be  a  true  standard  of  competitive 
merit.  With  regard  to  the  suggestion 
that  had  been  made  as  to  the  expediency 
of  raising  the  standard  of  teaching  in 
night  schools,  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  if  the  alternative  subjects  that  had 
been  named  were  admitted  into  a  school 
of  the  kind,  its  manager  would  never 
eng^e  a  master  who  was  not  competent 
to  conduct  the  night  department  with 
its  enlarged  curriculum.  It  would  ac- 
cordingly bring  about  in  an  indirect 
way  the  very  mischief  against  which, 
in  its  direct  shape,  his  noble  Friend 
protested.  He  invited  his  noble  Friend 
to  re-consider  the  matter  in  tliis 
light.  He  should  not  be  able  to  vote 
with  the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  Education  De- 
partment would  not  forgets  the  weighty 
warnings  given  them  by  the  noble 
Lord. 


Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  it  was  not  from 
any  indifference  to  education  that  he 
hesitated  to  attribute  so  much  import- 
ance to  the  teaching  of  science.  The 
question  resolved  itself  into  one  of 
practical  difficulty  in  carrying  out  the 
object  which  his  hon.  Friend  (Sir  John 
Lubbock)  had  in  view.  His  (Mr.  Bam- 
say' s)  objection  was  that  children  up  to 
11  or  12  years  of  age  were  heavily  taxed 
in  acquiring  any  knowledge  of  the  ele- 
mentary branches  of  science  in  ele- 
mentary schools.  He  felt  that  if  it  was 
desirable  to  add  to  the  Code  the  elements 
of  natural  science  care  should  be  taken 
that  they  were  taught  by  men  perfectly 
versed  in  those  branches  of  science  in 
which  they  gave  instruction.  The 
noble  Lord  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmau- 
rice)  had  referred  to  the  difficulty  in 
the  way  of  teachers  at  the  present 
time  acquiring  sufficient  knowledge 
to  pass  examinations  in  science.  There 
could  be  no  doubt  that  these  examina- 
tions were  heavy.  In  normal  schools 
the  elements  of  natural  science  were 
taught,  and  the  students  acquired  some 
knowledge  in  these  branches ;  but  he 
doubted  whether  that  knowledge  was 
such  as  to  enable  them  to  teach  the  ele- 
ments of  natural  science  with  success  in 
the  schools  in  which  they  might  be  em- 
ployed. His  objection  to  this  system  of 
instruction  was  that  the  number  of 
branches  which  tlie  children  were  re- 
quired to  learn  was  too  groat  rather  than 
too  small.  Too  many  subjects  were 
forced  upon  them  ;  and  unless  they  could 
develop  greater  natural  power  on  the 
part  of  the  pupils  he  thought  it  would 
not,  at  the  present  time,  be  expedient  to 
require  from  the  teachers  that  they 
should  give  instruction  to  any  class  of 
children  under  13  years  of  age  in  ele- 
mentary branches  of  science.  If  they 
were  dealing  with  children  over  13  years 
of  age  he  should  take  a  different  view  of 
the  case ;  and.  Under  these  circum- 
stances, he  would  admit  that  it  would 
be  desirable  to  teach  the  children  the 
elements  of  natural  science.  Children 
between  1 1  and  1 3  might  not  only  derive 
information,  but  be  very  much  interested 
in  acquiring  knowledge  in  any  branch 
of  natural  science  taught  by  the  teachers ; 
but  the  difficulty  which  forced  itself  upon 
him  arose  from  the  fact  that  the  younger 
children  were  now  over- taxed.  Until 
the  standard  of  the  Education  Depart- 
ment was  Todue^  \i<d  l^iQ\i^^  'oss^ 
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himself  bound  to  support  the  Motion  of 
his  hon.  Friend. 

SirBALDWYN  LEIGHTON  entirely 
agreed  with  the  noble  Lord  (Lord  Edmond 
Fitzmaurice)  in  his  observations,  and 
the  hon.  Member  opposite  (Mr.  Bamsay). 
He  (Sir  Baldwyn  Leighton)  thought 
the  training  of  teachers  was  being  car- 
ried too  far.  The  acquirements  expected 
from  them  were  such  that  in  country 
districts  it  was  often  found  very  difficult 
to  obtain  the  services  of  a  teacher.  He 
hoped  the  noble  Lord  the  Vice  President 
of  the  Council  would  reject  the  proposal 
of  the  hon.  Baronet.  Possibly,  if  the 
study  of  mathematics  in  Training  Col- 
leges were  to  be  reduced  from  the  pre- 
sent high  standard,  it  might  be  expedient 
to  introduce  some  elementary  science, 
and  even  other  practical  subjects,  into 
the  curriculum  of  teachers  ;  but,  at  pre- 
sent, he  thought  the  introduction  of  this 
subject  would  not  be  at  all  desirable. 

Sib  EDWAED  COLEBROOKE  said, 
as  he  understood  the  Motion,  it  was  in- 
tended to  place  elementary  science  on 
a*  par  with  poetry  and  other  subjects 
of  a  kindred  character.  The  pupil 
teachers  had  power,  under  the  existing 
rules,  of  passing  examinations  on  sub- 
jects of  science,  and  they  were,  in  fact, 
invited  to  do  so.  It  had  fallen  to  his 
lot  to  submit  to  the  Education  Depart- 
ment tbat  science  had  been  unduly 
favoured  under  the  Code.  There  was  a 
common  belief  that,  under  the  operation 
of  the  Code,  language  had  been  unduly 
taxed  and  scientific  subjects  favoured. 
That,  he  knew,  was  the  opinion  of  a 
large  number  of  the  Inspectors.  His 
object  was  to  put  these  subjects  on  a 
par,  and  he  was  very  glad  to  take  the 
opportunity  of  discovering  any  prefer- 
ence for  what  were  called  University 
subjects.  An  opportunity  should  be 
aflPbrded  tbe  teachers  to  qualify  for  in- 
struction. Of  course,  he  was  aware  that 
science  must  always  be  heavily  weighted 
in  the  struggle,  because  it  was  the 
natural  bias  of  the  young  mind  to  turn 
far  more  towards  poetry  tban  to  science. 

Mr.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  a  very 
simple  question  had  been  complicated 
by  the  speech  of  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Edmond  Fitzmaurice).  Many  persons 
might  approve  of  the  proposition  that 
elementary  science  should  be  added  to 
the  subjects  of  tuition,  and  many  might 
also  disapprove  of  the  hi^h-olass  train- 
ng  which  was  given  to  me  teachers  in 
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training  schools.  This  latter  question, 
however,  was  entirely  beside  the  question 
which  was  before  the  House.  The  simple 
issue  was,  whether  elementary  sdenoe 
should  or  should  not  be  constituted  an 
optional  subject  in  connection  with  cor 
ordinary  school  education?  It  seemed 
to  be  tiiouffht  by  some  hon.  Memhen 
that  if  the  Amendment  before  the  Hoius 
were  passed,  teachers  in  training  schods 
would  be  obliged  to  learn  the  ermjecteof 
natural  science.  This,  he  deeired  to  saj, 
was  a  misconception.  Shoold  thej, 
then,  allow  teachers,  who  had  he«a 
taught  natural  science  cm  an  options! 
subject,  to  impart  instruction  in  tiie  or- 
dinary phenomena  which  were  oontinn- 
ally  presented  to  children  ?  Should  not 
children,  he  asked,  be  taught  something 
respecting  the  air  they  oreathed,  tiie 
water  they  drank,  and  the  food  they  ate? 
This  was  organic  chemistry — if  thej 
wished  to  call  it  by  a  big  name — but,afier 
all,  it  simply  meant  that  the  children 
should  have  an  intelligent  knowledge  of 
what  they  met  with  every  day  of  their 
lives,  from  the  first  moment  when  they 
breathed  air  until  the  last  moment  wlioi 
they  could  no  longer  breathe  air.  The 
difiB.culty  in  the  way  of  providing  this 
knowledge  would  not  be  found  to  come 
from  the  teachers,  who  g^neraUy  knev 
enough  of  elementary  science,  but  firom 
Her  Majesty's  Inspectors  of  Schods, 
who,  for  the  most  part,  had  not  acquired 
an  elementary  knowledge  of  sdeoce, 
and  who,  consequently,  disliked  the 
subject.  If  these  Inspectors  had  been 
taught  at  the  Universities  the  subject* 
comingunder  the  head  of  natural  sdenee, 
they  would  understand  themselves  that 
such  things  were  most  fit  and  necessaiy 
to  be  taught  to  the  children.  It  was 
that  which  ought  to  be  the  great  induce- 
ment to  the  llducation  Department,  if 
they  desired  those  things  to  be  taught 
which  were  so  essential  to  the  happiness 
and  comfort  of  the  poorer  classes,  to  see 
that  tbe  Inspectors  they  appointed  should 
know  something  of  the  subject  under 
discussion.  With  regard  to  elementary 
science  in  mining  districts,  would  it  not 
be  extremely  useful  and  important  to 
teach  children  to  know  something  of  the 
dangers  they  would  meet  in  their  work 
in  the  mines,  of  which  they  were  com- 
monly so  negligent  and  ignorant,  and 
in  many  oases  did  not  know  how  to 
avoid  ?  Those  were  points— it  mi^  be 
called   science,  if  it  was  ehiosen— but 


1649 


Mueaium  Cod&^        [July  30,  1879|        Mmmtary  ScUnee.       1650 


they  were  simply  an  intelligeiit  know- 
ledge of  phenomena  which  children,  as 
weU  as  men,  continually  met  at  all 
periods  of  life.  That  argument  might 
oe  followed  in  almost  any  phase  of  life. 
Take,  for  instance,  agpricultare.  Would 
it  be  called  high  science  to  teach  a  child, 
whose  life  would  be  spent  in  the  fields 
and  in  connection  with  agriculture, 
something  regarding  the  air,  food,  and 
the  earth,  food  of  plants,  the  use  of 
manare,  and  such  kindred  subjects  ? 
That  was  the  proposal  of  the  hon.  Ba- 
ronet the  Member  for  Maidstone.  He 
simply  said  he  did  not  ask  that  it  should 
be  made  compulsory ;  but  he  asked  that 
ateacher  shoidd  be  allowed,  where  he  had 
the  knowledge,  to  adapt  that  knowledge 
to  the  wants  of  the  children  in  whatever 
porition  they  might  be  placed.  Let  the 
agricultural  child  have  the  knowledge 
<n  that  which  surrounded  him.  But  it 
need  not  be  compulsory.  Let  it  be 
optional,  and  g^ven  as  a  matter  of  eood 
inU  between  the  teacher  and  his  children. 
It  was  not  suggested  that  any  expense 
ahould  be  inouned.  He  believed  that 
voluntary  effort  would  give  any  such 
illustrative  objects  as  were  needed, 
eqpecsially  if  me  teaching  was  to  be 
optional.  The  reouest  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Maidstone,  who  asked 
nmther  for  compulsion  nor  expenditure, 
was  such  a  simple  one  that  he  could  not 
help  hoping  the  Government  would 
lefiradn  crom  opposing  it.  The  time 
had  undoubtedly  come  when  it  was 
desirable  to  spread  such  useful  know- 
Isdffe  as  that  which  he  had  indicated ; 
su  he,  therefore,  trusted  that  the  pro- 
posal of  his  hon.  Friend  would  be  carried 
oat  with  no  more  delay  than  was  im- 
avoidable. 

LoBB  OEOBGE  HAMILTON  said, 
he  did  not  altogether  agree  with  the 
statement  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
who  had  just  sat  down,  that  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord  the  Member  for 
Gslne  (Lord  Edmond  Fitzmaurice)  was 
not  germane  to  the  subject  before  the 
House ;  for  there  were,  in  that  speech, 
some  arguments  of  a  very  pertinent  and 
weighty  character.  When  the  hon. 
Baronet  (Sir  John  Lubbock)  brought 
finrward  his  proposal  last  year,  he 
(Lord  G^org^  Hamilton)  stated  that 
the  Education  Office  would  be  most 
anxious  to  consider  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member,  and  would  see  whether 
the  practical  difficulties  standing  in  the 


way  of  the  proposal  could  be  overcome. 
Since  he  had  so  answered  the  hon. 
Baronet,  he  and  his  Colleagues  had  com- 
municated with  a  number  of  gentlemen 
on  the  subject  before  the  House,  who 
were  capable  of  giving  valuable  infor- 
mation and  advice,  and  he  would  now 
acquaint  the  House  with  the  result  of 
those  communications.  The  concluding 
part  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Baronet 
was,  he  contended,  a  little  misleading. 
The  hon.  Baronet  made  an  appeal  to  the 
House  on  behalf  of  local  government, 
asking  that  the  different  loc^ities  might 
have  some  option  with  regard  to  the 
subjects  to  be  taught  in  their  schools, 
and  concluded  by  saying  that  the  great 
branch  of  human  Imowledge  to  which 
he  was  drawing  attention  was  excluded 
from  the  school  curriculum.  This, 
however,  was  not  a  perfectly  correct 
statement  of  the  case,  as  there  existed 
nothing  to  prevent  a  competent  teacher 
froTR  giving  instruction  in  elementary 
natural  science  to  the  children  under 
him.  But  a  teacher  was  not  necessarily 
paid  for  giving  such  instruction,  and 
the  object  of  the  hon.  Baronet  was 
that  he  should  be  paid.  At  present 
everything  in  the  Elementary  Educa- 
tion Oode  was  defined  and  clear;  but 
the  reverse  would  be  the  case  if  the 
Resolution  were  passed,  because  what 
the  hon.  Baronet  wanted  to  do  was  to 
bring  in  the  subject  of  natural  science 
and  make  what  is  called  ''a  class  sub- 
ject" of  it.  The  first  objection  to  that 
was,  what  was  the  definition  of  natural 
science,  so  as  to  know  what  a  child  was 
to  be  taught  and  in  what  an  Inspector 
might  examine  him  ?  Natural  science, 
as  he  stated  last  year,  included  every 
branch  of  human  knowledge,   except, 

?erhaps,  history  and  moral  philosophy, 
here  was  a  large  number  of  exceUent 
teachers  who  obtained  certificates  to 
teach ;  and  if  any  one  of  these  teachers 
happened  to  be  out  of  a  place,  he  or  she 
would  be  asked — ''Oan  you  teach  ele- 
mentary science  ?  "  That  would  be,  pro- 
bably, &e  first  question  put  to  him,  and 
it  would  be  pointed  out  that  the  Educa- 
tion Department  had  laid  down  the  rule. 
In  such  a  case  it  would  be  found  that  a 
considerable  obstacle  would  be  put  in 
the  way  of  a  most  excellent  teacher  ob- 
taining employment.  Since  last  year 
the  Department  had  had  this  matter 
constantly  under  their  consid< 
and  he  said  unhesitatingly — all 
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considerable  number  of  eminent  persons* 
opinions  might  be  quoted  in  favour  of 
the  Resolution — ^the  balance  of  opinion 
was  against  it.  This  was  more  true 
of  the  teachers  than  even  of  the  In- 
spectors. Dr.  Gladstone,  a  prominent 
member  of  the  London  School  Board, 
had  given  much  attention  to  this  sub- 
ject, and  last  year  he  delivered  a  lecture 
at  the  Society  of  Arts,  of  which  a  copy 
had  been  sent  to  him  (Lord  George 
Hamilton).  Dr.  Gladstone  had  been 
asked  to  make  out  a  course,  and  that 
course  had  been  sent  in ;  but  Dr.  Glad- 
stone said  that,  although  it  might  be 
suitable  for  the  London  School  Board 
schools,  he  should  not  take  the  respon- 
sibility for  prescribing  for  the  schools  in 
the  country.  There,  then,  was  another 
difficulty.  They  were  told  that  in  Ger- 
many this  class  of  instruction  was  given 
to  the  children  ;  but  there  the  system  of 
instruction  was  quite  different.  The 
Education  Department  had  altogether 
abandoned  the  practice  of  prescribing  a 
text-book.  He  agreed  with  the  right 
hon.  Member  who  had  just  spoken  that 
the  best  way  to  meet  this  difficulty 
would  be  that  the  managers  of  different 
schools  should  take  particular  care  as  to 
the  particular  text-books  used  as  read- 
ing books  in  the  schools.  So,  in  the 
mining  districts,  the  manager  of  a 
school  would  take  the  trouble  to  obtain 
such  a  text-book  as  would  impart  the 
various  information  referred  to  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  But  this  was  in- 
formation which  they  could  get  in  the 
ordinary  reading  lessons.  Aa  to  this 
point,  he  could  only  refer  to  what  he 
said  last  year.  It  was  said  that  only 
5,000  children  had  passed  in  science ; 
but  the  number  was  45,000  in  specific 
scientific  subjects,  and  the  number  would 
have  been  greater  only  that  children 
were  not  allowed  to  compete  until  after 
they  had  passed  the  Fourth  Standard. 
The  hon.  Member  for  North  Lanarkshire 
(Sir  Edward  Colebrooke)  rather  com- 
plained that  the  Education  Department 
had  ousted  the  older  subjects,  and  given 
preference  to  scientific  subjects;  but  it 
was  satisfactory  to  learn  that,  so  far 
from  the  country  schools  not  holding 
their  own  in  classical  examinations, 
they  had  succeeded  in  beating  children 
£rom  the  town  schools.  In  Latin  and 
Ghreek  the  children  in  the  country  schools 
had  passed  better  than  the  children  in 
towns.    Then  his  noble  Friend  asked 

Lcrd  Qcorgc  Mamiltcn 


that  opportunities  should  be  given  to 
those  attending  night  schools  to  pass  in 
the  higher  standard  and  receive  instnzc- 
tion  in  science  and  other  subjects.    The 
night  schools  were  rather  ezcrescencec^ 
so  to  speak,  upon  the  education  bystem, 
and,  with  the  small  number  of  attend- 
ances, it  was  impossible  to  pass  in  the 
higher  stsmdards.    No  doubt,  in  mw 
cases  the  opportunities  were  availed  ot 
and  at  the  present  moment  he  shonld 
not  like  to  give  a  definite  answer  on  the 
point.  Another  point  to  which  his  noUe 
Friend  had  alluded  was  the  alleged  in- 
tense stringency  of  the  tests  imposed  on 
pupil  teachers;  but  he  doubted  whether, 
under  existing  circumstances,  there  irai 
much  proof  of  that  allegation.    AH  thai 
he  himself  had  heard  from  pupil  teadien 
was    rather    in    favour    of  increasing 
the  stringency  of  the  testa  than  other- 
wise.   He  quite  ag^reed  that  they  ought 
to  do  everything  they  could  to  give  audi 
an  instruction  to  children  of  elemental/ 
schools  as  would  develop  their  intelli- 
gence and  would  be  useful  to  them  in 
after-life ;  but  he  could  not  see  hia  vay 
to  getting  over  the  practical  difficulties 
to  which  he  alluded,  and,  therefore,  the 
Department  could  not  accept  the  M<h 
tion. 

Me.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  he  would 
only  detain  the  House  a  few  moments, 
after  the  speech  they  had  heard  from  the 
noble  Lord.  He  was  glad  to  learn  from 
his  speech  that  the  noble  Lord  and  his 
Colleagues  had  been  seriously  oonsid^og 
this  subject ;  and  although  the  GoTera- 
ment  were  not  as  yet  able  to  accept  the 
proposal  made  to  them,  he  had  no  doobt 
that  when  they  had  further  weighed  the 
matter  the  difficulties  would  grow  less 
and  less.  There  were  two  objectioiia- 
It  was  said  that  if  the  suggestion  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Maidstone  were  adopted 
much  more  labour  would  be  involved  lo 
far  as  the  teachers  were  oonoenied,  and 
that  there  would  be  great  difficoltjiA 
defining  what  were  to  be  the  leeeons 
given.  But  his  noble  Friend  had  moi- 
tioned  a  third  objection  which  he 
thought  rather  oontradicted  the  other 
two.  He  had  said  that  if  they  allowed 
this  choice  it  would  be  so  much  more 
easy  to  teach,  and  so  mudh  more  pncti- 
cal  that  it  would  drive  out  the  other 
subjects.  Well,  if  it  were  easier  to  teach, 
the  great  difficulty  of  the  labour  diai^ 
peared.  By  the  principle  of  results, 
which  laid  at  the  very  basis  of  their 
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educational  arrangements,  it  would  be 
found  of  more  practical  advantage  to  the 
children,  and  that  was  precisely  tho 
object  which  they  wished  to  attain.  As 
for  increased  labour  to  teachers  in  regard 
to  the  addition  of  a  new  subject,  they 
were  really  as  much  obliged  to  learn  this 
branch  of  knowledge  now  as  they  would 
be  if  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member 
lor  Maidstone  was  carried  out.  They 
were  not  absolutely  compelled  to  learn 
it  now,  nor  would  they  be  compelled  if 
the  suggestion  were  adopted.  In  the 
4th  Schedule,  for  the  teacher  there  were 
several  alternative  subjects — those  which 
they  might  study,  and  for  which  they 
would  get  marks,  but  which  were  not 
compulsory.  The  elements  of  physical 
science  formed  a  part  of  those  subjects, 
and  a  knowledge  of  them  was  implied, 
■officient  to  qufSify  for  teaching  young 
classes.  Then,  the  higher  mathematics 
formed  one  of  those  possible  subjects 
which  were  not  compulsory.  By  Article 
21  of  the  Code  a  grant  of  4«.  was  given 
to  every  scholar  who  passed  a  satisfac- 
tory examination  in  two  of  the  specific 
fobjects.  One  of  those  specific  subjects 
was  elementary  science.  In  the  table  of 
Schedule  4  there  would  be  found  the 
subjects  physiology,  mechanics,  and 
botany,  these  more  than  covering  the 
proposed  addition.  Well,  if  the  managers 
wanted  their  teachers  to  earn  the  money 
fbr  elementary  science  under  Article  21, 
they  would  say  they  must  have  a  scien- 
tific teacher  in  the  same  way  as  if  what 
was  proposed  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Maidstone  was  carried  out  an  ele- 
mentary scientific  teacher  would  be  re- 
quired. It  would,  in  either  case,  depend 
on  the  managers,  and  they  would  be  as 
likely  to  adopt  the  same  course  in  one 
case  as  the  other ;  and  there  was,  practi- 
cally, just  as  much  pressure  brought  on 
the  teacher  in  regard  to  these  special  sub- 
jects now  as  before.  He  believed  the  real 
oifficnlty  lay  in  defining  the  lessons  to 
be  given,  and  the  actual  practical  difiB.- 
enliyof  bringing  science  into  the  standard 
of  examination.  In  Article  28  there  was 
a  technical  subject  list.  When  they  got 
into  Standard  4  they  found  they  had 
optional  examinations  in  grammar,  geo- 
graphy, and  history,  with  definitions  of 
Sie  requirements  under  the  different 
heads.  WeU,  the  difficulty  would  be 
imposed  on  the  Department  of  having 
something  corresponding  with  this  de- 


finition. He  believed  his  hon.  Friend 
had  hit  the  difficulty — namely,  that  tho 
Inspectors  were  more  ignorant  of  science 
than  anything  else.  Many  of  the  Mem- 
bers of  that  House  felt  that  they  had 
not  been  properly  taught  elementary 
science.  But  he  believed  that  was  not 
an  insuperable  difficulty.  Let  them  ob- 
tain from  Germany  an  exact  statement 
of  the  operation  of  the  law  as  to  these 
examinations.  If  his  hon.  Friend  went 
to  a  Division  he  would  support  him ;  but 
he  would  advise  him  not  to  do  so,  as  he 
wanted  the  Department  to  consider  the 
subject  thoroughly  for  another  year.  He 
would  repeat,  in  a  word,  the  arg^ument 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Maidstone.  He 
had  said  that,  in  this  class  examination, 
they  should  give  2«.  or  4«.  to  each  scholar 
of  1 7  years  of  age  if  they  passed  an  ele- 
menteuT'  examination  on  certain  sub- 
jects. He  did  not  think  that  would 
interfere  with  the  needlework  included 
in  the  present  programme  ;  and,  so  far 
as  the  rest  of  it  went,  it  would  mean 
that  with  the  boys  science  and  history 
would  be  taken  instead  of  grammar  and 
history,  or  science  and  geography  in- 
stead of  grammar  and  geography.  Tho 
only  question  was  this — Was  elementary 
science  as  desirable  as  these  other  three 
subjects  ?  Well,  he  liked  the  study  of 
history  and  geography,  but  he  did  not 
think  it  was  more  necessary  than  science ; 
and  those  who  thought  the  acceptance 
of  this  proposal  would  lead  to  cost  were 
wrong,  because  it  would  merely  be  the 
substitution  of  one  subject  for  another. 
Well,  he  did  not  see  why  important  re- 
sults should  not  be  produced  in  many 
districts  by  the  adoption  of  this  proposal. 
He  was  convinced  that,  if  more  atten- 
tion was  given  to  this  subject,  the  diffi- 
culties which  at  first  presented  them- 
selves would  disappear.  He  would 
conclude  by  making  this  suggestion 
—  that  the  Department  should  find 
out  between  now  and  next  Session 
how  this  was  done  in  Germany,  and 
should  tell  the  Inspectors  that  they 
must  acquire  a  little  knowledge  of  ele- 
mentary science  in  order  that  they 
might  be  able  to  conduct  examina- 
tions in  natural  science. 


Question  put. 

The  House  divided  :  - 
Noes  .  48 :  Majority  32.- 
No.  199.) 


•  Ayes    80; 
•(Div.    List, 
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NATURAL  HISTORY  MUSEUM,  SOUTH 
KENSINaTON.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  rose  to  call  atten- 
tion to  the  present  form  of  the  buildings 
for  the  Natural  History  Museum  at 
South  Kensington.  He  had  given  Notice 
of  a  Eesolution,  which  he  could  not, 
owing  to  the  Forms  of  House,  now 
move — 

''  That  it  appears  from  their  exiating  Btate 
that  a  deception  has  been  practised  on  this 
House  in  relation  to  the  plans  and  estimates, 
and  that  a  Select  (Committee  be  appointed  to 
investigate  the  matter,  with  power  to  call  for 
papers  and  to  examine  witnesses  on  oath,  and  to 
report  to  this  House.'' 

He  said  he  was  sorry  to  stand  between 
the  House  and  the  Committee  of  Supply ; 
but  the  terms  of  his  Motion  were  of  such 
a  startling  character  that  he  deemed  it 
advisable  to  bring  it  forward  at  the 
earliest  moment.  In  1870  the  then 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Mr.  Lowe), 
in  answer  to,  a  Question  from  the  hon. 
Member  opposite  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope), 
said  the  Beport  of  the  Committee  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  disposal  of 
the  Natural  IQstory  Collection  at  the 
British  Museum,  which  recommended 
the  erection  of  a  Natural  History  Mu- 
seum on  the  Thames  Embankment,  could 
not  be  carried  out  without  taking  a  con- 
siderable quantity  of  ground  belonging 
to  the  pleasure  ground  on  the  Embank- 
ment, and  that  no  steps  had  been  taken 
to  carry  out  the  Beport.  The  Govern- 
ment for  the  time  being  were  of  opinion 
that  a  Natural  History  Museum  would 
be  better  situate  in  the  suburbs  than  in 
some  central  place  in  town,  where  people 
might  conveniently  ^et  at  it;  and, 
consequently,  that  all-absorbing  place. 
South  Kensington,  was  selected  as  the 
site  for  a  Natural  History  Museum. 
The  original  Estimate  for  £350,000  in- 
cluded a  description  of  an  entire  build- 
ing. The  next  reference  to  the  building 
showed  that  that  Estimate  had  not  in- 
cluded fittings,  and  that  the  cost  of  the 
building  would  be  increased  by  £45,000. 
After  accepting  certain  estimates  and 
plans  the  Government  had  been  induced 
to  make  additions  to  them  without  first 
consulting  Parliament.  Last  year  an 
enormous  Estimate  was  sprung  upon 
the  House  for  £171,000  odd  for  internal 
fitting^,  and  that  was  only  an  approxi* 
mate  Estimate.  He  wished  to  know 
who  was  responsible  for  the  deception  of 


Parliament  ?  He  had  seen  the  boilding 
the  other  day  and  found  that  the  scaffold* 
ing  was  being  stripped  off  before  the 
two  towers  were  completed — and  with- 
out any  intention  of  completing  them— 
in  order  that  the  two  annexes  might  bo 
added  to  the  building.  Immense  factorial 
had  been  erected  in  the  centre  of  the 
ground,  for  what  purpose  he  knew  not| 
except  it  might  be  to  Doil  whales.  The 
House  had,  year  after  year,  been 
jockeyed  into  expenditure  on  Soatii 
£ensing^n.  It  might  have  been  de- 
sirable that  that  exi>enditure  should 
take  place ;  but  the  House  had  not  been 
dealt  fairly  with.  The  matter  was  one 
of  some  importance,  consideiing  how 
much  money  had  been  spent  on  Ma- 
seums  at  South  Kensington. 

Mb.  BEBESFOBD  HOPE  said,  he 
had  listened  with  much  interest  to  the 
ingenuous  speech  of  the  hon.  Member. 
It  was  refreshing  to  hear  a  young  mind 
broufi^ht  to  bear  upon  the  existing  stete 
of  things  with  so  slight  a  knowlMge  of 
the  antecedent  circumstances.    The  mm. 
Member  had  drawn  a  very  formidsUe 
indictment  against  two  delinquents  whom 
he  wished  to  crush — namely,  the  South 
Kensington  authorities  and  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Oovemment;   only  it  was  nn- 
fortunate  that  neither  or  them  wssst 
all  concerned  in  the  matter.    The  build- 
ing in  question  was  a  branch  of  the 
British  Museum,  and  the  persons  who 
had  brought  about  the  present  state  ot 
affairs  were  the  Members  of  the  liberal 
Governments  under  which  the  conntiy 
had  flourished  till  five  years  ago.    P•^ 
liament  became  pledged  to  thisjpartiea- 
lar  way  of  dealing  with  these  oouectio&s 
on  one  memorable  occasion  some  15  or 
16  years  ago— when  Lord  Palmeiston, 
for  one  night  only,  left  the  Leadenhip 
of  the  House  in  the  hands  of  his  CIss- 
cellor  of  the    Exchequer   (Mr.  Ghd* 
stone),  who  succeeded  in  indnoinff  the 
House  to  purchase  the  site  of  theSxhi- 
bition    building,  and  then  tried  haid 
to  get  them  to  buy  the  building  itaelf 
also,   only  that    they    turbalenuy  de- 
clined   to    make    the    purchase,   not- 
withstanding  the    subsequent  peno^ 
sion   of  Lord    Palmerston,    who,  on 
return,  pointed  out  that  if  thejwoold 
only  buy  the  building,  and  Bti<^  a  litfle 
plaster  on.  it  would  make  a  very  deoeot 
Natural HistoryMuseum.   Withzegeid 
to  the  Natural  History  Museum,  it  sid 
much  better  have  been  placed  oa  the 
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Embaakment.  A  forlorn  hope  was  led 
in  behalf  of  this  good  course  by  his  noble 
Friend  the  Member  for  Haddingtonshire 
(Lord  Eloho)y  who  obtained  a  Committee 
of  the  House  to  inquire  into  the  matter. 
This  Committee,  on  which  he  (Mr.  Beres- 
ford  Hope)  served,  reported  favourably 
of  the  plan ;  but  it  was  too  late,  and  the 
plea  of  expense  prevailed.  Still,  if  it 
was  necessary  to  erect  the  building  at 
South  Kensing^n  at  all,  it  was  much  to 
be  regretted  that,  owing  to  Mr.  Ayrton's 
parsimony,  it  had  been  found  necessary 
to  build  it  in  a  hole.  He  believed  that 
far  no  greater  sum  than  £7,000  the 
ground  on  which  the  Museum  stood 
might  have  been  filled  in  to  the  level  of 
the  roadway.  Part  of  the  expenses  of 
which  the  hon.  Member  complained  was 
due,  no  doubt,  to  the  fact  Uiat  the  de- 
sign originally  adopted  was  by  Captain 
Fowkea,  who  was  an  engineer,  and  not 
an  architect,  and  that,  though  clever,  it 
was  found  to  be  impracticable,  and  that 
it  was,  consequent^,  necessary  to  com- 
BUBsion  the  architect,  Mr.  Waterhouse, 
who  had  been  called  in  to  carry  it 
onty  to  prepare  an  entirely  fresh  one. 
(hi  the  subject  of  the  increased  ex- 
pense the  House  might,  perhaps,  be 
enlightened   by  the  Government,  who 

S'obably  knew  of  the  matter  by  tra- 
tion,  or  they  might  be  informed  by 
some  Member  of  the  Opposition  who 
eoold  speak  from  actual  experience.  He 
eould  not  see  what  room  there  was  for 
deception  in  the  erection  of  a  building 
ostentatiously  carried  out,  with  the  full 
knowledge  of  successive  Parliaments. 
If  it  was  necessary  to  boil  whales  in  the 
mterests  of  science;  it  must  be  done, 
and  even  the  hon.  Member  for  Dundee 
oonid  not  do  it  in  a  tea-kettle.  The 
bnilding  itself  was  to  be  a  central  school 
of  science,  in  many  of  its  most  important 
branches,  and  not  a  place  for  furriers' 
reftue.  The  annexes,  no  doubt,  were 
not  specially  artistic,  and  a  great  deal 
might  be  said  against  the  buildings  at 
the  back,  and  in  particular  against  the 
chimneys  that  had  been  made  to  look  like 
bell  towers ;  but,  after  all,  the  grand  col- 
lection of  the  Museum  would  be  exhibited 
■atiflfactorily,  and  then  its  first  object 
would  be  mii^od.  The  question  of  cost 
was  one  mat  never  could  be  settled  d 
friori,  but  had  to  be  determined  by  a 
tentative  process.  Probably  too  small  a 
iom  had  been  originally  asked  for.  That 
WMthe  whole  grievance,  and  he  trusted 


he  had  been  able  to  throw  some  light 
on  the  subject. 

Mb.  a£RAED  NOEL  maintained 
that  the  charge  of  deception  had  not 
been  borne  out  by  the  facts  the  hon. 
Member  had  brought  forward.  The 
facts  as  to  the  plans  and  estimates  were 
these.  In  1864  architects  were  invited 
to  compete  with  designs  for  the  Natural 
History  Museum,  and  the  first  premium 
was  bestowed  upon  Captain  Fowkes,  who 
was  directed  to  put  himself  into  communi- 
cation with  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum.  Unfortunately,  however,  he 
died,  and  Mr.  Waterhouse  was  appointed 
to  carry  out  his  plans.  But  when  the 
matter  was  gone  into  further  it  was  found 
that  Captain  Fowkes' s  plans  were  totally 
inadequate ;  and  a  printed  Correspond- 
ence on  the  subject,  which  was  moved 
for  by  the  present  Judge  Advocate 
G-enei^,  clearly  showed  that  they  were 
dropped  and  others  substituted  in  their 
stead,  and  that  Mr.  Waterhouse  was  ap- 
pointed architect.  It  also  appeared  that 
certain  features  of  the  original  design 
were  left  out  of  the  Estimate.  The  salary 
of  the  Clerk  of  the  Works,  to  which  ex- 
ception had  been  taken,  was  not  included 
in  the  original  Estimate.  As  to  the 
Estimates  themselves,  the  first  Vote 
taken  was  for  a  sum  of  £6,000 ;  that  was 
in  1868.  But  on  the  2nd  of  August, 
1870,  when  a  further  sum  was  asked  for, 
it  was  stated  in  a  foot-note  that  the  total 
Estimate  and  the  details  of  the  scheme 
were  then  still  under  consideration. 
This  was  when  Mr.  Ayrton  was  First 
Commissioner  and  when  Mr.  Waterhouse 
was  appointed  architect.  All  this  ap- 
peared upon  the  Papers,  so  that  it  was 
not  true  that  Parliament  had  been  de- 
ceived. Parliament  had  known  exactly 
what  had  occurred  from  1 868  until  the 
present  time.  In  1871-2  £40,000  was 
voted,  and  £350,000  was  the  sum  named 
for  the  total  Estimate.  In  1872-3  a  fur- 
ther sum  was  voted,  and  tenders  were 
obtained  which  amounted  to  £395,000. 
Mr.  Ayrton  at  that  time  struck  out  many 
details,  among  which  were  the  central 
towers.  The  original  contract  had  been 
made  in  1868  ;  but  it  was  found  in  1872 
that  since  then  the  prices  of  labour  and 
materials  had  risen,  so  that  in  1873-4 
the  Estimates  had  to  be  revised,  and 
£43,000  additional  was  added  to  cover 
the  increased  prices  and  to  include  the 
salary  of  the  Clerk  of  the  Works  and  the 
expenses  of  warming,  ventilating,  Ac.  In 
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the  present  year,  he  (Mr.  Gerard  Noel) 
had  moyed  to  increase  the  Estimates  by 
£14,000,  on  the  ground  that  the  building 
would  be  very  incomplete  and  imperfect 
if  the  centre  towers  were  not  added,  and 
the  Vote  was  passed  two  or  three  months 
ago.  As  to  tne  fittings,  it  had  always 
been  understood  that  those  which  were 
necessary  for  the  accommodation  of  the 
specimens  had  never  been  included  in 
the  Estimate.  The  fittings  to  which  the 
hon.  Member  alluded  as  being  so  in- 
cluded were  doors  and  other  things  which 
were  required  in  any  ordinary  house. 
The  contract  with  Mr.  Waterhouse  ex- 
pressly stated  that  it  was  made  exclusive 
of  fittings.  With  regard  to  the  archi- 
tectural design,  he  need  not  express  any 
opinion,  as  it  had  been  settled  long 
before  he  had  come  into  his  present 
OflB.ce.  He  believed  it,  however,  to  be 
worthy  of  the  British  Museum  and  a 
credit  to  the  architect. 

Me.  EYLANDS  :  Mr.  Speaker,  the 
hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Beresford  Hope), 
in  a  burst  of  his  accustomed  eloquence, 
has  attempted  to  draw  the  attention  of 
the  House  away  from  the  main  point  which 
my  hon.  Friend  had  in  view  in  bringing 
this  matter  forward.  I  am  one  of  those 
who  always  listen  to  the  criticisms  of  the 
hon.  Gentleman  with  reference  to  ques- 
tions of  fine  art  and  architecture,  upon 
which  he  is  necessarily  so  great  an 
authority,  with  the  greatest  respect ;  and 
I  am  also  not  unwilling  to  make  allow- 
ances for  him  for  the  pains  he  has  taken 
on  this  occasion  for  throwing  on  the 
former  Government  the  responsibility  of 
the  large  expenditure  which  has  been 
incurred  on  account  of  the  Natural  His- 
tory Museum.  The  hon.  Gentleman  has 
gone  out  of  his  way  to  make  an  attack 
upon  Mr.  Ayrton  in  connection  with  these 
plans.  I  will,  however,  say  this  of  Mr. 
Ayrton — that  the  country  is  very  much 
indebted  to  the  late  First  Commissioner 
of  Works  for  the  constant  care  and  at- 
tention which  he  gave  to  the  expenditure 
for  national  purposes,  and  the  control 
which  he  brought  to  bear  upon  enthu- 
siastic Gentlemen,  who,  like  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman opposite,  are  inclined  to  spend 
public  money  upon  anything  which 
appears  to  them  to  be  good  and  useful 
in  the  most  lavish  way.  But  I  venture 
to  say  that  all  the  remarks  which  the 
hon.  Gentleman  has  made  with  regard  to 
national  improvements  of  this  sort  are  in 
no  way  questioned  by  my  hon.  Friend, 
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and  they  are  certainly  not  questioned  by 
myself.    I  agree  widi  the  hon.  G^tle- 
man  entirely  that  in  this  sort  of  national 
expenditure  it  would  be  false  economy 
to  stand  in  the  way  of  any  arrangement 
that  might  be  necessazy  for  the  proper 
care  of  such  a  Museum  which  is  to  'give 
the  opportunity  to  the  public  of  tacng 
advantage  of  studying  mesa  coUectioDB. 
Upon  this  point  there  is  not  the  sU^test 
question.    But  what  is  the  question? 
It  is  not  a  question,  let  me  say,  between 
the  political  occupanto  of  the  Treasuiy 
Bench,  whether  on    one    side   or  the 
other.      We  are  perfectly  aware  that 
when  right  hon.  Gentlemen  come  into 
Office  for  a  certain  period  they  find  per- 
manent officials  of  the  (Government  at 
the  Offices.    Those  permanent  officials 
are  continually  taking  steps  which  often 
result  in  a  very  large  expenditure  for 
certain  objects ;  and  what  we  complain 
of  is  that  the  Government  are  misin- 
formed   by   those    permanent   offidali 
themselves,  and,  in  consequence,  bring 
E^mates  before  the  House  in  such  a 
manner  as  to  keep  the  House  without 
full  information  as  to  all  the  facts  of  the 
case.    That  is  the  complaint  which  mj 
hon.  Friend  makes,  and  I  must  say  that 
I  think  my  hon.  Friend  has  substan- 
tiated his  complaint.     It  may  be  that 
the    expenditure     has    been    perfectly 
justifiable ;  but  what  we  complain  of  is 
that  the  whole  amount  of  the  expendi- 
ture was  not  stated  at  first.    It  is  no 
answer  for  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
say  that,  owing  to  certain  changes  in  the 
plans,    there  has  been   a  considerable 
addition  to  the  original  Estimate.    [Mr. 
Gerard  Noel  :  I  did  not  say  there  had 
been  any  change  of  plan.]    The  ri^t 
hon.  Gentleman  is  pedectly  right  in  cor- 
recting me.     There  is,  practically,  no 
change  in  the  plan.    The  Estimate  to 
which  my  hon.  iViend  called  attention— 
the  first  Estimate  of  £350,000— was  the 

Elan  which  was  approved  by  Mr.  Wate^ 
ouse ;  and,  therefore,  there  is  no  qnee- 
tion  as  to  the  previous  plans  which 
were  adopted  by  the  Government  Ovr 
complaint  is,  in  terms,  that  the  whole 
amount  was  not  stated,  and  that  when 
the  House  of  Commons  consideied 
the  matter  there  was  a  tuppnuio  firi* 
We  see  that  by  the  subsequent  pro- 
ceedings, and  we  are  entitled  to  aaj 
that  the  Votes  have  been  inconsistent 
with  the  statemente  made  by  the  De- 
partmentf 
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Mr.  OEBABD  NOEL  :  I  said  that 
the  first  contract  was  made  in  the  year 
1868,  and  that  the  tenders  wore  inyited 
in  1872 — four  years  afterwards.  During 
those  years  the  price  of  terra  cotta, 
labour,  and  other  things,  had  risen,  and 
there  was  also  the  salary  of  the  Clerk  of 
the  Works. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  :  It  is  true  that  the 
contract  was  made  in  the  year  1 868  ;  but 
we  are  alluding  to  the  year  1871.  It 
was  in  the  year  1871  that  this  Estimate 
of  £350,000,  for  carrying  out  Mr.  Water- 
. house's  plans,  was  accepted.  That  is 
the  Estimate  which  was  laid  on  the 
Table,  and  it  was  laid  on  the  Table  as 
the  total  Estimate  for  the  work  whicli 
had  been  decided  upon,  including  the 
"architect's  commission,  salary  of  Clerk 
of  the  Works,  fixtures,  fittings,  warming, 
lighting,  ventilation,  &c."  Those  are 
the  words.  Now,  I  am  not  blaming  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman.  He  certainly  is 
not  responsible,  because  it  was  done  long 
before  ne  came  into  Office.  But  I  must 
■ay  that  I  do  not  think  any  sufficient 
answer  has  been  given  to  the  complaint 
of  my  hon.  Friend.  I  hope,  now  that 
the  matter  has  been  brought  forward, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  will  look  more 
closely  into  the  Estimates  before  giving 
information  to  the  House. 

800TCH    SOCIETY     FOR     PROMOTING 
CHRISTIAN  KNOWLEDGE. 

OBSEBVATIOXS. 

Hb.  MOoAIlEN  had  the  following 
Notice  on  the  Paper : — 

**  To  call  attention  to  the  Second  and  Third 
Beports  of  tho  Endowed  SchrK)lB  and  Hospitals 
(Scotland)  Commission,  nnd  tho  Appendices 
fhcretOy  respecting  tho  Society  in  Scotland  for 
Fkopagating  Christian  Knowledge,  and  to  move 
•a  Address  for  Return  respecting  the  Society  in 
Scotland  for  Propagating  Christian  Knowledge, 
incorporated  by  Royal  Charter  under  Letters 
Pateat  granted*  in  1709  and  1738  respectively, 
in  continuation  of  the  financial  information  g^ivon 
\ff  the  Secretary  and  Directors  of  tho  Society, 
when  examined  before  the  Endowed  Schools 
and  Hospitals  (Scotland)  Commi8^4ioners,  and 
printed  in  tho  Api>endix  to  their  Second  Report 
1874  (pages  248  to  260),  and  in  continuation  c»f 
the  itatement  made  by  the  Commissioners,  in 
thnr  Third  and  final  Koport  1876,  that  'this  is 
the  largest  fund  in  Scotland  applicable  to  edu- 
cationid  purposes  generally ; '  that  it  *  may  bo 
Tilned  at  £200,000,  accumulated  since  their  in- 
cnporation  in  1709  from  subscriptions,  dona- 
tioDs,  and  legacies,  and  greatly  increased  by 
judicious  inyestments  in  land.  Their  annual 
income  is  about  £6,000'  (page  137).  The  Ke- 
tan  to  include  a  Copy  of  the  last  balanced 
innnal  account  of  income  and  expenditure,  and 


to  give  the  names  of  the  schools  and  teachers, 
wiUi  their  salaries,  now  supported  by  the  Society. 
Also  to  show  to  what  extent  the  Directors  have 
diminished  the  nimiber  of  their  schools  annually 
since  the  passing  of  *  The  Education  (Scotland) 
Act,  1872,'  as  was  contemplated  in  the  evidence 
given  by  them  before  the  Commissioners ;  also 
to  show  tho  sums  expended  annually  in  pro- 
moting each  of  the  four  purposes  to  which  the 
Directors  proposed  to  apply  tho  surplus  funds 
to  the  IVust,  as  specified  m  tho  Third  Report  of 
the  Commissioners  (page  138)." 

The  hon.  Member  said,  he  was  aware 
that,  from  the  fact  of  a  Division  having 
already  taken  place  on  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  he  could  not  move 
tho  terms  of  his  Motion ;  and,  therefore, 
he  proposed  to  confine  himself  to  the 
first  part  of  it,  which  called  attention  to 
the  Report  of  the  Endowed  Schools 
Commissioners.  The  Society  for  tho 
Propagation  of  Christian  Knowledge  in 
Scotiand  was  founded  in  1709,  and  was 
entirely  a  charitable  institution.  Some 
hon.  Gentlemen  seemed  to  think  that  it 
was  a  private  foundation  ;  but  no  error 
could  be  greater  than  to  suppose  any- 
thing of  that  kind.  Tho  words  of  the 
Patent  were — 

'^  We,  understanding  the  charitable  inclina- 
tions of  many  of  our  subjects  for  tho  raising  of 
voluntary'  contributions  towards  the  promotion 
of  Christian  knowledge  and  increasing  piety 
and  virtue  in  Scotland,  especially  in  tho  Iligh- 
lands,  Islands,  and  remote  comers," 

and  so  on.  That  showed  that  it  was 
not  a  foundation  formed  by  one  indi- 
vidual —  as  many  institutions  were  — 
who  gave  a  large  sum  of  money.  The 
Letters  Patent  sanctioned  the  collection 
of  subscriptions,  donations,  legacies,  and 
funds  of  all  kinds  for  the  purpose  of 
propagating  Christian  knowledge  in  tho 
Highlands  and  Islands  of  Scotland,  and 
in  other  remote  parts.  When  the  Sc- 
cretar}'  and  Directors  of  this  Society 
wore  examined  before  the  Commissioners 
it  was  seen,  as  was  stated  in  the  Bepoi-t 
of  the  Commissioners,  that  this  was  the 
largest  fund  in  Scotland  applicable  to 
religious  purposes  generally.  This  fund 
was  now  of  very  large  amount,  and  was, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners, 
applicable  to  educational  purposes  gene- 
rally.   The  Commissioners  said — 

**  It  might  be  valued  at  £200,000,  accumulated 
since  their  incorporation  in  1709  from  subscrip- 
tions, donations,  and  legacies,  and  greatly  in- 
creased by  judicious  investments  in  land.  Their 
annual  income  was  about  £6,000." 

It  appeared  to  him  that  the  Society  had 
beenmanaged,  notas  one  for  spendingthe 
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annual  income  whioh  they  had  obtained 
in  the  manner  pointed  out  by  the  Charter 
and  Letters  Patent,  but  as  a  Society  for 
accumulating  large  sums  of  money  with 
which  to  purchase  estates  in  three  or 
four  counties  in  Scotland.    If  the  money 
which  had  been  invested  in  the  purchase 
of    estates   had  been  applied  for  the 
benefit  of   the   poor  illiterate  Gaelic- 
speaking  population  in  the  Highlands, 
and  Islands,  and  other  remote  parts  of 
Scotland,  he  thought  it  would  have  been 
far  more  advantageously  spent  than  in 
accumulating  large    sums  and  buying 
large  estates.     The  estates  were  now 
valued  at  £  1 92,000.  He  thou&;ht  it  was  a 
matter  very  weU  deserving  of  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Government.    He  knew  that 
the  Commissioners  had  devoted  a  great 
deal  of  attention  to  the  subject;  and 
three  of  them.  Members  of  tms  House, 
and  now  present,  believed  that  the  Go- 
vernment would  have    done    weU    to 
consent  to  grant  the  information  sought 
for  as  an  unopposed  Ketum.     He  did 
not  impute  any  bad  motives  to  anyone ; 
but  it  was    a    fact   that  meetings   of 
the  Society  were  held  in  secrecy.     The 
subscriptions  to  the  Society  had  now 
dwindled    down    to    almost    nothing; 
whereas,  formerly,  they  were  very  large. 
He  remembered  being  a  subscriber  about 
40  years    ago.     There    were   no    sub- 
scriptions,   no    public  open    meetings, 
and  no  information  whatever  was  laid 
before  the  public  as  to  what  was  done 
with  the  £6,000  a-year  which  the-  So- 
ciety enjoyed.     He  thought  that,  under 
those  circumstances,  with  the  various 
educational  works  that  were  being  car- 
ried on,  and  especially  having  in  view 
the  poverty  of  the  people  in  that  par- 
ticular section   of  Scotland  which  was 
Eointed  to  in  the  Charter  first  obtained 
y    the   Society  —  that   a    great    deal 
might  be  done  with  tho^e  large  funds 
to     promote     the     interests     of     the 
people  in  those  remote  districts.    The 
managers  of  the  Society  said,  in  their 
examinations  before  the  Commissioners, 
that  at  one  time  they  had  295  schools 
under  their  control    and    to    support. 
They  explained  that  they  did  not  build 
the  school-houses;  but  they  paid  salaries 
to  the  teachers,  and  other  charges,  as 
arranged  with  landowners  and  others, 
who  agreed  to  build  the  houses.    But 
they  also  said  that,  in  consequence  of 
the  passing   of  the   Education  Act  of 
1872,  they  contemplated  surrendering  a 
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large  proportion  of  the  sohools  to  tha 
School  Boards ;    and  at  tJie  time  tluj 
gave  their   evidence  they  stated  that 
they  had  already  surrendered  40  schook 
Now,  he  should  like  to  know  what  mn 
done   with    the    money  formerly  em* 
ployed  for  the  support  of  these  sdiodi? 
He  thought  the  Society  should  be  oom- 
pelled  to  give  a  copy  of  its  accounts  asJ 
balance-sheet  for  hist  year.    That  mn 
a  most  reasonable  request.  There  W98  not 
an  educational  foundation  in  Edinbuzgik, 
Glasgow,  Aberdeen,  or  any  part  of  Boot- 
land  which  did  not  print  and  publiJi  iti 
balance-sheet.     This  Society,  howe?er, 
was  a  secret  Society — ^he  used  the  wordi 
advisedly.  Nobody  knew  anything  about 
their  operations ;  their  transactions  wen 
conducted  in  private.    It  might  be  the 
best  managed  Society  in  the  world,  or 
the  worst  managed,   for  anything  be 
knew;  but  what  he  protested  agaixut 
emphatically  was  the  secrecy  with  wbieh 
everything  connected  with  the  Boattj 
was  done.     He  held  that  it  was  not  m 
the  benefit  of  the  public  that  such  large 
sums  should  be  administered  in  secret; 
and  he  thought  this  was  a  case  wbere 
the  House  of  Commons  should  take  atepe 
to  protect  the  interest  of  those  who  were 
originally  intended  to  be  benefited  hj 
the  Society  under  their  Charters.    Be 
might  mention,  as  showing  how  contrary 
to  the  spirit  of  the  origins  foundation ol 
that  Association  theirpresent  system  was, 
that  the  first  Charter  expressly  stated  that 
they  must  never  accumulate  any  fond 
so  that  its  annual  product  should  exceed 
£2,000.     The  Government  of  the  day 
were  jealous  of  that  system  of  heafang 
up  money  and  investing  it,  buyinff  pro- 
perty with  it,  &c. ;  and  they  accorcungly 
restricted  the  Association  to  that  sum  oi 
£2,000    a-year.    But,    by    the  aeotmd 
Charter,  which  the  Association  obtained 
some  years  afterwards,  they  got  that  re- 
striction removed ;  and,  therefore,  atthe 
present  moment,  there  was  no  legal  ob- 
stacle to  their  buying  estates,  by  means 
of   their  annual    income,   in  place  of 
expending  it  for  the  benefit  of  the  poor 
Highlander,  to  whom  the  aimaal  income 
both  morally  and  legally  belonged.  Tke 
Commissioners    very     proper^    asked 
what  they  intended  to  do  with  all  that 
money,  now  that  they  proposed  to  get  rid 
of  the  schools  ?  and  they  named  certain 
objects  to  which  it  would  be  applied, 
among  other  things,  in  support  of  mis- 
sionsy  and  certain  bequests  to  ohozches 
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in  Scotland ;  though  he  held  it  to  be 
doubtful  whether,  under  their  Charter, 
they  had  the  power  to  make  these 
mnts  to  churches.  There  was  a  great 
deal  of  money  to  be  spent,  and  they 
made  four  propositions  to  the  Com- 
missioners with  respect  to  it,  which  pro- 
positions the  Commissioners  had  sum- 
marized in  their  Eeport.  With  the  fear 
of  the  Seuretary  to  the  Treasury  before 
his  eyes,  who,  he  knew,  desired  to  go 
on  with  the  Estimates,  ho  would  not 
enter  on  these  propositions,  or,  indeed, 
say  one-half  of  what  he  had  intended  to 
say;  but  what  he  wished  to  ascertain 
by  his  Motion  was,  whether  this  Society 
bad  spent  any  money  on  those  four 
propositions,  and,  if  so,  whether  they 
naa  any  balance  left,  and  how  much? 
In  short,  he  wanted  to  know  what 
the  Society  had  been  doing  for  the 
last  12  months  ?    He  thought  Her  Ma- 

I'esty's  Oovemment  blameworthy  in  not 
laying  at  once  agreed  to  give  this  Ee- 
tnm.  If  they  had  proposed  any  limita- 
tion or  qualification  upon  the  Ecturn, 
he  should  have  been  happy  to  have 
met  them ;  but  he  had  got  no  encourage- 
menty  having,  on  the  contrary,  been  met 
with  a  point-blank  refusal. 

The  XOED  ADVOCATE  (Mr.  Wat- 
son) :  I  think  it  well  that  I  should  inter- 
pose at  this  stage  of  the  discussion,  be- 
eanse  the  Oovemment  have  been  charged 
with  wrongfully  refusing  these  Eeturns. 
I  do  not  think  it  is  in  the  least  degree 
necessary  to  argue  any  of  the  special 
questions  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  has 
raised  with  regard  to  the  administration 
of  this  fund,  because  it  appears  to  me 
that  the  granting  of  the  Eetum  would 
be  objectionable  upon  grounds  entirely 
apart  from  what  may  be  the  merits  or 
demerits  of  the  present  administration 
of  the  revenues  of  the  Society.  No 
doubt  this  Society,  which  is  a  body  of 
private  individuals  associated  together 
for  charitable  purposes,  have  now  very 
large  funds  under  their  administration. 
I  repeat,  that  this  is  a  body  of  private 
individuals  associated  together  for  chari- 
table purposes,  for  collecting  subscrip- 
tions and  employing  them  in  promoting, 
according  to  their  views,  religious  know- 
ledge within  the  four  comers  of  Scot- 
land. In  what  manner  that  ought 
to  be  done,  and  whetlier  they  Lave 
really  discharged  the  purpose  which 
they  set  before  themselves,  are  matters 
which  it  is  not  for  us  to  inquire  into;  but 

VOL.  CCXLVin.    [thied  sebies.] 


it  is  ridiculous  to  suppose  that  a  Eoyal 
Charter  is  needed  in  Scotland  or  any- 
where else  to  levy  or  to  collect  subscrip- 
tions, and  to  apply  them  to  charitable 
purposes,  or  that  a  bank  or  any  other 
institution,  by  obtaining  an  Act  of  Par- 
liament, becomes  in  any  sense  a  public 
Department  or  Office,  from  whom  the 
Government  are  at  any  time  entitled  to 
call  for  Eeturns.  No  doubt  it  is  a  com- 
mon thing  to  ask  for  Eeturns  in  con- 
tinuation of  previous  Eeturns  ;  but  here 
we  are  asked  for  Eeturns — 

**  In  continuation  of  the  financial  information 
given  by  the  Secretary  and  Directors  of  the 
Society,  when  examined  before  the  Endowed 
Schools  and  Hospitals  (Scotland)  Commissioners, 
and  printed  in  the  Appendix  to  their  Second 
Report  1874/' 

I  venture  to  say  that  if  the  fact  of  a  body 
of  men,  or  of  an  individual,  appearing 
before  a  Commission  of  this  House,  and 
there  giving  evidence  as  to  the  financial 
condition  of  the  body  of  which  he  is  a 
member,  or  of  his  own  private  affairs,  is 
to  be  made  the  groundwork  for  extract- 
ing from  him  a  continuation  of  that  in- 
formation, that  is  contrary  to  all  Parlia- 
mentary procedure.  No  doubt,  Eeturns 
are  very  widely  moved  for,  and  I  am 
sure  that  the  present  Government — any 
more  than  their  Predecessors — are  not 
amenable  to  the  charge  of  not  yielding 
wherever  the  demand  is  reasonable.  But 
if  you  ask  for  Eeturns  of  this  kind  simply 
because  information  has  been  given  be- 
fore a  Committee,  I  do  not  see  how  any 
private  individual  may  not  be  called 
upon  to  exhibit  the  contents  of  his  books, 
or  the  particulars  of  his  business.  The 
two  things  have  no  earthly  connection 
with  each  other ;  and  it  is  a  great  mis- 
take to  put  forward  in  a  Motion  like  this 
any  such  fact,  as  that  information  has 
been  given  before  a  Committee  in  order 
to  justify  a  continuation  of  that  evidence 
in  the  shape  of  a  Parliamentary  Eetum. 
I  do  not  see,  if  you  are  to  introduce  that 
rule,  how  any  private  Society  or  party 
who  have  had  a  Charter  which  confers 
certain  privileges  upon  them  would  not 
be  liable  to  be  called  upon  to  furnish 
Eeturns.  That  is  a  matter  which  is  con- 
trary to  the  practice  of  this  House,  be- 
cause there  is  an  obvious  distinction  to 
be  drawn  between  continuing  Eeturns 
which  Lave  been  presented  from  year  to 
year  and  asking  for  such  Eeturns  as  are 
now  asked  for.  There  is  the  greatest 
possible  distinction  between  the  charao- 

3  H 


M 


1667  Scoteh  Society  for  Promoting  (COMMONS}        Chriitian  KmwUdge.       1668 


ter  of  the  information  to  be  given  in  con- 
tinued Betums  and  the  character  of  the 
information  which  is  obtained,  and  quite 
legitimately  obtained,  before  a  Royal 
Commission  or  before  a  Committee  of 
this  House.  A  Boyal  Commission,  or  a 
Committee  of  this  House,  are  entitled  to 
ask  for  and  to  acquire  information  of  the 
most  delicate  and  confidential  character; 
but  I  venture  to  say  that  that  rule  does 
not  in  the  least  degree  apply  to  Eeturns. 
But  I  will  not  rest  upon  that  alone.  In 
this  case  there  was  a  very  elaborate  and 
searching  inquiry  carried  out  by  the 
Commissioners  referred  to  in  this  Notice 
under  the  Schools  and  Hospitals  (Scot- 
land) Commission.  That  inquiry  was 
directed  by  this  House  with  a  view  to 
legislate  upon  the  subject-matter  of  these 
very  schools  and  endowments,  whether 
private  or  public ;  and  one  of  the  schemes 
which  fell  within  the  legitimate  scope  of 
that  Commission  was  the  Society  in  Scot- 
land for  Propagating  Christian  Know- 
ledge. Accordingly,  not  only  were  the 
position  and  the  monetary  affairs  of 
this  Society  very  fully  investigated, 
but  the  Commission  reported  upon  them. 
It  is  necessary  to  attend  to  what  fol- 
lowed on  the  Report.  It  was  treated 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  as  if 
it  had  been  a  nullity ;  but  the  fact  is  that 
it  was  made  the  foundation  of  legislative 
action  in  this  House,  and  the  plain 
meaning  and  the  intention  of  the  Act  of 
last  year  is  simply  this — that  those  in- 
stitutions, whose  affairs  had  been  inves- 
tigated by  the  Royal  Commission,  should 
have  from  the  passing  of  that  Act  two 
years*  grace  to  make  up  their  minds  as 
to  whether  they  should  voluntarily  bring 
in  schemes  for  the  alteration  and  adjust- 
ment of  their  own  constitutions.  I  am 
happy  to  say  that  a  great  number  of 
those  institutions  which  were  included 
in  the  scope  of  the  Act  have  already 
acted  upon  that  provision ;  but  I  do 
think  it  would  be  an  entire  violation  of 
the  principle  upon  which  that  Act  pro- 
ceeded, and  of  the  object  which  the 
Legislature  had  in  view  in  passing  it,  if 
you  were  now  to  deal  with  those  institu- 
tions whose  two  years'  grace  has  not 
expired  by  investigating  their  affairs  in 
the  interim,  with  an  ulterior  pilrpose, 
with  the  object  of  which  we  have  not  yet 
been  made  acquainted.  It  was  intimated 
at  the  time  the  Act  was  passed,  and 
there  was  a  common  assent  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  in  the  matter,  that  in  the 

The  Lord  Advocate 


event  cither  of  the  institntionB  failing 
to  re-constitute  themselves,  by  or  without 
a  Provisional  Order,  they  would  at  the 
end  of  that  period  of  grace  be  dealt  with 
in  a  manner  which  would  admit  of  so 
refusal — ^in  other  words,  they  would  be 
dealt  with  summarily  and  oompulsoiilT, 
instead  of  having  time  and  leisure  giTen 
to  them  to  propose  any  self-amendment. 
Now,  I  think,  upon  iJiose  last  grounds, 
even  supposing  the  Return  was  a  proper 
one  to  make,  which  I  do  not  admit,  it 
would  be  very  inconvenient  to  interfere 
at  present  with  any  one  of  these  institu- 
tions which  fall  within  the  scope  of  the 
Act.  Under  these  circumstances,  I  think 
the  Government  are  justified  in  declining 
to  grant  the  Return  for  which  the  hon. 

Gentleman  asks.  

Mr.  C.  S.  PARKER  expressed,  as  one 
of  the  Endowed  Schools  Commission,  t 
feeling  of  great  regret  that  there  should 
be  any  difficulty  in  obtaining  information 
as  to  the  present  position  of  the  Society. 
The  gentlemen  representing  the  Sodelr 
at  the  time  when  the  Commission  asked 
information  made  no  difficulty  whatever 
in  giving  it,  and  made  no  suggestion 
that  there  was  anything  of  a  confidential 
nature  in  what  they  laid  before  the 
Commission.  Indeed,  so  frank  and  full 
were  their  answers,  that  it  would  be 
unnecessary  now  to  renew  the  inquiry, 
were  it  not  for  one  or  two  pecnlitr 
circumstances.  The  whole  system  of  the 
Society  was  undergoing  a  change  at  the 
time  they  gave  evidence  before  the  Com- 
mission. Hence,  they  were  not  able  to 
tell  the  Commission  for  certain  what 
their  future  policy  would  be.  For  the 
Education  Act  had  only  recently  been 
introduced,  and,  under  it,  they  saw  itwae 
necessary  to  give  up  their  existing 
mode  of  granting  aid,  while  their  new 
policy  had  not  yet  taken  shape.  The  chief 
difficulty  in  administering  the  afiairs 
of  the  Society  in  a  manner  satisfactory 
to  Scotland  arose  from  this.  At  the 
time  of  the  Disruption  a  large  p^opo^ 
tion  of  the  contributors  joined  the  iw 
Church  ;  and  the  legal  question  hating 
been  raised,  whether  the  business  of  the 
Society  might  be  conducted  through 
agents  belonging  to  the  Free  Church, 
the  Law  Courts  ruled  that  it  might 
not.  In  consequence  of  that  dedflon, 
a  large  number  of  the  warmest  sup- 
porters of  the  Society  had  to  stand  aloof 
from  it ;  and,  inasmuch  as  many  of  the 
schools  to  which  the  fimds  were  ap- 
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g cable  were  imder  the  charge  of  Free- 
urohmen,  a  continual  difficulty  arose 
in  administering  the  funds,  for  if  it  hap- 
pened that  the  master  of  a  particular 
■ohool  was  not  a  member  of  the  Estab- 
lished Church  of  Scotland,  it  was  not 
possible  to  employ  him  as  an  agent  of 
the  Society.   In  some  Highland  districts, 
where  the  Free  Church  was  very  strong, 
and    the    Established    Church    almost 
non-existent,  it  was  hardlj  possible  to 
ocmduct  the  operations  of  the  Society 
through  agents  belonging  to  the  Estab- 
lished Church,  and  this  caused  a  gp*eat 
desire  that  the  matter  should  be  looked 
into.  The  Endowed  Schools  Commission 
was  not  composed  of  Liberals  only.  The 
late  Sir  William  Stirling-Maxwell  was  a 
Member  of  it,  and  ho  joined  in  recom- 
mending that  this  legal  restriction  to  the 
Establisned  Church  should  be  removed. 
Since  that  time  an  Executive  Commis- 
don  had  been  empowered  to  give  efToct 
to  such  recommendations.     But  as  this 
Society  had  as  yet  shown  no  disposition 
to  go  before  the  Commission,  it  was  a 
Tezy  natural  desire  on  the  part  of  the 
lion.  Member  for  Edinburgh  to  put  pres- 
mre  upon  the  Society  to  do  so ;  and  the 
bon.  Member  had  said  nothing  in  his 
qieech  to  justify  anyone  imputing  to 
mm  that  he  had  any  special  scheme  in 
view,  or  wished  to  interfere,  except  so 
fiur  as  to  express  the  strong  desire  there 
▼as  for  more  information.     Though  it 
was  not  possible  to  bring  a  Motion  be- 
fore the  House  on  this  occasion,  and 
thoueh  it  seemed  that,  even  had  it  been 
possible,  the  Government  had  thought 
It  necessary  to  refuse  to  accede  to  it,  yet 
he  hoped  this  short  discussion  would  not 
be  without  its  effects.    For  if  the  Society 
was  still  disposed  to  act  in  the  same 
spirit  as  it  did  five  years  ago,  he  saw 
no  reason  why,  after  this  strong  expres- 
sion of  opinion,  they  should  not  volun- 
tarily give  such  information  as  they  had 
to  impart,  and  if  they  also  came  before  the 
Executive  Commission  with  a  scheme, 
they    would    be   acting    wisely.      The 
Established  Church  of  Scotland  recently 
made  overtures  to  the  non-Established 
Churches,   and    expressed    an    earnest 
desire  to  co-operate  with  them  in  Chris- 
tian work.    That  desire  was  reciprocated 
by  the  non-Established  Churches;  and 
it  seemed  to  him  that  if  over  co-opera- 
tion was  to  be  begun  a  fairer  oppor- 
tunity could  not  arise  than  this  if  in  those 
parts  of  Scotland  where  the  people  did 


not  belong  to  the  Established  Church, 
the  Established  Church  would  consent 
to  Co-operate  with  other  Churches  in  the 
work  of  Christian  education.  He  trusted 
that  the  Society  would  take  this  view  of 
the  matter,  and  would  submit  proposals 
in  accordance  with  the  recommendation 
of  the  Royal  Commission. 

Mb.  EAMSAY  said,  that  he  could  not 
allow  the  discussion  to  close  without 
expressing  his  regret  that  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  the  Lord  Advo- 
cate should  have  thought  proper,  on 
what  he  feared  would  be  regarded  as 
purely  technical  g^unds,  to  refuse  to 
accept  the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Edinburgh.  The  Motion  itself  did 
not  contain  the  slightest  allusion  to  any 
desire  on  the  part  of  the  hon.  Member  to 
interfere  with  the  operations  of  the 
Society.  He  felt  satisfied  that  if  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman  had 
inquired,  the  Society  would  have  ex- 
pressed its  willingness  to  give  all  the 
information  which  the  hon.  Member  for 
Edinburgh  had  asked  for.  He  was 
quite  satisfied  of  that ;  because  that 
body  had  not  only  given  evidence  before 
the  Endowed  Schools  and  Hospitals 
Commission,  but  also  gave  evidence,  in 
1865,  to  the  Education  Commission,  of 
which  he  had  had  the  honour  of  being 
a  Member.  The  Directors  of  the  So- 
ciety would  deprecate  this  refusal,  be- 
cause they  had  come  before  the  latter 
Commission,  and  had  given  evidence  of 
the  total  inefficiency  of  the  way  in  which 
their  funds  were  applied  ;  and,  being  ex- 
cellent gentlemen,  anxious  for  the  good 
administration  of  the  affairs  of  the  So- 
ciety, they  would  have  been  glad  to  have 
this  opportunity  afforded  them  of  placing 
before  the  public  a  full  statement  of  the 
way  in  which  their  funds  were  now  ad- 
ministered, as  the  hon.  Member  desired. 
In  1865,  before  the  Education  Commis- 
sion, the  Inspector  of  the  Schools  of  the 
Society  came  forward,  and  said  that  the 
education  in  these  schools  was  of  a  very 
low  character  indeed,  and  it  was  an 
exception  to  the  rule  if  they  had  what 
was  called  an  efficient  teacher.  The 
Society  was  originally  intended  to 
promote  the  cause  of  education  in  the 
Highlands  and  Islands.  The  first  Let- 
ters Patent  were  so  framed  that  it 
could  only  be  applied  to  male  teachers. 
The  second  Letters  Patent  were  franted 
for  the  purpose  of  affording  to  feinala 
instruction  and  training  in  the  indi 
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branches  of  education,  as  those  were 
then  understood.    Had  the  right  hon. 
and  learned  Gentleman  thought  fit  to 
apply  to  the  Directors  of  the  Society,  he 
would  have  got  not  only  the  information 
which  the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh 
had  asked  for,  but  a  full  account  of  all 
that  had  been  done  to  cany  out  some 
amendment  in  the  various  schools  which 
were  scattered  throughout  the  Highlands 
and  Islands;   and  as  the  funds   were 
originally  intended  for  the  behoof  of  the 
Highlands  and  Islands,  he  (Mr.  [Ram- 
say) would  deprecate  any  change  which 
would  take  away  from  those  districts  the 
advantages  of  the  funds,  particularly  at 
a  time  when   the  Hebrides  and  other 
Islands  of  Scotland  stood  so  much  in 
need  of  extraneous  aid  for  educational 
purposes.     He  hoped  the  right  hon.  and 
teamed  Gentleman  would  soon  be  able 
to  place  on  the  Table  of  the  House  such 
information  as  the  Directors  of  the  So- 
ciety could  furnish  as  to  the  operations 
of  the  institution.    He   believed  such 
Eetums  would  go  far  to  show  that  there 
was  no  cause  for  the  jealousy  existing 
regarding  their  transactions,  which  took 
their  rise  in  the  secret  way  in  which,  as 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh had  said,  the  administration  had 
been  heretofore  conducted.    The  Society 
ought,  he  thought,  to  have  the  chance 
of  doing,  even  in  an  informal  way,  what 
the  hon.  Member  for  Edinburgh  sug- 
gested— ^namely,  furnish  an  account  of 
their  administration  of  this  important 
fund. 

Mr.  FEASEE-MACKINTOSH  said, 
the  funds  of  the  Society  were  very  much 
for  the  benefit  of  the  Highlands  and 
Islands  of  Scotland,  and  he  had  heard 
with  a  great  deal  of  disappointment  the 
answer  of  the  right  hon.  and  learned 
Gentleman  the  Lord  Advocate;  for, 
from  information  which  had  reached 
him  (Mr.  Fraser-Mackintosh),  the  people 
in  those  districts  had  looked  forward  to 
this  Motion  being  agreed  to,  and  thought 
there  could  be  no  possible  objection  to 
it.  It  was  for  the  interests  of  the  So- 
ciety itself  that  due  publication  should 
be  made,  and  those  concerned  should 
have  full  knowledge  of  the  affairs, 
before  any  scheme  was  submitted  to  the 
Endowed  Schools  Commissioners. 

SiE  EDWAED  COLEBEOOKE  said, 
as  Chairman  of  the  Commission  to  which 
reference  had  been  made,  he  hoped  the 
hon.  Memberfor Edinburgh,  who  showed 

Iff,  Bameay 


such  high  respect  for  one  recommendft- 
tion  of  that  Commission,  would  show 
equal  reverence  for  some  others.  It 
might  not  be  right  to  make  demandi 
upon  such  Associations  as  this  until 
some  option  had  been  ^ven  them  to 
take  advantage  of  the  Act.  He  could 
not,  however,  recog^nize  the  force  of  the 
right  hon.  and  learned  Gentleman's  the 
Lord  Advocate's  objections.  These  in- 
stitutions were  not  private  institutions. 
They  were  public  institutions,  and  open 
to  the  criticism  of  Parliament  now,  and 
he  hoped  also  in  the  future.  A  parti- 
cular recommendation  of  the  Commisaon 
with  regard  not  merely  to  the  present 
but  to  the  future  was,  that  they  should 
be  regarded  as  public  bodies,  and  placed 
under  the  oblieation  of  laying  under  a 
public  officer  their  accounts  before  the 
public  year  bv  year,  so  that  the  puhHe 
should  know  now  the  work  was  being 
earned  on 

SiK  GEAHAM  MONTGOMEBI 
thought  hon.  Members  opposite  wen 
showing  a  little  unreasonable  impatienoe 
in  this  matter.  The  two  years  of  graee 
given  to  these  institutions  was  not  a 
long  time  to  wait.  He  thought  the 
Government's  refusal  of  these  Ketunu 
was  perfectly  justifiable. 

Sir  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said  that, 
after  the  strong  expression  of  feeling 
which  had  come  from  so  many  Bepre- 
sentatives  of  Scotch  constituencies,  the 
Society  would  have  the  right  to  do  away 
to  some  extent  with  the  reproach  of 
secrecy  by  communicating  some  of  the 
facts  connected  with  its  working.  It 
was  quite  within  the  power  of  the  So- 
ciety, if  actuated  by  tne  motives  attri- 
buted to  it  by  the  hon.  Member  for  the 
Falkirk  Burghs  (Mr.  Eamsay),  to  pye 
all  the  information  which  ti^e  non. 
Member  for  Edinburgh  desired. 

Main  Question, ''  That  Mr.  Speaker  do 
now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and  agreed U- 

SUPPLY— CrVTL   SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — eomidered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. — Education,    Sciencb,  axd 

Art. 

£1,521,168,  to  complete  the  sum  for 
Education,  England  and  Wales. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  ob- 
served, that  the  Committee  were  aware 
that  every  year  it  was  thd  custom,  when 
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moving  this  Yote,  for  those  who  were 
responsible  for  the  Estimates  to  make  a 
statement,  giving  an  account  of  the  edu- 
cational progress  of  the  past  year.  He 
thought  that  every  Member  of  the  Com- 
mittee who  had  read  the  Eeport  which 
had  been  presented  to  Parliament  for 
the  year  ending  August,  1878,  must 
admit  that  it  contained  a  most  gratifying 
•ocount  of  the  progress  of  elementary 
education.  That  Eeport  had  been  most 
satisfactory  as  regarded  increased  ac- 
commodation in  the  State-aided  schools. 
Statistics  on  this,  as  on  other  subjects, 
were  somewhat  dull  and  wearisome ;  but 
it  was  necessary  to  cite  them,  in  order 
to  a  thorough  understanding  of  the  sub- 
ject. He  was  sure,  therefore,  the  Com- 
mittee would  excuse  him,  if  he  asked  its 
attention  for  a  short  time  while  he  stated 
the  actual  progress  which  had  been 
made  during  the  past  few  years.  The 
practice  had  hitherto  been  to  compare 
the  progress  of  the  year  under  review 
with  that  of  the  preceding  year.  Taking 
that  test  on  the  present  occasion,  the  fol- 
lowing were  the  results  as  regarded  the 
State-aided  schools: — ^The  accommoda- 
tion for  the  children  had  been  increased 
by  about  8  per  cent,  and  it  now,  prac- 
tically, amounted  to  very  little  short  of 
4,000,000  places.  The  number  of  chil- 
dren on  the  books  was  3,496,000,  being 
an  increase  of  11  per  cent,  whilst  the 
average  attendance  was  2,405,197,  and 
that  also  showed  an  increase  of  1 1  per 
cent.  There  had  been  a  consideraole 
number  of  new  schools,  506  being  sup- 
plied by  voluntary  effort  and  606  by 
school  boards,  and,  altogether,  the  num- 
ber of  schools  open  was  16,293.  As  re- 
garded the  use  made  of  this  accommo- 
dation, they  had  evidence  in  the  number 
of  passes  and  in  the  payments  by  results, 
and  they  found  that  for  this  year  there 
had  been  a  considerable  and  gratifying 
increase  in  the  percentage  of  passes  in 
the  **  three  R's.  The  number  indi- 
vidually examined  was  17  per  cent  in 
excess  of  the  preceding  year.  In  fact, 
whether  they  looked  at  the  standard,  or 
classes,  or  special  subjects,  they  found, 
in  each  and  all,  a  considerable  increase. 
That  was  very  satisfactory,  because  as 
compulsion  came  into  operation,  and  a 
larger  number  of  the  "  wastrels  "  were 
forced  into  the  schools,  it  was  to  be 
feared  that  while  the  number  of  children 
in  attendance  might  increase  the  exami- 
aations  might  not  improve;  but  they 


had  found  the  fact  to  be  exactly  the 
reverse.     The  system  which  had  been 
adopted  for  some  years  past  in  the  Edu- 
cation Office  was  to  take  the  figures  of 
the  educational  year  ending  in  August, 
and    on  those   figures  to    make    such 
estimates    and    calculations    as    might 
enable  them  to  lay  before  Parliament 
the    sums    which   would   be   required 
for   the   ensuing  financial    year.     The 
figures  which  he  bad  quoted   related 
to  the  educational  year  which  ended  on 
the  18th  of  August,  1878,  and  the  Esti- 
mates he  was   introducing  related    to 
the  financial  year  ending  April,   1880. 
One  of  the  most  important  features  they 
had  to  consider  in  estimating  their  wants 
was  any  alteration  that  might  be  made 
in  the  Code  as  to  the  conditions  under 
which  grants  should  be  made.     Com- 
plaints had  been  frequently  made  that 
the    Code    was    not    very    intelligibly 
drawn,  and  it  had  been  the  ambition  of 
successive  Vice  Presidents  to  put  it  in  a 
clearer  and  more  compact  form ;  but 
there  were  great  difficulties  in  the  way 
of  effecting  alterations.  School  managers 
and  teachers  had  now  come  to  under- 
stand the  Code  pretty  well,  cumbrous 
though  it  was;  and  he  was  not  sure  that 
it  was  not  expedient,  for  some  time  to 
come,  to  make  as  few  alterations  in  it 
as    possible.       This    year    there    had, 
practically,   been    no    alteration   made 
that  was  worthy  of   the    attention   of 
the   Committee,   with  only  two   slight 
exceptions.      In  the    discussion   which 
took    place,  some    time  ago,   attention 
was    called    to   the   recitation    regula- 
tion.    He  confessed  that,  for  one,  he 
did    not    look   with   favour  upon    the 
idea  of  children  reciting  long  pieces  of 
poetry,  because  the  children   mechani- 
cally repeated  the  words  without  under- 
standing   them.     Attempts    had    been 
made  to  adapt  the  poem  to  be  recited  to 
the  children  s  understanding ;  and,  as  a 
result  of  that  effort,  he  found  that  in  one 
town  the  piece  favoured  was  **  Johnny 
Gilpin's  Hide  to  Edmonton.''    Amusing 
as  that  ballad  was,  it  could  hardly  be  said 
to  be  of  a  such  a  character  as  to  justify 
a  payment  from  the  Consolidated  Fund. 
In  the  result,  the  part  of  the  Code  which 
necessitated  the  recitation  of  a  poem  was 
8ti*uck  out.  The  Chairman  of  the  Cookery 
Committee  at  South  Kensington  had  been 
in  communication  with  the  Department, 
and  wished  them  to  introduce  some 
into  the  Code  on  the  subject  of  cool 
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Doubtless,  there  was  no  branch  of  prac- 
tical science  in  which  the  humbler  classes 
more  required  instruction  than  in  cook- 
ing; but  the  Department  had  not  yet 
been  able  to  meet  the  views  of  those 
who  wished  a  course  of  practical  cooking 
to  be  inserted  in  the  Code.  There  was 
considerable  diflBculty  in  the  way.  In 
the  first  place,  schools  had  not  the  neces- 
sary apparatus;  in  the  second  place,  they 
had  no  proper  test  of  results  ;  and,  next, 
it  would  be  rather  hard  to  impose  upon 
the  Inspectors  the  necessity  of  tasting 
every  experiment  of  the  children  in  prac- 
tical cookery.  He  had  no  doubt,  however, 
that  in  course  of  time  they  would  be 
able  to  overcome  this  diflBculty.  There- 
fore, there  had,  practically,  been  no 
alteration  in  the  Code  during  the  year 
1878.  They  had  only  now  to  estimate 
what  the  increase  of  children  in  attend- 
ance would  be,  and  if  the  efl&ciency  of  the 
children  was  likely  to  improve ;  and  they 
estimated  that  the  increase  would  be 
9  per  cent,  or  178,000  children,  which 
brought  up  the  average  attendance  to 
2,717,800.  They  also  estimated  there 
would  be  an  increase  of  6d,  per  head  in 
the  grant  earned,  which  raised  the  rate 
to  15«.  9d,  per  head.  Those  two  in- 
creases, taken  together,  brought  up  their 
Estimate  to  £2,481, 168,beingan increase 
of  £334,804  over  the  original  Estimate 
of  last  year.  Of  that  amount,  £315,000 
went  directly  in  new  grants  to  schools, 
and  the  remainder,  £19,000,  went  in 
payments  to  Training  Colleges  and  the 
employment  of  additional  Inspectors, 
which  was  necessitated  by  the  increased 
number  of  children  they  had  to  examine. 
Now,  he  had  already  compared  the  re- 
sults of  the  examination  of  the  school- 
year,  ending  August,  1878,  with  those 
of  the  preceding  year  ;  and,  interesting 
as  those  comparisons  were  in  one  sense, 
they  were,  it  seemed  to  him,  a  little 
wide  of  the  mark;  because  what  they 
had  to  consider  was  not  what  progress 
was  made  in  one  year  or  another,  but 
how  far  the  educational  supply  met  the 
actual  wants  of  the  country.  Probably, 
the  first  point  on  which  the  Committee 
would  like  information  would  be  in  re- 
ference to  the  accommodation  supplied. 
At  the  present  moment  there  was  school 
accommodation  for  3,950,000  children. 
The  school  supply  in  the  last  10  years 
had  increased  95  per  cent,  and  the  actual 
number  of  children  who  ought  to  be  at 
school  had  only  increased  9  per  cent. 

Lord  George  ffamilton 


Applying  the  test  to  the  whole  popda- 
tion  of  England  within  the  area  of  the 
school    districts,    they    calculated  that 
3,400,000  children  ought  to  be  incon- 
stant attendance   in   the   schools — ^that 
was,  assuming  that  compulsion  was  uoi- 
versal  throughout  England  and  Wales— 
as  a  matter  of  fact,  only  2,700,000  were  in 
actual  attendance.   The  accommodatioQ, 
therefore,  already  provided  was  500,000 
places  in  excess  of  what  the  average 
attendance  should  be,  and  1,300,000  in 
excess  of  what  the  average  attendance 
was.     He  mentioned  these  figures,  be- 
cause the  other  day,  somewhat  unex- 
pectedly,  a  discussion  came  on;  and 
when  he  stated  that,  except  in  certain 
large  towns,  the  supply  was  sufficient,  hii 
contention  was  somewhat  disputed.   No 
doubt,  in  the  large  towns,  and  particulailj 
in  London  parishes,  fresh  schools  woola 
have  to  be  erected,  because  the  distribn- 
tion  was  not  equal  throughout  England 
and  Wales  ;  but,  still,  as  every  year  tb 
school  supply  was  increasing  in  a  greator 
ratio  than  the  children  who  had  to  go  to 
school,  he  thought  they  might  arrive  at 
the  practical  conclusion  that  the  echool 
accommodation    was,    or    yeiy  shortlj 
would  be,  quite  sufficient  to  accommo- 
date all  the  children  who  ought  to  be  at 
school.     Assuming,   then,   that  all  the 
children  were  at  school  who  ought  to  be, 
they  had  next  to  consider  how  manr 
teachers  were  required.    They  estimated 
that  33,000  teachers  would  be  requirei 
They  had  at  the  present  moment  28,2S5 
certificated    teachers,    5,700    students, 
and  upwards  of  31,000  pupil  teachers; 
BO    that    the    supply  of  teachers  was 
ample  for  present  wants ;  and  oon8ide^ 
ing  the  number  who  annually  applied 
to  be  admitted  to  the  ranks  of  certificated 
teachers,  he  thought  they  might  so  a 
step  further,  and  say  they  would  hafe 
sufficient  for  all  their  prospective  wants. 
This  was  not  to  be  wondered  at,  becaose 
the  position  of  no  class  of  persons  had 
been  so  much  improved  within  the  last 
1 0  years  as  that  of  the  elementary  school 
teachers.    In  1870,  the  average  salazy 
of  the  masters  was  £95   I2s,  9d.,  and 
in  1878  it  was  £118  Us.  Sd,;  whilst  in 
the  same  period  the  average  salazyof 
the  mistresses  had  risen  from  £57 1 61.5^* 
to  £71  2s.  2d.    Last  year,  in  tiie  dis- 
cussion   of   the    Education   Estimates, 
many  hon.  Members  represented  to  him 
that  there  were  great  complaints  made, 
not  only  on  the  part  of  tiiie  teachers,  bat 
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also  on  the  part  of  the  managers,  in 
consequence  of  the  large  number  of  Ke- 
tums  they  had  to  furnish ;  and  they  es- 
peciallj  indicated  a  certain  Betum  which 
had  to  be  made  to  the  local  authorities, 
which  entailed  much  trouble  and  took 
up  a  great  amount  of  time.  He  there- 
npon  undertook  to  go  into  the  question 
of  Returns,  and  to  reduce  them  as  far 
as  possible.  He  found  that,  yaluable 
as  they  were,  they  did  entail  considerable 
labour  on  the  teachers ;  and,  therefore, 
after  consultation  with  those  who  were 
well  able  to  advise  him  on  the  subject, 
he  came  to  the  conclusion  that  they 
might  altogether  abolish  that  class  of 
Betums.  Therefore,  the  teachers  had 
been  relieved  of  the  Eetums  of  which 
they  most  complained.  Well,  then,  as 
the  school  accommodation  was  in  the 
greater  part  of  England  sufficient,  and 
as  the  teaching  power  was  also  adequate, 
the  next  point  they  had  to  consider  was 
whether  the  machinery  for  bringing 
the  children  to  school  was  sufficient? 
The  population  of  England  and  Wales 
was  about  22,700,000,  according  to  the 
Census  of  1871,  of  which  upwards  of 
13,000,000  were  under  school  boards, 
and  9,500,000  under  school  attendance 
committees.  As  regarded  the  figures 
he  had  just  mentioned,  these,  no  doubt, 
were  the  figures  of  1871;  but  in  one 
sense  that  did  not  interfere  with  the  effect 
of  his  argument,  because  the  population 
of  1871  was  divided,  as  it  was  now,  into 
a  rural  and  an  urban  population ;  and 
he  was  pointing  out  to  the  Committee 
that,  assuming  those  figures  existed  at 
the  moment,  it  would  be  found  that  of 
the  population  of  England  16,000,000 
were  at  the  present  moment  under  bye- 
laws,  and  that  during  the  past  year 
nearly  2,000,000  had  placed  themselves 
under  the  operation  of  compulsory  bye- 
laws.  Perhaps  it  would  interest  the 
Committee  to  know  that  the  last  parish 
which  had  unanimously  adopted  compul- 
sory attendance  was  the  parish  of  Hugh- 
enden.  Therefore,  at  this  moment  there 
were  under  compulsory  bye-laws  no  less 
than  70  per  cent  of  the  total  population 
of  England  and  Wales.  The  number 
of  children,  as  he  had  before  stated,  who 
ought  to  be  in  attendance  was  3,400,000, 
and  the  number  they  estimated  who 
would  be  in  attendance  this  year  was 
2,700,000  ;  so  that  there  was  a  very  con- 
siderable gap  between  the  number  of 
those  who  were  and  the  number  of  those 


who  ought  to  be  regularly  at  school. 
That  might,  undoubtedly,  bo  accounted 
for  by  various  reasons.  Certain  of  his 
hon.  Friends  suggested  last  year  the 
expediency  of  passing  a  short  Bill  by 
which  compulsory  attendance  should 
be  enforced  throughout  the  wholo  of 
England.  No  doubt  they  would  gain 
something  in  point  of  uniformity  and 
symmetry  if  they  adopted  that  course  ; 
but,  on  the  other  hand,  hon.  Gentlemen 
must  recollect  that  the  main  cause  of 
the  success  of  the  Education  Acts  of  lb70 
and  1876  was  that  they  had  been  able 
to  carry  local  opinion  with  them,  and 
the  local  authorities  had  worked  with 
them,  and  not  against  them.  At  the 
present  moment,  no  doubt,  there  was  a 
certain  repugnance  in  certain  rural 
parishes  against  the  adoption  of  com- 
pulsory bye -laws;  and  if  the  House 
were  to  attempt  to  enforce  compulsory 
attendance  by  Statute  there  would  be 
very  considerable  difficulty  in  carrying 
it  out.  Therefore,  he  thought  it  was 
preferable  to  wait,  in  the  certain  hope 
that  year  by  year  the  number  of  parishes 
in  which  compulsion  was  not  in  force 
would  diminish.  Ho  thought  he  might 
say  that  as  they  had  accommodation, 
teaching-power,  and  local  organization, 
the  ac^count  ho  had  given  was  satisfiuj- 
toiy.  Ho  believed  they  had  made  greater 
progress  in  developing  their  system 
of  elementary  education  during  tho 
past  few  years  than  had  over  been 
done  by  any  nation  before.  But,  of 
course,  that  had  entailed  a  cei*tain 
additional  expenditure  ;  and  he  now 
asked  the  attention  of  the  Committee 
for  a  moment  or  two  whilst  he  placed 
before  them  what  that  expenditure  was. 
In  the  year  1870,  previous  to  the  intro- 
duction of  the  Elementary  Education 
Act,  there  were  1,225,000  children  in 
average  attendance.  In  tho  year  under 
review  there  were  2,560,000  ;  so  that 
the  average  attendance  had  more  than 
doubled  in  eight  years.  Tho  expendi- 
ture connected  with  the  maintenance 
of  schools  in  1870  was  £1,525,000.  In 
1878,  excluding  all  oxpenditure  con- 
nected with  the  interest  on  loans  and 
the  expenses  of  tho  administration  of 
school  boards,  the  expenditure  con- 
nected with  tho  maintenance  of  schools 
was  £4,354,000.  Dividing  those  amounts 
by  the  numbers  of  children  in  average 
attendance,  thoy  found  that  in  1870  tlje 
average  expenditure  por  child  was  £1  5«.| 
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and  in  1878,  £1  i5«.  The  Oovemment 
grant,  eight  years  back,  was  9«.  9J.  per 
ohild  in  average  attendance ;  last  year 
it  was  15«.  M. ;  in  the  present  year  it 
would  be  15«.  ^d.  In  the  discussion  on 
the  Estimates  last  year,  certain  hon. 
Oentlemen,  and,  he  believed,  two  right 
hon.  Oentlemen  opposite,  impressed  upon 
him  the  necessity  of  economizing,  as 
far  as  possible,  the  grant  annually  voted 
to  education  by  Parliament,  and  of  con- 
sidering the  expediency  of  placing  sodie 
limitation  upon  the  amount  which  was 
annually  so  voted.  Now,  there  were 
two  causes  for  the  rapid  increase  of  that 
Parliamentary  grant.  The  first  was, 
that  every  year  there  were  more  chil- 
dren to  be  educated.  They  knew  the 
number  who  ought  to  be  at  school ;  they 
knew  the  number  who  were  there. 
Every  year  the  margin  between  the  two 
was  diminishing ;  so  that  he  had  very 
little  doubt  that  in  a  very  short  time 
they  would,  practically,  have  at  school 
all  who  ought  to  be  there.  Then  the 
growth  of  the  grant  would  practically 
end,  except  so  far  as  the  increase  of  the 
population  was  concerned.  The  other 
main  cause  of  the  increase  of  the  grant 
was  the  abolition  of  the  limitation 
that  was  iniposed  in  preceding  Oodes. 
His  noble  Friend  the  President  of  the 
Board  of  Trade  (Viscount  Sandon)  re- 
moved that  limitation,  and  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  provided  after  15«.  per 
head  had  been  earned  by  the  children 
in  average  attendance  there  was  a  cer- 
tain income  derived  from  substitutions 
for  fees,  there  was,  practically,  no  limi- 
tation to  the  amount  they  could  obtain 
from  the  Parliamentary  grant.  How 
rapid  the  growth  had  been  of  the  sum 
annually  earned  by  the  children  was 
instanced  by  the  figures  he  had  just 
given,  which  showed  that  in  the  nine 
years — 1870  to  1879 — ^the  annual  grant 
per  child  had  risen  from  9«.  9 J.  to  15<.  9J. 
In  the  Beport  they  had  issued  this  year 
there  was  one  paragraph  which  he  be- 
lieved had  caused  gpreat  concern  to  the 
managers  of  the  board  schools — 

"  The  time  has  poidbl^  oome  when  it  may  be 
neoeaaarv  for  as,  in  oertarn  particalan,  to  revise 
a  part  of  the  annual  grant." 

The  annual  grant,  as  at  present  payable, 
might  be  divided  into  two  heads.  Pre« 
viously  to  the  Bevieed  Code  of  1862,  the 
grant  was,  practically,  a  capitation  grant, 
and  then  it  was  converted  by  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the  Uni- 
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versity  of  London  (Mr.  Lowe)  into  a 
system  of  payment  by  results.  Still,  a 
considerable  portion  of  the  capitation 
grant  remained ;  so  much  was  paid  on 
average  attendance.  Now,  that  seemed 
to  him  to  be  the  part  of  the  grant  to 
which  it  was  necessary  to  direct  their 
attention,  if  any  reduction  was  to  be 
made.  He  thought  it  would  be  hard  at 
present,  when  there  was  so  much  distress 
in  the  country,  and  when  there  would 
naturally  be  great  difficulty  in  raising 
the  necessary  subscriptions,  if  they  were 
to  permanently,  with  a  stroke  of  the  pen, 
diminish  the  income  of  the  voluntaiy 
schools.  On  the  other  hand,  they  ought 
to  let  school  managers  know  that  they 
must  not  imagine,  as  a  matter  of  course, 
that  they  were  every  year  to  obtain  more 
money  from  the  Parliamentary  grant,  and 
that  the  conditions  were  in  no  way  to  be 
altered.  It  seemed  to  him  that,  as  re- 
garded that  part  of  the  g^rant  called  the 
capitation  grant,  the  course  they  ought 
to  adopt  was  to  apply  some  test  to  the 
children  before  it  was  paid.  He  could 
illustrate  what  he  meant  by  referring  to 
the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Baronet  the 
Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles  W. 
Dilke),  which  proposed  to  reduce  the 
grant  by  £100,000,  referring,  no  doubt, 
to  the  sum  that  was  paid  for  teaching 
music.  He  would  suppose  that  all  the 
schools  claimed  this  part  of  the  grant  to 
give  instruction  in  music,  and,  as  a  matter 
of  fact,  the  Betums  laid  before  Parlia- 
ment showed  that  this  grant  for  music 
was,  practically,  a  capitation  grant,  as 
nearly  99  per  centof  the  children  attend- 
ing obtained  it ;  and  he  thought  it  was 
a  very  fair  matter  for  consideration  in 
subsequent  years  whether  or  not  they 
ought  to  attach  some  condition  to  the 
payment  of  that  particular  part  of  the 
capitation  g^rant,  by  which  the  children 
should  be  required  to  have  really  some 
musical  instruction  and  knowledge. 
That  was  the  direction  in  which  he 
thought  they  ought  to  go.  He  did  not 
think  they  ought  summarily  to  reduce 
without  notice  the  grant  which  was  pay- 
able to  the  managers  of  the  different 
schools.  At  the  same  time,  it  should  be 
distinctly  understood  that  the  Depart- 
ment considered  themselves  at  liberty 
from  year  to  year  to  make  such  altera- 
tions as  they  chose,  and  as  might  affect 
the  sum  previously  obtained  by  any 
school.  He  knew  that  certain  hon. 
Oentlemen  thought  they  could  not  spend 
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too  much  on  eduoation ;  and,  therefore, 
any  proposal  by  which  a  reduction  or  limi* 
tation  of  expenditure  might  be  effected 
would  necessarily  lower  the  efficiency 
of  the  education  given.  To  those  who 
held  that  opinion  there  was  a  very  in- 
■ftroctiye  little  paragraph  in  the  table  of 
statiBtics  pubUshed  annually  by  the 
Education  Department.  It  might  be 
found  on  page  10,  and  it  was,  perhaps, 
the  most  compact  and  informational 
paragraph  in  the  Beturn.  They  would 
there  find  what  the  expenditure  per 
child  of  the  different  classes  of  schools 
wae,  and  what  fees  were  paid  by  the 
children  attending  them.  The  cost  of 
maintaining  a  child  in  a  board  school 
throughout  England  was  £2  Is,  lOd, 
That  rate  was  abnormally  raised  by  the 
espenditure  of  the  London  School  Board, 
which  amounted  to  £2  13<.  5d.  per  child, 
whilst  the  average  expenditure  of  other 
■eihool  boards  was  £1  17 i,  4d.  But  the 
OMt  under  any  of  the  school  boards  was 
oonaiderably  in  excess  of  the  cost  of 
maintaining  children  in  any  of  the 
voluntary  schools.  The  schools  con- 
nected with  the  Church  of  England  ex- 
pended £l  13«.  lOd.  per  child ;  the 
British  and  other  schools  unconnected 
with  the  Church  of  England,  £1  14«.  1  li^.  ; 
the  Wesleyan  schools  £1  13«. ;  and  the 
Boman  Catholic  schools  £1  10«.  There- 
fore, the  first  fact  brought  prominently 
before  them  was  that  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance in  board  schools,  and  particu- 
larly in  the  London  board  schools,  was 
TBTj  much  in  excess  of  the  expenditure 
in  voluntary  schools.  The  second  fact, 
which  was  also  made  very  apparent, 
was  that  there  was  a  great  difference  in 
the  fees  paid  by  the  children  in  these 
different  classes  of  schools,  taken  in  re- 
lation to  the  contributions  which  were 
made  in  support  of  these  schools.  The 
■oorces  of  income  of  all  schools  were — 
first,  the  Parliamentary  grant;  secondly, 
the  school  fees ;  and,  thirdly,  the  volun- 
tary subscriptions  or  contributions  from 
the  rates.  Excluding  for  the  moment 
the  Parliamentary  grant,  they  found, 
taking  only  the  fees  and  voluntary  con- 
tributions, the  following  results: — The 
fees  paid  by  children  in  Church  of  Eng- 
land schools  were,  as  near  as  possible, 
equal  to  the  subscriptions  and  the  en- 
dowments of  those  schools.  The  fees 
paid  by  Boman  Catholic  children  were, 
to  a  very  small  fraction,  identical  with 
the  subscriptions  and  endowments  of 


those  schools.  The  fees  paid  by  British 
and  Wesleyan  scholars  were  more  than 
double  the  subscriptions  in  support  of 
those  schools.  On  the  other  hand,  the 
fees  paid  by  children  at  board  schools 
were  very  considerably  less  than  half  the 
contributions  from  the  rates  to  their 
maintenance.  Therefore,  they  found, 
first,  that  the  cost  of  maintenance  in  the 
board  schools,  particularly  in  London, 
was  far  in  excess  of  the  cost  of  main- 
tenance in  other  schools;  second,  that 
the  fees  paid  under  the  more  costly 
system  were  far  less  than  under  the 
more  economical.  But  when  they  came 
to  test  results  they  did  not  find  that 
the  more  expensive  system  was  better 
than  the  less  expensive  one.  The 
competition  was  very  remarkable.  In 
1877  it  was  very  close,  and  the  board 
schools  beat  the  voluntary  schools  by  W., 
earning  a  Qovemment  grant  of  14<.  5d, 
as  compared  with  14«.  4(f.  earned  by  the 
voluntary  schools.  Li  1878,  the  volun- 
tary schools  turned  the  tables  on  the 
board  schools,  and  beat  them  by  Id., 
having  earned  15<.  2J.,  to  15«.  Id.  There 
was  another  fact,  which  was  rather  re- 
markable, with  reference  to  the  expendi- 
ture in  these  different  schools.  As  might 
have  been  expected,  owin^  to  the  ex- 
ceptional distress  in  all  branches  of 
trade,  the  subscriptions  to  the  volun- 
tary schools  had  greatly  fallen  off.  There 
was  only  one  denomination  whose  sub- 
scriptions had  not  fallen  off — namely, 
the  Boman  Catholic.  Considering  the 
poverty  of  the  population  they  had  to 
educate,  it  was  greatly  to  the  credit  of 
the  Boman  Catholics  that  they  were 
able  to  return  such  good  results  for  so 
moderate  an  expenditure.  He  wished 
now  to  point  out  what,  in  his  judgment, 
were  the  defects  in  the  present  system  of 
education.  His  noble  Friend  the  pre- 
sent President  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
very  properly,  some  years  ago,  provided 
a  Schedule  of  special  or  specific  sub- 
jects to  be  added  to  the  voluntary 
subjects  taught  in  the  elementary 
schools  —  those  were  the  subjects  in 
Schedule  4.  So  long  as  they  had  a 
system  of  voluntary  education  there 
could  apparently  be  no  objection  to  add- 
ing any  number  of  special  subjects  to  be 
taught  in  schools,  because,  if  the  results 
justified  the  extra  expenditure  which  was 
incurred,  the  managers  of  schools  would 
continue  that  expenditure.  They  would 
say — **  We  will  only  teaoh  those  sub- 
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jects  when  we  can  afford  to  do  so." 
They  considered  the  subjects  indicated 
by  the  Education  Department  as  subjects 
for  instruction  when  it  was  possible  to 
give  it.    Therefore,  they  had  to  consider 
whether  or  not  they  could  afford  it;  and, 
if  they  could,  they  made  provision  for 
that  instruction.   But  in  the  case  of  par- 
ticular school  boards,  like  the  London 
School  Board,  these  specific  or  special 
subjects  were  regarded  from  an  entirely 
different  position.     The  school  boards, 
having  the  rates  behind  them  to  meet 
their    expenditure,    provided    masters 
competent  to  teach  these  subjects  at  great 
cost.  But  it  must  be  apparent  to  everyone 
that  it  was  absolutely  impossible  that 
the  vast  mass  of  children  attending  their 
elementary  schools — whether  voluntary 
or  board  schools — could  have  either  the 
time  or  the  capacity  to  pass  through  the 
special  subjects  which  had  been  added 
to  the  compulsory  subjects  in  the  Code. 
That  fact  was  very  clearly  illustrated  by 
some  figures  contained  in  the  Iteport. 
If  the  children  were  to  learn  as  much  as 
they  could  under  these  optional  subjects, 
each  child  would  obtain  8<.  per  head ; 
whereas,  in  point  of  fact,  the  highest 
earning  hitherto  had  been   W^d,   per 
head.    There  was  also  another  objection 
which  must  be  apparent  to  those  who 
had  considered  the  letters  which  had 
been  written  in  reference  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  London  School  Board  and 
other  large  school  boards.   Those  school 
boards,   of  course,   obtained  the    best 
teachers  that  they  could.     Many  of  the 
teachers  were  placed  in  schools  where 
the  fees  were  very  low  on  account  of  the 
poverty  of  the  district,  and  where  they 
aepended  for  a  large  proportion  of  their 
salary  on  the  various  examinations  which 
were  held.     Consequently,  it  was  to  the 
interest  of  the  masters  to  bring  into  the 
schools  children  of  a  higher  class,  for 
whom  those  schools  were  not  intended. 
The  question  which  they  had  to  consider 
was,  how  to  remove  those  defects  ?     He 
thought  that  it  would  be  very  unwise  to 
prescribe  any  wholesale    remedy.      It 
seemed  to  him  that  they  ought,  if  pos- 
sible, to  bring  a  perfectly  sound  but,  at 
the  same  time,   a  compact  elementary 
education  within  the  reach  of  every  child, 
that  they  should,  if  possible,  apportion 
the  cost  of  that  education  to  the  means 
of  the  parents,  and  also  that  they  should 
^ve  ample  opportunities  to  those  chil- 
dren who,  either  by  their  industry  or  their 
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capacity,  or  by  their  aspirations,  might 
wish  to  avail  themselves  of  a  more  ad- 
vanced or  higher  education.     It  did  not, 
however,  appear  to  him  to  be  reasonaUe 
to  expect  that  every  child  who  attended 
an  elementary  school  should  pass  througli 
all  the  subjects  which  had  been  added  to 
the  Code.    At  the  present  moment  their 
system  of  secondary  schools  was  rapidlj 
improving;    and,  in  his  opinion,  thej 
ought  to  endeavour  to  grade  their  ele- 
mentary schools,  and  to  make  the  dia- 
racter  of  the  elementary  education  given 
in  them  dependent,  so  far  as  possiUe^ 
upon  the  fees  paid.     In  the  majority 
of  school    districts  in    England  there 
were  only  one  or  two  schools ;  and  the 
character  of  the  instruction  given  in 
those  schools,   as  well  as  the  class  of 
children  educated,  would  be  so  simHir, 
that  it  would  be  difficult  to  grade  theee 
schools.     But  in  the  large  towns,  like 
London,    Manchester,    Liverpool,  and 
Birmingham,  where  they  had  the  ad- 
vantage of  very  able  school  boaidi,]t 
would  be  possible  for  them  to  move  ii 
that  direction  if  they  only  received  en- 
couragement from  the  Education  Depart- 
ment. They  would  be  able  to  grade  their 
schools  to  a  certain  extent,  and  to  giro 
opportunities  to  the  poorer  children  to 
pass  from  the  cheaper  into  the  more  ex- 
pensive schools.      In  the  past  year  a  re- 
markable feat  was  performed  by  a  bOT 
who  had  been  in  an  elementary  Bchool, 
and   who  in  the  course  of  a  very  few 
years  piissed  through   the  school,  and 
obtained  a  Scholarship  in  one  of  the 
older  Universities.     That  fact  seemed  to 
him  rather  to  indicate  the  direction  in 
which  they  ought  to  g^.  Of  course,  they 
ought  not  hastily  to  attempt  to  proceed 
in  any  wholesale  manner ;  but  if  thoie 
interested  in  educational  matters  would 
carefully  consider  the  suggestion  he  had 
thrown  out,   and  would  endeavoor  to 
secure  co-operation  in  that  direction  in 
the  various  great  centres  of  population 
in  England,  he  did  not  believe  that  die 
task  which  he  had  somewhat  briefly  in- 
dicated would  be  beyond  their  power  to 
achieve.     He  begeed  to  thank  toe  Com- 
mittee for  having  listened  to  him  with  so 
much  patience ;  and  he  would  only,  in 
conclusion,  say  that  it  seemed  to  him  that 
if  they  could  work  in  the  direction  he 
had  indicated  he  believed  they  wonld 
secure  the  most  efficacious   means  of 
making  their  elementary  schools  lead  to 
their  Universities,  and  would  profide  t 
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thorongblj  sound  system  of  national 
edncation  in  all  its  branches  and  in  all 
its  phases. 

Me.  chamberlain  said,  that  the 
noble  Lord  had  instituted  a  comparison 
between  the  results  obtained  that  year 
and  the  preceding  year.  He  thought 
that  to  ootain  a  proper  comparison  he 
ahonld  go  a  little  further  back,  as  it 
would  be  interesting  to  the  Committee 
to  know  what  had  been  the  effect  of  the 
legislation.  While  the  accommodation 
and  the  number  of  children  upon  the 
register  bad  both  increased  123  per  cent 
in  10  years,  the  average  number  of 
children  in  attendance  had  only  in- 
ereased  127  per  cent.  The  result  of 
that  was,  that  the  average  attendance 
had  only  just  kept  pace  with  the  in- 
crease of  accommodation  in  the  schools. 
It  was  a  satisfactory  thing  to  find  that 
they  bad  127  per  cent  more  children 
in  average  attendance  than  they  had 
10  years  ago.  But  it  was  not  so  satis- 
£ietoiy  when  they  remembered  that  the 
attenaance  had  increased  only  in  the 
Mune  proportion  as  the  accommodation. 
It  should  be  remembered  that  they  had 
introduced  compulsory  bye-laws,  and  it 
was  confidently  expected  that  larger 
numbers  would  be  dnveninto  the  schools, 
which  bad  proved  to  be  the  case.  The 
noble  Lord  had  astonished  him  by  saying 
that,  at  the  present  time,  the  amount  of 
accommodation  for  children  exceeded  by 
600,000  what  it  need  be. 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  wished 
to  explain  that  what  he  had  said  did  not 
refer  to  the  |K)pulous  localities  or  large 
towns.  Taking  the  total  amount  of  ac- 
commodation Uiroughout  England,  the 
result  would  be  as  he  had  stated. 

Mb.  chamberlain  said,  that,  of 
course,  he  made  allowance  for  that.  He 
fStmnd  that,  from  the  Report  of  the  Edu- 
cation Department  in  1878,  it  was  cal- 
culated the  total  number  of  children  for 
whom  it  was  necessary  to  provide  ac- 
commodation in  elementary  schools  was 
4,899,000 ;  and  the  Report  went  on  to 
car  that  it  was  not  to  be  expected  that 
all  these  children  would  be  put  to 
school ;  and  allowing,  therefore,  for  that 
fact,  seven-tenths  of  that  accommoda- 
tion would  be  sufficient.  He  ventured 
to  say  that  was  not  the  case ;  for  if  they 
tuned  to  the  Report  of  the  Committee 
of  1878,  on  the  first  page  would  be 
found  tiie  statement  that,  whereas  the 
average  attendance  during  the  scholastic  I 


year  was  2,405,000  per  diem,  yet  that 
2,944,000  children  were  present  on  the 
day  of  examination.  It  was  obvious 
that  they  ought  to  provide  accommoda- 
tion for  the  maximum  number  that 
might  be  present  on  any  one  day,  when 
the  number  was  greatly  in  excess  of  the 
average  attendance.  He  hoped  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  not  rest  satisfied 
with  the  present  proportion  of  attend- 
ance. He  found  that  at  present  they 
had  accommodation  for  3,492,000  chil- 
dren, whereas  they  had  an  average 
attendance  of  2,405,000  children.  The 
result,  therefore,  showed  that  if  they 
were  speaking  in  a  manufacturing  sense 
they  would  say  that  the  schools  had 
been  working  little  more  than  half-time, 
and  he  did  not  see  why  they  should  not 
express  in  that  manner  their  sentiments 
with  regard  to  education.  He  wished 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  look  a  little 
more  kindly  at  the  proposal  to  draw 
more  children  into  the  schools  than 
could  be  done  under  the  present  system. 
The  noble  Lord  seemed  to  throw  every 
obstacle  in  the  way  of  trying  an  experi- 
ment in  the  direction  of  increasing  the 
attendance  of  children,  and  had,  on  the 
contrary,  spoken  of  still  further  raising 
the  school  fees.  Was  it  not  worth  while 
to  consider  whether  the  result  they 
desired  to  bring  about  could  not  be 
achieved  by  lowering  or  abolishing  the 
fees  altogether  ?  He  did  not,  however, 
suppose  that  there  would  be  any  chance 
in  that  House  of  establishing  universal 
free  schools ;  but  where  the  local  autho- 
rities were  willing  to  try  the  experiment 
they  might  do  so.  He  thought  that  the 
Department  should  promote  this,  and 
not,  as  atpresent,  reject  all  such  pro- 
posals. Wby  should  the  country  pursue 
a  course  with  regard  to  education  which 
no  other  ooimtry  pursued  ?  In  all  other 
countries,  both  Transatlantic  and  Con- 
tinental, the  tendency  was  either  to 
lower  or  to  abolish  the  fees  altogether. 
He  thought  that  the  same  experiment 
should  be  promoted  in  the  education  of 
this  country,  wherever  such  a  thing  was 

Eossible;  but  now,  whenever  a  school 
oard  proposed  to  establish  a  cheap 
school,  objection  was  at  once  raised, 
because  it  was  supposed  that  the  in- 
terests of  the  denominational  schools 
would  be  injuriously  affected.  He 
was  convinced  that  if  the  fees  were 
generally  reduced  it  would  draw 
children  into  the  schools,  and,  at  the 
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fiame  time,  the  average  attendance  would 
oome  up  in  a  much  greater  degree  to 
the  total  amount  of  accommodation.  He 
would  now  pass  on  to  consider  the  re- 
sults which  had  been  already  achieved. 
He  always  looked  at  the  Eetum  which 
gave  the  number  of  children  passing 
Standards  4  and  6  as  very  important. 
The  education  obtained  by  children  who 
did  not  come  up  to  Standard  4  was  not 
of  a  very  high  character.  He  confessed 
that  it  was  a  somewhat  humiliating 
thing  to  find  that  during  the  last  18 
months  only  218,000  children  passed  in 
these  Standards,  being  only  6^  per  cent 
of  the  children  upon  the  register,  and 
only  9  per  cent  of  the  children  in  average 
attendance  at  the  schools.  Assuming 
that  the  same  number  would  ultimately 
pass  in  future  years  as  in  the  years  he 
had  quoted,  the  fact  would  remain  that 
less  than  one-fifth  of  the  total  number 
of  the  children  on  the  register  would 
receive  any  education  worthy  of  the 
name.  He  was  glad  to  find — and  in 
that  he  differed  from  the  noble  Lord — 
that  the  educational  results  in  the  board 
schools  were  better  than  the  results  in 
the  ordinary  Church  schools.  The  noble 
Lord  had  told  them  that  the  board 
schools  were  more  expensive  than  the 
Church  schools ;  but  the  excess  of  ex- 
penditure on  the  board  schools  was  only 
about  10  per  cent  over  the  expenditure 
of  the  denominational  schools.  As  al- 
most the  whole  of  the  board  schools  were 
in  towns  they,  of  necessity,  cost  much 
more  than  the  denominational  schools  in 
the  country.  Taking  that  into  account, 
the  difference  of  10  per  cent  between  the 
cost  of  the  two  kinds  of  schools  was  very 
trifling,  and  was  nothing  more  than 
might  be  expected.  He  thought  the  result 
showed  very  g^eat  economy  in  the  ad- 
ministration of  board  schools.  The  noble 
Lord  had  also  told  them  that  the 
more  expensive  system  of  board  yhools 
did  not  give  better  results  than  the 
voluntary  system.  He  tested  the  sys- 
tem by  the  results  as  shown  in  the 
earnings  of  the  two  classes  of  schools ; 
but  to  depend  upon  the  savings  only 
as  a  test  of  results  was  not  fair  to 
the  board  schools;  because,  assuming 
that  they  were  new  schools,  in  the  first 
year  or  two  of  their  establishment  they 
might  not  obtain  a  very  large  attend- 
ance. It  was  only  after  two  or  three 
years  that  the  test  of  attendance  became 
fair.     The  noble  Lord  would  find  that 
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I  the  total  percentage  of  children  who 
passed  in  all  standards  had  risen  since 
1872, 15*09  per  cent  in  the  board  schools, 
and  were  now.  The  per  centage  in  the 
Church  schools  had,  on  the  other  hand, 
decreased  in  the  corresponding  eight 
years,  and  stood  now  at  9  per  cent 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  that  the  Church 
schools  were  less  eMdent  than  they 
were  in  1871 ;  but  the  examinations  were 
more  stringent  than  they  were,  and  it 
was  the  fact  that  they  had  not  shown 
any  marked  advance  at  all,  while  the 
board  schools  were  advancing,  and  had 
shown  better  results  than  the  denomina- 
tional schools.  The  results  of  the  board 
schools,  according  to  these  calculations, 
were  10  per  cent  better  than  those  of 
the  denominational  schools ;  and  if  thej 
cost  only  about  10  per  cent  more  than 
the  denominational  schools  the  conntiy 
might  congratulate  itself  upon  getting  a 
fair  return  for  its  money.  The  noble 
Lord  had  alleged  that  the  increase  in 
the  Government  g^ant  was  due  to  the 
increase  being  made  upon  the  capitation 
grant.  [Lord  Oeobge  Hamiltox  :  The 
abolition  of  the  capitation  grant.]  In- 
cluding the  amount  for  infants,  the 
capitation  grant  now  amounted  to  about 
8«.  on  the  total  amount  per  head,  the 
increase  in  the  total  sum  received  being 
in  the  grant  for  examination,  which  had 
risen  from  4«.  lOid.  to  6«.  10^.  He 
thought  they  had  some  reason  to  congra- 
tulate themselves  upon  the  results  already 
achieved,  although  he  thought  that  they 
might  be  more  satisfactory  in  many  re- 
spects. He  was  bound,  however,  to  say 
that  he  did  not  think  the  Department 
had  any  right  to  take  credit  for  the  re- 
sults that  had  been  effected ;  for  some 
of  their  recent  actions  had  been  rather  in 
the  direction  of  obstructing  where  they 
ought  to  have  promoted,  and  of  pro- 
moting where  they  ought  to  have  re- 
jected. II  the  present  policy  of  the 
Education  Department  were  continued, 
it  would  become  the  most  doctrinaire 
and  the  most  centralizing  of  all  the  De- 
partments of  the  Government.  There 
seemed  to  be  an  attempt — ^though  he 
would  not  lay  it  upon  the  shoulders  of 
the  noble  Lord — to  stereotype  education 
throughout  the  country;  and  he  could 
not  conceive  anything  which  would  be 
more  fatal  to  the  interests  of  education. 
He  would  only  give  one  or  two  illustra- 
tions of  what  he  had  advanced.  Li  the 
case  of  the  Birmingham  School  Board 
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they  irished  to  employ  female  teachers. 
Tbe  Department  at  first  refused  to  allow 
tHem  to  do  so;  but,  eventiially,  the 
Boble  Lord  consented,  and  since  that 
time  female  teachers  had  been  employed 
by  the  Board.  Although  the  Birmiug- 
hom  School  Board  was  able,  from  its 
size  and  importance,  to  obtain  the  ro- 
versal  of  the  decision  of  the  Depart- 
ment, yet  the  small  boards  througnout 
the  country  would  no  more  think  of 
resisting  the  decree  of  the  Department 
than  of  flying;,  and  thus  the  Department 
vould  destroy  all  that  liberty  and  that 
freedom  in  education  which  would  pro- 
dace  the  most  beneficial  results.  He 
was  very  glad  to  find  that  the  Birming- 
ham School  Board  were  not  only  per- 
mitted to  employ  female  teachers,  but 
had  conrerted  the  Education  Depart- 
ment to  their  views-  In  the  Eeport  of 
the  Department,  they  stated  that  there 
were  at  present  a  large  number  of  school 
mistresBes  employed  in  clomentary 
■chools  who  were  at  once  the  most 
■nitable  and  moRt  efficient  teachi 
two-thirds  of  the  children  attending 
tiiose  schools.  It  was  also  said  that  the 
Department  most  entirely  sympathized 
wiUi  the  remarks  recently  made  by  the 
Ifinister  of  Education  in  Japan.  But 
he  should  like  to  know  when  the  De- 
partment was  converted  to  the  views  of 
•  Minister  of  Education  in  Japan,  and 
what  made  them  now  entertain  his  ojii- 
nion  that  it  was  a  desirable  thing  to 
haTe  as  many  women  teachers  as  pos- 
■ible  in  elementary  schools  ?  How  was 
it,  if  thej"  entertained  those  views,  that 
they  objected  to  the  employment  of 
female  teachers  by  the  Birmingham 
School  Board,  although  they  now  alleged 
that  the  proposal  had  mot  with  their 
entire  approval?  The  questions  in  which 
the  Department  chiefly  interfered  were 
those  conceming  the  building  of  schools; 
and  the  views  there  put  forward  were  of 
flie  most  absurd  description.  While  lie 
had  the  honour  to  occupy  the  position  of 
Chairman  of  the  Birmingham  School 
Board,  they  proposed  to  build  an  infant 
■chool  with  a  semi-circular  bay,  as  being 
the  most  convenient  form  for  the  teachers 
to  observe  and  direct  the  school.  Tlie 
Education  Department  said  that  they 
could  not  permit  a  school  to  bo  con- 
■tructed  with  a  semi-circular  bay,  and 
ttiat  it  must  bo  a  square  bay.  He  could 
not  conceivo  the  policy  which  dictated 
that  sort  of  interference,  and  which  re- 
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fused  to  permit  experiments  which 
might  be  continued  to  very  useful  results. 
Becently  the  Department  had  also  inter- 
fered in  a  more  serious  manner-  They 
had  interfered  in  what  they  styled  "  the 
intorCRts  of  economy."  He  wished  to 
put  it  to  the  noble  Lord  that  he  had  no 
business  to  interfere  between  the  rate- 
payers and  their  authorized  representa- 
tives, Tho  whole  principle  of  the  Edu- 
cation Act  of  1A70  was,  in  his  opinion, 
that  education  was  to  be  carried  out, 
within  certain  limits,  by  boards  repre- 
senting the  majority  of  the  ratepayers 
in  each  district.  If  the  boards  incurred 
an  exces.iive  expenditure,  the  ratepayers 
had  their  remedy,  for  they  could  turn 
tho  board  out,  and  supply  its  place  by 
men  of  more  economical  views.  But  if, 
on  the  other  hand,  the  expenditure  met 
with  the  approval  and  consent  of  the 
ratepayers,  why  should  the  noble  Lord 
come  down  and  reverse  the  decision  of 
tho  majority  of  tho  ratepayers?  In 
Biriningham  a  strong  contest  had  taken 
place  with  respect  to  the  action  of  tho 
School  Board  ;  and  the  ratepayers,  by  an 
overwhelming  majority,  had  expressed 
their  approval  of  the  action  of  tlie 
Board.  \Vith  the  fuU  consent  of  their 
ratepayers,  they  had  built  schools 
which  would  be  a  credit  to  any  school 
board  in  the  Kingdom.  They  had 
not  wasted  tho  money  of  tho  rate- 
payers ;  but  they  had  thought  it  riglit 
tliat  the  schools  should  bo  omamcntnl, 
and  they  had  also  thought  it  right 
to  provide  a  fitting  home  for  the  work 
which  thpy  wore  to  carry  on.  Their 
work  had  been  submitted  to  tho  public, 
and  in  tho  election  tho  ratepayers  of 
Birmingham,  by  an  enormous  majority, 
had  given  their  entire  approval  to  the 
action  of  the  board.  To  take  another 
instance,  he  would  draw  attention  to 
the  architect's  department.  Of  the  gen- 
tleman who  occupied  the  [msition  of 
architect  to  the  Education  Depart- 
ment ho  wished  to  say  nothing  ill ;  but 
ho  did  not  think  that  he  was  likely  to 
ho  a  person  whose  practice  or  experience 
wan  likely  to  bo  greater  than  that  of  the 
Incal  architects  employed  by  the  difl'erent 
boards  throughout  the  country,  who 
were  generally  gentlemen  at  tho  hend 
of  their  Profession.  It  was  too  much  to 
expect  gentlemen  of  that  kind  to  submit 
their  plans  to  the  official  who  undertook 
to  bo  the  architect  of  the  whole  ICing- 
dom.    A  plan  of  the  architect  to  the 
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Birmingham  School  Board  was  sub- 
mitted to  the  architect  of  the  Depart- 
ment, who  said  that  he  would  not  ap- 
prove of  it,  because  the  design  was  too 
expensive.  He  was  asked  what  altera- 
tion he  would  suggest,  and  thereupon 
he  took  a  ruler  from  his  desk,  and  ruled 
off  every  projection  from  the  school 
building  until  he  had  left  it  a  brick 
block.  Then  he  said— **  That  is  the 
plan  for  an  elementary  school."  In  his 
opinion,  such  conduct  as  that  was  in- 
sulting to  the  architect,  and  insulting 
to  the  school  board  of  Birmingham, 
and  it  was  also  insulting  to  the 
ratepayers,  who  had  approved  of  the 
action  and  conduct  of  the  board.  He 
had  one  other  representation  to  make 
against  the  Department  over  which  the 
noble  Lord  so  ably  presided — namely, 
that  the  Department  had  interfered  in 
numbers  of  cases  where  it  ought  not  to 
have  done  so,  and  had  not  interfered 
in  many  cases  where  it  was  their  duty 
to  do  so.  The  other  day  a  Question 
was  asked  of  the  noble  Lord  with  re- 
ference to  the  Horley  school  board, 
which  was  presided  over  by  the  vicar  of 
the  parish.  The  board  refused  to  ap- 
point the  only  candidate  for  a  female 
teachership,  on  the  ground  that  she  was 
a  Baptist.  The  noble  Lord,  from  his 
answer,  wished  the  House  to  infer  that 
there  was  no  general  bann  against  the 
employment  of  a  Nonconformist  by  the 
Horley  school  board ;  he  also  said  that 
he  had  so  many  complaints  with  regard 
to  that  particular  matter  that  he  did 
not  think  it  right  to  interfere.  He  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  would  have  thought  that 
if  he  had  had  so  many  complaints  he 
ought  to  have  interfered.  He  would 
challenge  the  noble  Lord  to  produce  one 
case  in  which  a  school  board,  where 
there  was  a  Nonconformist  majority,  had 
refused  to  appoint  teachers  who  were 
not  Nonconformists.  Of  course,  such 
instances  might  exist  in  the  annals  of 
the  Education  Department ;  but  no  such 
case  had  ever  come  to  his  knowledge. 
In  the  case  of  the  Horley  school  board 
it  was  admitted,  by  all  the  ;nembers  of 
the  board,  that  the  female  candidate 
was  well  qualified  for  the  position  ;  but 
the  vicar  of  the  parish  objected  to  a 
Nonconformist  being  appointed.  It  was 
observed  that  if  it  had  not  been  intended 
to  appoint  a  Nonconformist  that  should 
have  been  mentioned  in  the  advertise- 
ment, and  he  fully  agreed  with  that. 

Mr.  Chatnherlain 


As  it  was,  the  iinfortanate  girl  was  sent 
back  to  her  parents  on  account  of  her 
religion ;  and  the  same  board  also  re- 
jected a  youth  who  was  a  ccmdidate  for 
a  pupil  scholarship  on  precisely  similir 
grounds.  K  it  had  been  intended  to 
make  religious  belief  a  disqualificatbi 
for  the  appointments,  then  that  should 
have  been  indicated.  He  thought  that 
wherever  instances  of  the  Fejection  d 
candidates  on  the  ground  of  religioos 
belief  occurred  the  noble  Lord  womd  be 
justified,  by  common  sense  and  by  the 
good  feeling  of  the  country,  in  inte^ 
fering  to  stop  them.  He  sincerely  hoped 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  take  the  re- 
marks which  he  had  made  in  good  part, 
and  that  he  would  aUow  school  boaids 
as  much  liberty  of  action  as  possible,  as 
he  believed  that  in  that  way  the  zeal 
interests  of  education  would  be  best 
served. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  that  at 
that  hour  it  was  utterly  impossible  to 
discuss  in  an  adequate  manner  the  veiy 
important  questions  raised  by  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Lord.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  the  Committee  would  not  be 
taken  to  have  assented  to  all  the  pro- 
posals of  the  noble  Lord ;  but,  at  the 
same  time,  he  did  not  wish  it  to  be  na- 
derstood  that  he  expressed  his  disap- 
proval of  them.  He  agreed  with  the 
noble  Lord  that  economy  ought  to  be 
considered  as  well  as  the  improTemeot 
of  education ;  but  he  would  remind  the 
noble  Lord  that,  in  1 876,  the  Govemment 
gave  up  what  he  believed  to  be  the 
greatest  saf e^ard  to  economy,  as  thej 
would  find  day  by  day  and  month  by 
month — namely,  that  each  locality  shoald 
find  as  much  money  as  the  Department 
He  was  aware  that  that  had  been  girea 
up,  because  it  had  caused  a  good  deal  of 
difficulty  to  the  noble  Lord.  ^Tith  re- 
gard to  the  question  of  fees,  he  agreed 
that  there  would  be  a  great  advantage 
in  grading  schools  in  large  towns;  but 
it  would  be  utterly  impossible  if  the 
noble  Lord  carried  out  ^e  intention  he 
had  foreshadowed  in  the  debate  upon  the 
London  School  Board.  He  believed 
that  by  grading  the  schools  what  thej 
wished  to  see  would  be  accomplished; 
and  the  whole  of  the  middle  and  working 
classes  would  be  willing  to  send  their 
children  to  the  board  schools,  and  pay 
for  the  better  education  of  their  children. 
They  desired  to  provide  a  better  educa- 
tion for  the  children  as  £ar  as  poesible; 
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but  lie  agreed  that  it  should  be  paid  for 
\ff  tiie  parents.  He  had  no  further  re- 
mark to  make,  except  to  express  his 
oancunrence  with  the  views  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham,  that  the  Edu- 
eation  Department  was  not  working  as 
well  as  could  be  wished.  He  thought  that 
il  was  in  danger  of  becoming  too  much 
i§dHmaire.  It  seemed  to  him  that  there 
were  two  points  to  which  special  atten- 
tion was  required  in  the  conduct  of  the 
Department.  He  did  not  wish,  in  any 
waj,  to  blame  either  the  permanent 
Ohiefe  or  the  noble  Lord ;  but  he  was 
only  pointing  out  the  drffiiculties  they 
kad  to  contend  with.  In  the  first  place, 
ke  doubted  whether  inspections  were  as 
oarefblly  conducted,  or  the  Inspectors  so 
oarefully  chosen,  as  they  might  be.  The 
aoble  Lord  should  remember  that  in- 

rion  was  becoming  more  difficult  by 
progress  of  education.  They  re- 
qQiTed  the  schools  to  be  better  inspected, 
both  in  knowledge  and  in  educational 
teaching,  than  they  were  before.  He 
Hionght  also  that,  speaking  generally, 
Ihe. Department  was  interfering  with 
■oihool  boards  and  with  the  managers  of 
■diools  more  than  it  might.  He  hoped 
that  the  Department  would  not  throw 
difficulties  in  the  way  of  the  labours  of 
the  Bchool  boards  by  seeming  to  think 
Biat  it  was  necessary  for  them  to  decide 
whether  any  new  school  was  necessary 
or  whether  it  was  not. 

Vote  agreed  to. 
Sesolution  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £266,766,  be 
fianted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
iwinsiiiji  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
IB  ocmrBe  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880,  for  Public  £du- 
catiim  in  Scotland." 

Mb.  bams  ay  objected  to  so  impor- 
tant a  Vote  being  taken  immediately 
Wore  6  o'clock,  and  moved  that  Pro- 
gress be  reported. 

House  returned. 

Beaolution  to  be  reported  To-morrow ; 

Committee  also  report  Progress ;  to  sit 
igain  To'tnarrotD. 

SUPPLY— REPORT. 

Beeolutions  [29th  July]  reported. 

Mk.  J.  HOLMS  had  understood  that 
the  Government  had  promised  not  to 


take  the  Vote  for  the  Consular  Service 
imtiL  they  had  laid  certain  Papers  with 
reference  to  it  before  the  House.  He 
found,  however,  that  the  Vote  had  been 
passed. 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 
did  not  think  that  there  was  any  such, 
understanding  on  the  part  of  the  Go- 
vernment; but  he  believed  that  the 
Papers  in  question  would  soon  be  in  the 
hands  of  hon.  Members.  He  hoped, 
therefore,  that  no  objection  would  now 
be  made.  He  would  take  that  opportu- 
nity of  correcting  an  error  into  which  he 
feU  in  giving  an  answer  to  a  question 
with  reference  to  the  salary  of  one  of 
the  Directors  of  the  Suez  Canal.  He  fell 
into  the  mistake  of  saying  that  during 
his  absence  from  England,  and  while 
acting  as  Minister  to  the  Khedive,  Mr. 
Rivers  Wilson  also  received  his  salary 
as  a  Director  of  the  Suez  Canal.  He 
wished  now  to  state  that  he  found,  on 
inquiry,  that  that  gentleman  did  not  re- 
ceive his  salary  as  a  Director  of  the 
Suez  Canal  during  his  absence  from 
England. 

Resolutions  agreed  to. 


TIPFERABY   BOBOUGHS  BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Mr.  Akthur  Moore,  Bill  to 
constituto  the  Borough  of  Cashel,  the  Town  of 
Tipperary,  the  Town  of  Ncnagh,  and  the  Town 
of  Thurles  into  a  Parliamentary  Borough  under 
the  name  of  the  Tipperary  Boroughs,  ordered  to 
be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Arthur  Moore,  Mr. 
Gray,  Mr.  Meldon,  and  Mr.  O'Shauguxebsy. 

Bill/>rM^n/f^,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill271.] 


ENDOWED   SCHOOLS  ACTS  CONTINTJANCE 

BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Lord  George  Hamilton,  Bill 
to  continue  for  a  further  period  the  powers  of 
making  Schemes  under  the  Endowed  Schools 
Acts,  1869, 1874,  and  1876,  or(f«-tfrf  to  bo  brought 
in  by  Lord  George  Hamilton  and  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer. 

Wlpre8ented,2Ji.di  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  272.] 

BEGULATION  OF  BAILWAYS  ACTS  CON- 
TINUANCE BILL. 

On  Motion  of  Viscount  Sandon,  Bill  to  con- 
tinue for  a  further  period  the  Regulation  of 
Railways  Acts  1873  and  1874,  ordered  to  bo 
brought  in  by  Viscount  Sandon  and  Mr.  J.  G. 
Talbot. 

Billpretmted,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  270  ] 
House  adjourned  at  Six  o'clock, 
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MINUTES.]— Public  Bills— i^Vr*^  Reading^ 
CommiBsioners  of  Woods  (Thames  Piers)  * 
(168)  ;  Municipal  Elections  (Ireland)  •  (169) ; 
Bonier  Summons  •  (170). 

Second  Reading — Petroleum  Act  (1871)  Amend- 
ment •  (161). 

Committee — Industrial  Schools  (Powers  of  School 
Boards)  (153) ;  Companies  Acts  Amend- 
ment  (71),  Order  diaeharged. 

Committee  —  Report  —  New  Forest  Act  (1877) 
Amendment  *  (149). 

Report — Summary  Jurisdiction  (162). 

Third  Reading— BUIb  of  Sale  (Ireland)  •  (165), 
and  patted. 

Withdrawn — Workmen's  Compensation  (7). 


THE  LUNACY  LAWS— LEGISLATION. 

QUESTION. 

Lord  ABEEDAEE  asked  the  Lord 
Chancellor,  Whether  it  was  his  inten- 
tion to  introduce  a  Bill  amending  the 
Lunacy  Laws  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR,  in  reply, 
said,  that  Her  Maj  esty's  Government  were 
anxious  to  introduce  a  Bill  to  consolidate 
the  Lunacy  Laws,  and  in  doing  so  to 
make  certain  Amendments  not  of  any 
great  importance,-  but  which  experience 
had  shown  to  be  desirable  in  the  existing 
Statute  Law ;  but  he  need  not  say  that 
at  this  period  of  the  Session,  and  in  the 
present  state  of  Public  Business,  it  was 
impossible  for  the  Government  to  intro- 
duce a  measure  having  that  object  during 
the  present  Session. 

WORKMEN'S  COMPENSATION  BILL. 

(No.  7.) 
{The  Earl  De  La  Warr.) 

SECOND  READDfO.      ADJOURNED  DEBATE. 

Adjourned  Debate  on  Motion  for 
Second  Reading  resumed  (according  to 
Order). 

Earl  DE  LA  WARR  said,  that  the 
debate  had  been  adjourned  several  times, 
in  order  that  the  measure  of  the  Go- 
vernment on  the  same  subject  which 
had  been  introduced  in  the  Commons 
might  have  come  up  and  have  been  con- 
sidered by  their  Lordships  with  this  Bill. 
But  this,  he  regretted,  had  not  been  the 


case.  The  subject  with  which  the  M 
dealt  was  one  of  great  importance,  affect- 
ing, as  it  did,  the  interests  of  a  laige 
number  of  the  industrial  classes  of  tUi 
country.  Li  the  existing  state  of  tb 
law.  Companies  and  other  employers  of 
labour  got  rid  of  all  liability  to  weak* 
men  injured  in  their  employment  bj 
appointing  a  manager  to  act  for  them, 
and  the  object  of  this  Bill  was  to  miki 
Companies  and  all  employers  of  labov 
in  mines  and  railways  or  other  occapi- 
tions,  liable  in  the  same  way  that  mat* 
ters  were  already  liable  by  law  for  acd* 
dent  or  injury  sustained  in  their  serricei 
through  negligence  or  want  of  due  pre- 
caution on  their  part.  There  was  a  strong 
feeling  out-of-doors  in  favour  of  the 
measure,  and  numerous  Petitions  hid 
been  presented  in  favour  of  its  beooming 
law.  For  these  reasons,  he  thought  their 
Lordships  might  well  give  a  second 
reading  to  the  BUI  in  order  that  it  miglit 
be  considered  in  Committee. 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  yirfied 
to  take  that  opportunity  of  expressing  his 
thanks  to  his  noble  Friend  for  theoouite 
he  had  taken  on  previous  oocadons  m 
postponing  this  Bill  in  order  that  their 
Lordships  might  have  the  advantage— 
if  it  could  have  been  so  arranged— <rf 
having  before  them  the  Bill  on  the  ssme 
subject  proposed  by  Her  Majestjr's  Go- 
vernment in  the  other  House  of  Parlia- 
ment ;  but  that  had  not  been  possible, 
and  he  hoped  that  the  noble  Earl  would, 
on  the  present  occasion,  adopt  the  same 
course  he  had  previously  taken.  Ths 
subject  was,  unquestionably,  one  vhich 
occupied  a  good  deal  of  attention  on  the 
part  of  the  working  classes  of  the  country; 
it  also  occupied  the  attention  of  the  great 
employers  of  labour,  and  those  who  had 
embarked  a  large  amount  of  capital  in 
industrial  undertakings  ;  and,  obTionsij, 
every  word  which  might  be  used  in  a 
measure  dealing  with  a  question  of  this 
kind  would  have  to  be  scanned  and  con- 
sidered with  the  g^atest  care.  The 
matter  had  been  taken  up  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government,  who  had  referred 
the  whole  subject  to  the  inquiry  of  * 
Select  Committee,  who  took  a  ereat  deal 
of  evidence,  and  they  had  also  intro- 
duced a  BiU  on  the  subject  in  the  otba 
House.  A  measure  dealing  with  the 
question,  and  identical  with  that  of  the 
noble  Earl— Employers  Liability  for  In- 
juries to  Servants  Bill — had  aisoherti 
brought  forward  in    ''another  ^ace" 
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j^prirate  Members.  He  did  not  see  how 
it  would  be  possible  for  their  Lordships 
to  enter  upon  a  discussion  of  the  matter 
until  they  had  these  Bills  before  thorn ; 
tnd  the  opinion  of  Parliament  upon 
them,  and  upon  the  subject  generally, 
eould  not  be  fairly  obtained  at  &is  period 
of  ihe  Session.  He  might  take  the 
preeent  opportunity,  however,  of  stating 
that  the  Bill  of  tiie  Government  was 
founded  upon  the  recommendations  of 
the  Select  Committee  who  inquired  into 
the  question ;  while  the  measure  of  the 
noble  Earl  was  framed  in  accordance 
with  the  recommendations  of  that  Com- 
mittee ;  but  he  believed  that  the  Bill  of 
his  noble  Friend  was  framed  on  a  Eeport 
oomppfsed  by  a  Member  of  the  Committee, 
but  which  was  not  adopted.  In  these 
drcumstances,  it  was  not  goine  too  far 
to  aay  that  their  Lordships  womd  not  be 
in  a  position  to  decide  until  they  had 
the  Bill  of  the  Government  before  them ; 
and  there  was  no  hope  of  this  in  the 
present  Session.  He  thought  he  could 
show  his  noble  Friend  that,  in  its  pre- 
■ent  form,  this  Bill  was  not  workable. 
He  should  be  sorry  to  ask  their  Lord- 
ships to  reject  the  Bill  of  his  noble 
Friend — ^his  case  was  that  they  had  not 
time  to  consider  it ;  and  if  his  noble 
Friend  did  not  move  the  discharge  of 
the  Order,  he  would  ask  their  Lordships 
to  allow  him  to  move  the  Previous 
Question. 

LoBD  NOETON  said,  that  the  differ- 
ence between  the  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment and  the  Bill  of  the  noble  Earl  was 
one  of  deg^e,   and  not  of  principle. 
They  were  much  agreed  on  principle. 
An  employer's  common-law  liability  for 
injuxy  done  by  his  servant  might  be  too 
wide;  but  the  Judgment  of  1837,  re- 
moring  all  liability  to  a  servant  for  in- 
jury by  undefined  fellow-servants,  relieved 
the  employer  from  liability  too  much,  j 
The  Scotch  Courts  were  more  favour- 
able to  servants;  and  in  England  the 
workmen  had  an  undeniable  and  pal- 
pable grievance  in  being  deprived  of  all 
remedy,  even  when  the  master  had  been 
distinctly  to  blame  for  his  injury,  and  \ 
when  he  was  injured  while  following  the  | 
express  orders  of  his  master.     The  re- 1 
lease  of  a  master  from  such  responsi- : 
bility  was  greater  than  justice  required  ' 
or  could  excuse.    Employers  were  legally  | 
Tcsponsible  for  the  due  care  of  those 
exercising    their    full     authority,    and 
fhat    their    machinery    was    in    order. 
With  these  two  conditions  fulfilled,  no 
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compensation  for  injury  was  due  from 
them  to  an  injured  servant ;  nor  in  any 
case,  so  far  as  the  servant's  own  negli- 
gence contributed  to  his  injury.  But 
£)r  injuries  caused  by  the  non-fulfilment 
of  these  conditions  they  ought  to  be 
liable  to  their  servants  as  to  anyone  else. 
The  Government  Bill  defined  employers 
so  as  to  include  Companies,  and  made 
servants  exorcising  the  employer's  full  . 
authority  implicate  him  in  the  ordinary 
liability  of  qui  fait  per  alium  fait  per  ee. 
It  was  a  great  pity  this  Bill  had  not  even 
been  discussed,  as  it  might  have  been  if 
introduced  in  that  House.  The  existing 
interpretation  of  the  law  was  admittedly 
unsatisfactory ;  but  what  was  the  exact 
remedy  for  the  grievance  he  was  not 
prejtared  to  say.  Their  Lordships  might 
have  to  fall  back  in  questions  of  injury 
in  service  to  the  test  of  express  war- 
ranties ;  but  the  present  law  exposed 
employers  to  needless  odium,  and  ser- 
vants in  some  cases  to  most  unjustifiable 
deprivation  of  their  due. 

Earl  DE  LA  WARE,  yielding  to  the 
request  made  by  his  noble  and  leamod 
Friend  on  the  Woolsack,  said,  he  would 
move  the  discharge  of  the  Order,  in  the 
hope  that  the  Government  would  take 
the  earliest  possible  opportimity  of 
bringing  the  Bill  forward  next  Session. 

Motion  and  Bill  (by  leave  of  the 
House)  withdrawn, 

SUMMARY  JURISDICTION  BILL. 

(The  Lord  Chancellor.) 

(No.  162.) 

REPOBT  OF  AMEimMEirrS. 

Amendments  reported  (according  to 
Order). 

The  LOEDCHANCELLOE  expressed 
regret  that  he  should  have  been  unable 
to  insert  any  clause  into  the  measure 
dealing  with  its  operation  on  the  Borders 
of  England  and  Scotland.  The  reason 
he  felt  he  could  not  introduce  such  a 
clause  was  this — that  he  feared  that,  by 
doing  so  at  this  late  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, he  should  incur  the  risk  of  its  not 
being  returned  from  the  Commons  in 
sufficient  time  to  enable  it  to  pass  this 
year.  He,  however,  proposed  to  intro- 
duce a  separate  measure  for  Scotland. 

Tub  Duke  of  BUCCLEUCH  said,  he 
was  aware  of  the  great  inconvenience 
arising  from  the  fact  of  warrants  and 
citations  on  the  Borders  being  ineffective 
if  the  off  under  got  across  the  line  \  and,  ^ 
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therefore,  lie  was  sorry  to  hear  the 
noble  and  learned  Earl's  statement.  He 
thought  a  clause  to  meet  the  case  might 
have  been  inserted  in  the  Bill  without 
difficulty.  That  had  not  been  done, 
however ;  but  as  it  was  imperatively 
necessary  that  some  steps  should  be 
taken,  he  wished  to  know  when  the 
Bill  mentioned  by  the  noble  and  learned 
Earl  would  be  brought  in  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR  said, 
the  Bill  would  be  laid  on  the  Table  at 
once,  and  he  would  ask  leave  to  move 
'the  second  reading  to-morrow. 

Further  Amendments  made ;  and  Bill 
to  be  read  3*  To-morrow, 

And,  afterwards — 

BORDEB   SUMMONS   BILL   [h.L.] 

A  Bill  to  provide  for  the  service  of  summons 
in  the  Border  Counties — "Was  pretented  by  The 
Lord  Chancellor;  read  !•.     (No.  170.) 

INDTJSTRIAL    SCHOOLS    (POWERS    OF 

SCHOOL  BOARDS)  BILL-(No.  136.) 

{The  Lord  Steward.) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 
put  into  Committee,  read. 

Lord  NOETON  said,  that  at  first  he 
entertained  g^eat  doubts  about  the  Bill, 
which  he  defied  anj'one  to  understand 
by  merely  reading  it ;  but  it  appeared 
to  be  its  object  to  give  school  boards 
powers  to  contribute  to,  or  erect  in- 
dustrial schools,  and  to  borrow  money 
for  that  purpose.  They  ought  to  be  very 
cautious  of  giving  school  boards  in- 
creased powers  of  spending  money.  At 
the  present  time  they  were  recklessly 
spending,  and  there  was  no  other  body 
in  the  country  which  possessed  such  un-  j  put  into  Committee,  7e*ad! 

checked  powers ;  they  were  endeavour-       y  « a  uT^T^Tk  a  td-c*  j  ai.  *  ♦i*^ 

ing  to  introduce  into  the  elementary  n  V^  l.  ^^  ^  "^""^ -^l  Si 
schools  the  same  kind  of  education  that  ?.^.^\^^  ^'^^l^'^i'-u  ^^  "ff  ^^t 
was  given  in  secondary  schools,  and  to  f''  ^/^^^f  ^^?  ,  ^^"  J^^f  v'^^S! 
crusff   out     the    voluntary    elementary   Amendments  which  could  not  be  made 

schools,  They  required  watching  ;  but  ^*  ^^'^  P^"^^  ^^  *^^  S^««^°"- 
he  was  informed  that  the  actual  effect  'M^oiion  agned  to  ;  Order  ditehar^il 
of  this  Bill  would  really  be  to  economize 
their  work  in  the  most  essential  part  of 
it — provision  for  the  most  neglected 
children.  He  should  have  liked  to  re- 
vert to  the  approval  of  the  Education  , 

Department  in  preference  to  that  of  the  it  was  the  intention  of  Hep  'Majesty's 

Secretary  of  State,  as  industrial  schools  Government  to  lay  on  the  Table  a  fiur- 

ought  not  to  be  part  of  Home  Office  or  ther  Return  by  the  Railway  Companies 

prison  administration  ;  and  on  the  third  of  the  United  Kingdom,  in  pursuaoceof 

reading  he  would  move  an  Amendment  the  Rail  way  Betum8(ContinuoufiBrake8) 

directed  to  that  point.  Act,  1878P    Up  to  the  time  of  the  W 

27ie  Lord  Chancellor 


Earl  BEAUCHAMP  pointed  out  that 
the  purpose  of  the  Bill  was  to  efiMn 
school  boards  to  do  directly  and  effee- 
tually  what  they  were  already  indiredlj 
authorized  to  do  by  the  Industrial 
Schools  Act  and  Elementary  Educatioa 
Acts,  and  to  give  power  to  Guardiani  to 
contribute  towards  the  maintenance  of  a 
child  in  a  certified  indostrial  school  is 
the  same  manner  as  if  they  were  a 
school  board. 

Earl  FORTESCUE  remarked,  thai 
there  had  been  too  easy  an  aoquiesoeoee 
in  the  expenditure  by  the  school  botidi. 

House  in  Committee. 

Clauses  1  and  2  agreed  to. 

Clause  3  (Power  of  School  Board  to 
borrow  for  contribution  towards  or 
undertaking  cost  of,  enlarging,  &e.,  in- 
dustrial schools). 

Earl  FORTESCUE  moved  an  Amend- 
ment, the  effect  of  which  was  to  limit 
the  making  of  loans  extended  over  a 
great  many  years  to  sums  raised  ibr 
permanent  works,  and  to  prevent  its 
applying  to  sums  to  be  expended  on 
furniture. 

Amendment  agreed  to. 

Clause,  as  amended,  agreed  to. 

Clause  4  (Power  of  Guardians  to  con- 
tribute to  maintenance  of  child  in  in- 
dustrial school)  agreed  to. 

Further  Amendments  made  :  the  Be- 
port  thereof  to  be  received  To-wmttow, 

COMPANIES'  ACTS  AMENDMENT  BILL 
{The  Lord  Ab€rdare.) 

(no.    71.)      COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to  be 


RAILWAY    RETURNS    (CONTINUOrS 
BRAKES)  ACT,  1878. 
QUESTIONS.      OBSEBTATIONS. 

Earl  DE  LA  WAER  asked,  Whether 
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Betum  most  of  the  Companies  bad  ex-  Foreign  Affairs   had    any  information 

piOBBod  themselves  willing  to  take  into  which  would  enable  him  to  say  that  the 

uieir  consideration  this  important  ques-  evacuation  of  Eastern  Houmelia  by  the 

tion ;  but  a  very  large  proportion  had  Bussians  would  be  effected  by  the  3rd  of 

tiken  few  steps  in   the    matter.      He  August — the  day  stipulated  in  the  Treaty? 

lalieved    the    Brighton   Company  had  The  Marquess  of  SALISBUEY,  in 

idopted  a  brake,  and  the  Great  Northern  reply,  said,  that  two  or  three  days  ago 

Oompany  had  made  many  experiments,  he  received  information  from  our  Vice 

bot  had  come  to  no  conclusion.   Between  Consul  at  Burgas  that  the  last  Bussian 

1870andl876,outofl,234accident8inves-  soldier  had  loft  the  Province,  and  that 

tigatedbytheofficersofthe  Board  of  Trade,  the  Province  was  entirely  evacuated  by 

952,  or  nearly  four-fifths  of  the  whole,  the  Bussians. 

miirht  have  been  prevented,  or  their  effects  _          ,.         ,    .           ,         . 

jnteriaUy  lessen^  had  there  been  con-  ""^•l&c^t.'JiS  ^^^1 

tmnous  brakes.     He  also  wished  to  ask,  half  past  Ten  o'clock. 
Whether  there  was  any  objection  to  lay 
on  the  Table  any  Correspondence  which 
Iiad  taken  place  between  the  Bailway 
Oompaniee  and  the  Board  of  Trade  on 

thoBubjectof  brake  power,  and  whether  HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
the  London  and  North- Western  Bailway 

Company  stiU  refused  to  comply  with  the  Thursday,  ZUt  July,  1879. 
requirements  of  the  Board  oi  Trade  ? 

LoBD  HENNIKEB,  in  reply,  said,  a  .,-  -   ^ 

Betum  as  to  continuous  brakes  under  the  .,TXTTTrrmci  no                   j    ^  -    r^       -^^ 

A^tfix                A-L-o'i          -dj.  MrNuTES.  1 — Supply — considered  %n  Committee 

Act  of  last  year-the  Badway  Beturns  _^^^  ^sTiMATEs-Committee  r.p. 

(Continuous  Brakes)  Act — for  the  half-  Wats  and  Means— rowa/Vf^/rrf  m  Committee^ 

year  ended  June  30  was  being  tabulated  £3,000,000,    Exchequer    Bonds,    Exchequer 

and  printed,  and  would  be  presented  with  .  ^il^s,  or  Treasury  Bills. 

fl.eYea.t  possible  delay-probably  on  ^?X Kc.^Sted F^n^T^^S? 

Tuesday  next.     In  reply  to  the  further  j^^y,^  Rcadwg-BiWu  of  Sale  (Ireland)  •  [273]. 

Question — of  which  his  noble  Fnend  the  Committee— Report— lojidi  Tax  Commismoners' 

noble  Earl  had  given  him  private  No-  Names  ♦  [109]. 

ticA-^namelv  Third  Reading — East  India  Loan  (Consolidated 

^^             •''  Fund)  ♦  [201],  BJi^paseed. 

"  To  ask  if  there  is  any  objection  to  laying 
vpoii  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Correspondence  rx-rrn'orPTrkTiTo 
between  the  Board  of  Trade  and  Railway  Com-  ^  U  M^  b  1 1  U  JS  iS  . 
pukies  relative  to  the  use  of  brakes,  and  to  ask  -c-p.^. 
whether  the  London  and  North-Western  Rail- 
way Company  still  refuse  to  adopt  the  require-  PARLIAMENTARY     REPRESENTATION 
mente  of  the  Board  of  TradeP"  —REPRESENTATION  OF  SCOTLAND. 

he  had  only  to  say  that  aU  the  Corre-  question. 

PwKament;  and  that  from  the  Eetum  J^°?  ^'f  ,5?«V    •       #           v,1X^;?n' 

nceived  fnlm  the  London  and  North-  223.  of  this  Session  from  which  it  ap- 

Westem  Railway  Company  for  the  first  T.-"    /ri  li'T'^V    >.?'t!f^„r?l' 

half  of  the  year  it  appeared  that  they  l**i??  °*  ^°*^*'V^'  '*  ""^ht  to  have  ten 

were  etiU  using  a  brake  known  as  Clark  additional  Members,  ««  compared  with 

uid  Webb's  chain  brake,  which  from  the  present  population  of  England  and 

the  Returns  did  not  appear  to  be  con-  I'^^^*"'^  respectively ;   and  that,  if  the 

tinuous  throughout  the  train  or  auto-  '«^?°"«  ,'^«?'f    f'*"^  ^^     ZJ^H\ 

matic  in  its  aoiion  madethebasisof  representation,  Scotland 

ought  to  have  eic;hteen  additional  Mem- 

^ _  bers  as  compared  with  the  revenue  de- 

TREATT  OF  BEBLIN-EASTEHN  ROU-  rf^^d   from   taxation  in    England    and 

MEUA-THE  EVACUATION.  j^^;^^^^  respectively;  and,  whether,  in 

QUESTION.  distributing  the  vacant  seats,   he  will 

Earl  STANHOPE  asked,Whetherhis  take  into  consideration  the  just  claims  of 

noble  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for  Scotland  to  obtain  additional  Members? 
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The  OHANCELLOE  of  the  EXOHE- 
OUER:  Sir,  my  attention  has  been 
continually  drawn  to  the  circumstancea 
of  Scotland  by  the  Hetums  which  were 
moved  for  by  the  hon.  Gentleman.  Un- 
doubtedly, I  have  seen  the  Eetum  to 
which  he  refers.  I  can  only  say,  in  re- 
gard to  the  second  part  of  the  QuostioD, 
that  whenever  the  time  comes  for  dis- 
tributing the  vacant  seats  the  just  claims 
of  Scotland,  as  of  all  other  parts  of  the 
Kingdom,  will  be  duly  considered.  I 
hardly  think,  however,  that  the  changes 
proposed  will  be  of  the  revolutionary 
character  glanced  at  by  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. 

MINISTER   OF  COMMERCE  AND  AQRI- 

CULTURE.— QUESTION. 
Me.  W.  holms  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  What  steps  the 
Government  intend  to  take  in  order  to 
give  effect  to  the  Besolution  of  the 
House  upon  the  Motion  of  the  honour- 
able Member  for  Plymouth — 

"That  it  is  dpsirable  thnt  those  fanctionB  of 
the  Eiecutive  Qovemment  which  eapAciall;  re- 
late  to  Commerce  and  AgricnUure  should  be 
adminiatcrod  by  a  distinct  Departmoot,  under 
the  dicectioD  of  a  Principal  Ijecretary  of  State, 
who  shall  he  a  Member  of  the  Cabinet  ?  " 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Sir,  I  am  afraid  the  only  answer 
I  can  give  is  that  the  matter  will  re- 
ceive the  consideration  of  Her  Majesty's 
Gtovernment. 

EDUCATIONAL    ENDO^VMENTS 
(METROPOLIS).— QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  asked  the  Vice 
President  of  the  Council,  If  he  has  any 
objection  to  lay  upon  the  Table  a  Copy 
of  the  last  Report  of  the  London  School 
lioaid  upon  Educational  Endowments  ? 

Mr.  a.  MILLS  said,  before  the  noble 
Lord  answered  that  Question  he  should 
like  to  know,  Whether  his  attention  has 
been  called  to  the  fact  that  the  Report 
to  which  the  Question  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Dundee  refers  is  a  folio  volume 
of  466  pages? 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  rose  to  Order.  He 
had  asked  a  Question  of  the  noble  Lord, 
and  he  wished  to  know  if  it  was  regular 
or  proper  for  any  other  hon.  Member  to 
interpose  between  the  Question  and  the 
noble  Lord's  answer  ?  It  was  quite 
open  to  the  hoo.  Member  to  put  his 
Question  after  the  noble  Lord  replied. 
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Mb.  SPEAKER:  As  the  Qaestian  ot 
the  hon.  Member  relates  to  the  nms 
matter  it  seems  to  me  that  he  is  in 
Order. 

LobdGEORGE  HAMILTON.inw^, 
said,  when  the  hon.  Member  pnt  Im 
Question  before  he  had  no  informatka 
on  this  subj  ect ;  but  he  was  now  infonui 
by  a  member  of  the  Board  that  iiar»- 
gular  Committee  had  been  appointed  b; 
them  on  the  subject  of  Educationil  En- 
dowments of  London.  Since  then, how- 
ever, a  large  volume  had  been  sent  ta 
the  Education  Office,  &om  which  itip- 

E eared  that  it  had  been  the  habit  of  I 
ommittee  appointed  to  inquire  into 
various  schemes  of  Educational  Endov- 
ment  to  make  variouB  reports.  Then 
bad  been  collected,  and  the  result  witt 
Blue  Book  of  480  pages.  He  did  mt 
think  any  object  would  be  served  bj 
making  it  a  Parliamentary  Betnn,  dun 
any  ratepayer  could  obtain  it  on  appli- 

THE  SCIENCE  OF   AORICULTDKB- 

MB.  BUCKMASTEH.— QUESTIOK. 
Mb.  E.  HUBBAED  asked  the  Tm 
President  of  the  Council,  Whether  hii 
attention  has  been  drawn  to  the  inteiat 
with  which  the  members  of  sevei^ 
Chambers  of  Agriculture  hare  listeoed  lo 
the  lectures  of  Mr.  J.  C.  Buckmaster  cm 
the  scheme  of  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment "  for  promoting  instruction  in 
the  Bcienceof  agriculture ;  "  and,  whetber 
Mr.  Buckmaster's  services  can  beeouallj 
spared  for  the  benefit  of  Farmers'  tlatn 
and  Associations  in  country  parishes,  not 
being  Chambers  of  Agriculture,  but  de- 
sirous of  information  on  the  subject? 

Lord  GEORGE  HAMILTON,  io  re- 
ply, said,  he  could  quite  understand  thil 
a  lecture  by  Mr.  Buckmaster  on  tbia 
subject  would  be  of  great  interest,  ud 
if  his  hon.  Friend  wished  Mr.  Buck- 
master's  services  to  be  more  extensively 
availed  of,  he  would  undertake  that  tnj 
application  to  that  effect  should  be  con- 
sidered by  the  Office. 

NAVY- PUNISHMENT  OF  A  8EAMAS 
AT  SHEEBNES8.— QUESTION. 
Me.  MACDONALD  asked  the  Fint 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  he  hu  W 
the  facts  of  the  lata  court  martial  on 
board  the  Admiral's  ship  at  Sbeenm 
before  him ;  whether  he  will  state  irfait 
was  really  done'  by  the  seaman ;  and,  if 
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he  sees  no  reason,  wlien  it  has  been 
considered,  to  remit  in  some  degree  the 
apparent  severity  of  the  sentence  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  I  have  had 
all  the  facts  of  the  late  court  martial  at 
Sheerness  before  me ;  and  it  will  be  in 
the  recollection  of  the  House  that  I 
stated  on  a  previous  occasion  that  the 
offences  committed  were  deliberate  and 
repeated  disobedience  of  the  lawful  and 
reasonable  commands  of  a  superior  offi- 
cer, followed  up  by  a  violent  attack 
upon  him.  The  offences  were  of  a  very 
grave  character  indeed,  fully  meriting 
severe  punishment.  It  would  be  pre- 
mature now  to  consider  whether  any 
portion  of  the  punishment  should  be  re- 
mitted, almost  before,  indeed,  any  part 
of  it  had  been  inflicted ;  but  reports-  as 
to  the  prisoner  wiU  be  made  from  time 
to  time,  and  they  will  receive  careful 
consideration. 

Mb.  M ACDONALD  gave  Notice  that, 
on  a  future  day,  he  would  ask  for  the 
name  of  the  seaman,  whether  he  was  an 
ordinary  seaman  or  an  A.B.,  whether 
such  a  sentence  as  that  passed  on  this 
man  had  been  passed  on  any  seaman 
since  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had 
been  in  Office,  and  whether  it  had  not 
come  to  his  knowledge  that  recent  dis- 
cussions in  the  House  had  influenced 
the  severe  penalty  which  was  then  in- 
flicted? 

INDIA— BANDA    AND  KIRWEE   PRIZE 
MONEY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  M.  brooks  asked  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  India,  Whether 
any,  and,  if  so,  what,  legal  proceedings 
have  been  taken  in  order  to  obtain  a 
satisfactory  account  of  the  residue  of 
the  movable  property  of  the  ex-Chiefs 
of  Kirwee,  in  accordance  with  the  Par- 
liamentary Orders  of  1873  and  1874; 
and,  whether  it  is  true  that,  after  so 
many  years'  delay  in  furnishing  these 
accounts,  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  in  Council  has  applied  to  the 
Court  of  Chancery  for  a  further  post- 
ponement of  the  inquiry  ? 

Mb.  E.  STANHOPE:  Sir,  on  the 
15th  May  last  the  Eev.  Alfred  Kinloch 
commenced  an  action  against  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  India  in  Council  re- 
lating to  the  Banda  and  Kirwee  prize 
money,  which  action  was  set  down  for 
hearing  before  the  Yice  Chancellor  Sir 
Charles  Hall.  The  application  to  post- 
pone the  hearing  of  the  cause  until 


November  was  made  with  the  consent 
of  the  plaintiff,  as  there  was  hardly  any 
chance  of  the  case  being  reached  before 
the  Vacation. 

METROPOLIS— PAROCHIAL  CHARITIES 
OF  THE  CITY  OF  LONDON— REPORT 
OF  THE  COMMISSIONERS. 

QUBSTIOK. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  asked  the  Secre- 
taiy  of  State  for  the  Home  Department, 
When  the  Beport  of  the  Commissioners 
on  the  Parochial  Charities  of  the  City 
of  London  will  be  presented  ? 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS.  in  reply, 
said,  that  great  progress  had  been  made 
with  the  Beport ;  but,  owing  to  unfore- 
seen circumstances,  and  the  engagement 
of  many  Members,  it  had  been  delayed, 
and  it  could  not  be  presented  to  the 
House  this  Session. 

Mb.  ARTHUR  PEEL,  as  a  Member 
of  the  Commission,  said  that,  in  his 
judgpnent,  it  would  be  impossible  to 
hold  out  any  hope  that  the  Report  would 
be  presented  before  November. 

ARMY  —  ARMY    COMMISSIONS  —  THE 

ROYAL  MILITARY  COLLEGE.  KINGS- 

TON,  CANADA.— QUESTION. 

Colonel  ARBUTHNOT  asked   the 

Secretary  of    State  for    the   Colonies, 

Whether  the  report  in    the  **  Times  *' 

of  the  21st  instant  is  accurate,  which 

represents  him  as  having  said  that — 

"  Her  Majesty  has  very  recently  agreed  to  a 
proposal  which  will  enable  successful  students 
at  the  Military  College  in  Canada  to  enter  into 
competition  annually  for  appointments  in  the 
English  Army;" 

and,  if  so,  whether,  in  consideration  of 
the  novelty  of  this  proposal,  he  will  lay 
upon,  the  Table  of  the  House  the  Eules 
and  Regulations  under  which  such  stu- 
dents would  be  entitled  to  compete ;  and, 
whether  equal  facilities  will  be  granted 
to  Her  Majesty's  subjects  in  Her 
Majesty's  other  Colonial  Possessions 
where  similar  military  educational  es- 
tablishments may  be  formed  in  future 
to  obtain  Commissions  in  the  Imperial 
Army? 

Sib  MICHAEL  HICKS -BEACH: 
Sir,  the  statement  which  I  made  tlio 
other  day  was  merely  a  general  refer- 
ence to  an  arrangement  which  has  been 
recently  made,  the  precise  terms  of  which 
are  that  four  commissions  annually — 
one  in  the  Engineers,  one  in  the  Artil- 
lery, one  in  the  Cavalry,  and  one  in  thQ 
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Line-Hsball  be  given  to  Buccessful  can- 
didates, being  duly  qualified,  from  the 
Royal  Military  College  at  Kingston. 
The  rules  for  the  competition  will,  I 
presume,  be  laid  down  by  the  War  Office 
after  communication  with  the  authorities 
of  the  College ;  and  I  cannot  say  whether 
they  could  or  could  not  be  presented  to 
the  House.  I  do  not  think  any  reply 
could  be  given  to  the  Question  whether 
equal  facilities  will  be  g^nted  to  other 
Colonies,  until  it  is  ascertained  whether 
a  College  exists  in-  any  other  of  our 
Colonies  equal  in  position  to  the  College 
at  Kingston. 

ARMY  — THE  AUXILIARY  FORCES- 
YEOMANRY  AND  VOLUNTEER  AD- 
JUTANTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  DALBYMPLE  asked  the  Finan- 
cial Secretary  of  the  War  Department, 
Whether,  as  compared  with  the  pay  re- 
ceived with  their  Begiments,  Adjutants 
of  Yolunteers  are  not  about  £50  a-year 
richer,  and  Adjutants  of  Yeomanry 
about  £200  a-year  poorer  by  their  ap- 

S>intments ;  whether,  in  Administrative 
attalions,  the  Volunteer  Adjutant  has 
no  financial  duties  as  Yeomanry  Adju- 
tants have;  whether  a  Volunteer  Ad- 
jutant receives  five  shillings  (in  addition 
to  his  already  higher  pay)  for  every  re- 
cruit enlisted  through  nis  agency,  while 
a  Yeomanry  Adjutant  receives  nothing ; 
whether  the  increase  of  pay  given  to 
Yeomanry  Adjutants  in  1876  was  not 
counterbalanced  by  their  being  forbidden 
to  receive  an3rthing  from  the  Contingent 
Fund ;  what  the  reason  for  these  differ- 
ences is ;  and,  whether  it  is  not  possible 
to  place  Yeomanry  Adjutants  on  the 
same  footing  as  Volunteers  by  giving 
them  the  pay;  &c.  of  their  rank  as 
Captains  of  Cavalry  ? 

Colonel  LOYD  LINDSAY :  Sir,  the 
£50  alluded  to  by  my  hon.  Friend  un- 
doubtedly refers  to  an  allowance  for  a 
servant,  which  is  given  to  adjutants  of 
Volunteers,  and  also  to  an  allowance  for 
forage  for  one  horse.  My  hon.  Friend 
also  asks  whether,  in  administrative  bat- 
talions, the  Volunteer  adjutant  has  no 
financial  duties  ?  Yes,  Sir,  he  has  very 
distinct  financial  duties  to  perform.  As 
to  the  next  part  of  the  Question — if  he 
is  allowed  by  the  officer  commanding  the 
brigade  depot  to  recruit  ? — ^he  is  entitled 
to  5#.  head  money ;  and  if  it  were  thought 
desirable  that  an  adjutant  of  Yeomanry 

Sir  Michael  Hich-Beaeh 


should  be  similarly  employed  ho  would 
receive  a  similar  allowance.  In  1S76, 
upon  the  recommendation  of  a  Commit- 
tee, the  pay  of  Yeomanry  adjutants  was 
increased ;  but,  advisedly,  they  were  not 
allowed  to  draw  any  part  of  the  Contin- 
gent Fund  belong  to  their  regiments. 
Then,  perhaps,  my  hon.  Friend  would 
like  an  analysis  of  the  pay  of  adjutants 
of  Yeomanry  and  Volunteers.  The  pay 
of  an  adjutant  of  Yeomanry  is  10«.  a- 
day,  making  £182  a-year;  for  forage 
and  stabling  he  is  allowed  2#.  Ad.  a-day, 
making  £42  a-year,  or  a  total  of  £224 
a-year.  The  pay  of  Cavalry  captains  is 
14«.  a-day,  or  £266  a-year,  with  a  forage 
allowance  for  three  horses  of  £47  odd, 
making  a  total  of  £313  a-year.  The  pay 
of  an  adjutant  of  Volunteers  is  £211 
a-year,  with  £42  for  forage  and  stabling 
— ^total,  £253  a-year.  There  is  no  doubt 
the  pay  of  Yeomanry  adjutants  is  less 
than  that  of  Volunteer  and  Militia  ad- 
jutants ;  but  that  was  advisedly  ar- 
ranged in  consequence  of  the  duties 
which  those  officers  have  to  perform 
being  lighter  than  duties  of  adjutants  of 
Volunteers  and  Militia;  the  pay  was 
also  regarded  as  sufficient  to  induce  as 
many  Cavalry  captains  as  necessary  to 
take  the  appointments  for  five  years. 

ARTIZANS*  AND  LABOURERS*  DWELL- 
INGS  ACT.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  asked  the  Chairman 
of  the  Metropolitan  Board  of  Works, 
Whether  he  can  undertake  that  none  of 
the  sites  which  had  been  cleared  under 
'^  The  Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwell- 
ings Act,  1875,"  and  which  have  not 
already  been  disposed  of,  shall  be  sold 
until  Parliament  has  had  an  opportu- 
nity of  considering  the  Bill  which  the 
Home  Secretary  intends  to  introduce  to 
amend  the  Act  ? 

SiK  JAMES  M'GAEEL-HOGG  :  Sir, 
I  must  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
that  no  sites  have  yet  been  cleared  under 
the  Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings 
Act,  except  a  portion  of  the  White- 
chapel  and  Limehouse  area,  which  has 
already  been  sold  with  five  others 
to  the  trustees  of  the  Peabody  Fund. 
Some  time  must  necessarily  elapse  be- 
fore the  removal  of  buildings  from 
any  of  the  sites  not  yet  disposed  of; 
and,  assuming  that  the  Bill  of  the 
Home  Secretary  is  brought  in  this  Ses- 
sion, I  can  readily  undertime  that  no 
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faith©r  sale  of  sites  shall  take  place  be- 1     Ma.  "W.  H.  SMITH  :  Sii; 
bre  tha  House  has  had  an  opportunity    enter  into  an  argument 


rfeonaideriiig 


lORICULTUHAL    DISTRESS  —  THE 
EOTAL  COMMISSION.— QUESTION. 


Member  aa  to  wliather  a  meeting  com- 
posed of  petty  officers  and  aeameii  called 
to  discuss  punishments  in  the  Navy  does 
-  '  ■  pithin  the  Article  i 


Ma.  W.  E.  F0E8TEE :  Iwishtoput  '^«  Quean's  Eegulationa  to  which  he 
"       '■  ■'      ".  "        .  .     £        refers;    but  I  repeat  that  it   was   the 

duty  of  the  Admiral  Oommanding-Jn- 
Chief  at  Forstmouth  to  nam  men  agaiuat 
being  led  into  the  commission  of  acts 
which,  in  his  judgment,  aro  subversive  of 
discipline  and  are  breaches  of  theQueen'a 
Regulations.  I  do  not,  therefore,  con- 
sider the  publication  of  the  Memoran- 
dum referred  to  was  an  indiscreet  strain- 
ing of  authority. 

Ma.  ANDERSON:  WiU  the  right 
hon.  Q-entleman  produce  the  Memoran- 
dum, and  lay  it  on  the  Table  f 

Me.  W.  H.  8MITH :  Perhaps  the  hon. 
Member  will  glveNotioe  of  that  Question. 

POST  OFFICE  TELEGRAPH  CLERKS 

(DUBLIN ).— QUESTION. 

Mb.  M.  brooks  (for  Mr.  Qbat) 
asked  the  Postmaster  General,  What  were 
the  dates  of  the  receipt,  in  Dublin  and 
London  respectively,  of  the  latest  Peti- 
tion of  the  Dublin  Telegraph  Clerks, 
praying  for  an  assimilation  of  their 
salaries  and  duties  to  those  of  the  Tele- 
graph Clerks  in  English  provincial 
towns;  what  was  the  date  and  nature 
of  the  reply  ;  and,  whether  a  circular  haa 
been  issued  changing  the  designation  of 
these  Telegraph  Clerks  to  "Telegraph- 
ists;" whether,  if  ao,  this  change  of 
name  is  general  in  the  service ;  whether 
it  affects  the  official  status  of  Uie  clerks, 
and,  if  not,  what  was  the  reason  of  the 
change  ? 

LoED  JOHN  MANNERS:  Sir,  the 
Petition  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man was  received  in  Dublin  on  or  about 
the  23rd  November  last,  and  was  re- 
ceived in  London  the  2Hth  November. 
The  matter  to  which  the  question  refers 
iderable  importance,  and  re- 
quires very  careful  consideration,  and  I 
have  not  as  yet  oome  to  any  decision  on 
With  respect  to  the  last  part  of  the 
Circular  was  issued  changing 
■om  telegraph  tlerks  to  tele- 
graphists ;  but  that  change  was  general 
to  aJl  the  clerks  of  the  Service.  It  duea 
any  way  atfect  their  status,  i 


a  Question  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  'tx- 
aheqner,  of  which  I  have  given  him 
prirate  Notice,  on  a  matter  of  much 
general  interest — namely,  Whether  he 
u  aa  yet  prepared  to  give  the  House  the 
umea  of^the  Gentlemen  whom  the  Go- 
nmntent  propose  to  pat  on  the  Com- 
nuaaion  on  the  State  of  Agriculture  ;  and 
if  h«  cannot  do  it  to-day,  whether  he  can 
fire  Bny  idea  as  to  when  he  will  be  able 
ho  do  it,  for  I  suppose  the  Government 
vonld  not  vrish  that  the  information 
ihonld  be  withheld  until  the  closing  days 
of  the  Session  ? 

Thb  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER ;  Sir,  I  am  quite  aware  of  the 
interest  that  is  taken  in  this  subject, 
ad  I  can  assure  the  House  and  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  that  the  Govern- 
ment are  most  anxious  to  complete  the 
Oommission  ;  but,  though  they  have 
Iwen  in  active  correspondence  with 
rarious  Gentlemen,  they  have  not  yet 
Iwen  able  to  bring  the  arrangements  to  a 
Sual  conclusion.  As  soon  as  we  are  in 
1  position  to  do  so,  which  I  hope  will  be 
ihortly,  we  ehall  be  ready  to  mention 
the  names  to  the  House. 

NATT— FLOQGINa  IN  THE  NAVT. 
QUBBTIOITS. 

Mb.  ANDERSON    asked   the   First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  If  it  be  the  fact 
:hat  the  Admiralty  rules  only  prohibited 
iombinations — "  for  thepurpoaeof  bring- 
ing about   alterations  in    the   existing 
rules  and  regulations  of  the  Navy  "  and 
'by  appointing  Committees,  or  in  any 
ither  manner  obtaining  signatures   to 
nemorials,  petitions,  or  applications ;  " 
f  it  he  not  the  fact  that  the  meeting  of 
wtty  officers  at  Portsmouth  was  held  for 
tone  of  these purpoaes,  but  solely  topro- 
«et  themselves  against  public  misrepre- 
wntatione  of  their  opinions  by  certain  i 
Ifaral  Officers,    and,  therefore,   strictly  I  Question, 
n  exercise  of  citizen  rights  not  abrogated  '  the 
n  employment  in  Her   Majesty'i 
aee;    and,  whether,    in  these  cii 
I,  Admiral  Fansh 


a  was  Qot  an  indiscreet  straining  of  |  was  adopted  simply  with  a  view  to  gene- 
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BRITISH  COLUMBIA— THE  ESQUIMALT 
DOCK.— QUESTIONS. 

Colonel  ARBUTHNOT  asked  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  What  was 
the  date  of  the  promise  by  the  Imperial 
Government  to  grant  £50,000  on  com- 
pletion of  the  Esquimalt  Dock,  a  pro- 
mise referred  to  in  a  Paper  printed  and 
laid  before  the  Legislature  of  British 
Columbia  on  7th  February  1878,  un- 
der the  title  **  Graving  Dock  Corre- 
spondence ;"  what  sum  has  already  been 
expended  on  the  dock  at  Esquimalt 
by  the  province  of  British  Columbia  ; 
whether,  as  a  doubt  exists  as  to  Esqui- 
malt being  the  best  site  for  a  dock  in 
the  Pacific  Station,  he  will  state  what 
other  site  or  sites  are  now  available; 
and,  whether,  by  the  Act  of  Incorpora- 
tion of  British  Columbia  with  the  Domi- 
nion of  Canada  in  1871,  the  Dominion 
Government  is  bound  to  ''use  its  in- 
fluence to  secure  the  continued  mainte- 
nance of  the  Naval  Station  at  Esqui- 
malt ?  " 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  :  Sir,  the  sanction 
of  the  Treasury  to  a  grant  of  £50,000  to 
British  Columbia  on  the  completion  of 
the  Esquimalt  Dock  was  communicated 
by  letter  to  the  Colonial  Of&ce  from  the 
Admiralty,  under  date  December  19, 
1874.  The  sum  expended  and  the 
liability  incurred  on  this  work  by  the 
Province  up  to  December  31  last  was 
S208,998,  or,  roughly  speaking,  £41,799. 
What  other  sites  may  be  avauable  for  a 
dock  on  the  Pacific  Station  is  a  question 
which  I  do  not  think  it  would  be  for  the 
advantage  of  the  Public  Service  that  I 
should  discuss.  I  have  only  to  add  that 
I  believe  there  was  an  undertaking  on 
the  part  of  the  Dominion  Government  to 
use  its  influence  to  secure  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  Naval  Station  at  Esqui- 
malt. 

Mb.  CHILDERS  asked.  Whether  the 
promise  in  1874  was  to  make  a  grant  or 
a  loan  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  there  had 
been  a  previous  promise  of  £30,000  as  a 
grant  on  the  completion  of  the  docks, 
and  it  had  since  been  extended  to 
£50,000. 

BANKING    AND    JOINT    STOCK   COM- 
PANIES  BILL.— QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  MUNTZ  asked  Mr.  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer,  Whether  the  Banking 
and  Joint  Stock  Companies  Bill  will, 
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when  reprinted,  give  to  Limited  Banks 
the  power  to  register  with  reduced  lia- 
bility, and  take  advantage  of  its  proTi- 
sions  ?  

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHB- 
QUER :  Yesy  Sir ;  it  is  proposed  to 
meet  that  point. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  asked  on 
what  day  the  Committee  would  be  takan! 

The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER  hoped  the  re-printed  Bill  would 
be  circulated  by  Saturday,  and  he  would 

Eut  the  Committee  down  for  Monday; 
ut  he  was  not  quite  sure  that  he  woim 
be  able  to  bring  it  on  on  that  day. 


PARLIAMENT— BUSINESS   OF  THE 
HOUSE.— QUESTIONS. 

Sm  GEORGE  CAMPBELL  asked  Mr. 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  What 
course  he  intended  to  take  as  to  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  Treaty  with  Afghanistan? 
As  he  (Sir  George  Campb^)  had  a 
Notice  of  Motion  on  the  subject,  he 
would  be  glad  to  consult  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman's  convenience.  

The  chancellor  of  thb  EXCHE- 
QUER :  I  am  afraid  I  cannot  nameanj 
special  day  for  it ;  but  there  will  be  op- 

Eortunities  for  discussine  the  matter 
oth  on  the  Order  for  going  into  Com- 
mittee of  Supply,  and  on  the  yarioni 
stages  of  the  Appropriation  Bill. 

Sib  GEORGE  CAMPBELL :  But  will 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  make  a  state- 
ment on  the  subject  himself,  and  giTOOS 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  it  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER:  No;  I  am  afraid  I  cannot 
undertake  to  do  that. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  W.  E.  Foestbb  and 
Mr.  Newdegate, 

The  CHANCELLOR  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  Gbyemment  pro^oeed 
to  take,  the  Public  Works  Loans  Bill  at 
2  o'clock  to-morrow.  He  was  afraid 
they  would  have  to  ask  the  Honee  to 
sit  on  Saturday  for  the  Committee  on  the 
Bankruptcy  Bill.  It  would  probably 
be  convenient  to  the  House  to  take  the 
Vote  of  Credit  for  the  Zulu  War  on 
Monday.  On  Tuesday  they  proposed  to 
proceed  with  the  Committee  on  tne  Irish 
University  Bill. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  begged  to  remind 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exdiequer  that  ho 
had  promised  to  give  him  an  oppo^ 
tunity  for  bringing  on  his  Motion  in  re* 
gard  to  the  water  supply  of  London. 
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The  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB  said,  he  still  intended  to  do  so ; 
but  it  would  be  impossible  properly  to 
discuss  it  next  Tuesday,  or  on  any  other 
day  after  9  o'clock ;  and,  therefore,  he 
proposed  to  fix  a  later  day,  when  it 
could  be  taken  at  an  earlier  period  in  the 
evening.  It  would  not,  however,  be 
possible  to  make  sure  of  obtaining  such 
a  day  next  week. 

Sir  HENBT  JAMES  appealed  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  not  to  proceed 
with  the  Bankruptcy  Bill  on  Saturday, 
as  most  of  the  lawyers  who  had  seats  in 
the  House  could  not  be  in  attendance  on 
that  day. 

Thb  chancellor  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  would  consider  what  ar- 
rangement could  be  made  on  the  sub- 
ject, and  would  communicate  it  to  the 
House. 

Mb.  M.  brooks  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer,  as  it  was  a 
matter  of  convenience  for  Lrish  Mem- 
bers, Whether  the  Local  Courts  of  Bank- 
ruptcy Bill  would  be  taken  on  Saturday  ? 

The  CHANCELLOR  op  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  the  Irish  Bankruptcy  Bill 
would  not  be  taken  on  Saturday. 

Sib  JOSEPH  M'KENNA  asked  if  it 
was  necessary  to  have  a  Morning  Sitting 
on  Tuesday  ? 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  he  thought  it  would  be  the 
most  convenient  course. 

ORDERS    OF   THE   DAY. 


WAYS  AND  MEANS-COMMITTEE. 
Order  for  Committee  read. 

SOUTH   AFRICA  —  ESTIMATE    OF 
EXPENDITURE. 

MnnsTEBiAL  statement. 

The  chancellor  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER :  Mr.  Speaker,  I  rise  for  the  pur- 
pose of  moving  that  jou  do  now  leave 
the  Chair.  It  had  been  in  my  mind  that 
I  might  make  the  few  observations  I 
have  to  make  in  Committee ;  but  I  find 
that  we  may,  perhaps,  be  some  time  be- 
fore g^ttinff  into  Committee,  and  I  be- 
lieve it  wiU  be  more  convenient  to  the 
House  that  I  should  say  the  few  words  I 
have  to*  say  now,  instead  of  waiting  until 
we  get  into  Committee.  At  the  same 
time,  I  do  notimderstandthatit  is  likely 
the  House  will  desire  now  to  enter  into 
any  discussion  of  the  subject  I  have  to 


bring  before  them ;  but,  of  course,  I  am 
in  the  hands  of  the  House.  I  promised 
some  time  ago  that  we  would  lay  the 
Estimate  for  the  Vote  of  Credit  that 
would  be  required  for  the  War  in  South 
Africa  on  the  Table  of  the  House  before 
the  close  of  the  month  of  July,  and  I 
am  just  within  my  promise,  having  de- 
layed as  long  as  possible,  for  the  obvious 
reason  that  I  was  anxious  to  get  the 
latest  intelligence,  in  order  to  form,  as 
far  as  possible,  an  idea  of  what  was 
likely  to  be  the  course  and,  therefore, 
the  expense  of  the  war.  We  have  not 
yet  received  absolutely  final  intelligence ; 
but  we  have  received  intelligence  of  a 
character  which  renders  me  less  indis- 
posed to  offer  an  estimate  of  what  the 
probable  cost  of  the  war  will  be.  I  have 
mentioned  more  than  once  in  the  House 
that,  according  to  the  best  calculations 
.we  were  able  to  make,  we  believed  that 
the  additional  expenditure  from  the 
Army  Services  for  the  war  were  at  the 
rate  of  about  £500,000  per  month.  Re- 
cently I  have  gone  with  more  care  into 
this  question,  and  I  have  discussed  with 
the  Accountant  Oeneral  of  the  Army, 
and  also  the  Accountant  Q-eneral  of  the 
Navy,  all  the  information  that  they  had 
at  their  command,  and  the  result  is  this 
— that  the  War  OiOice  calculate  that  the 
net  cost  of  the  war  beyond  the  sums 
already  provided  in  the  Army  Estimates 
will  be  covered  by  £500,000  a-month ; 
and  they  carry  this  expenditure  at  the 
fuU  rate  up  to  the  end  of  July.  From 
that  time  it  is  considered  that  the  ex- 
penditure ought  to  diminish  rapidly, 
although  it  is  probable  that  it  wiU  not 
come  to  an  end  immediately.  Therefore, 
I  propose  to  take  a  further  sum  of 
£450,000  for  the  possible  expenditure 
on  Army  account  for  what  might  be  the 
remaining  period  of  the  war.  Then  the 
Navy  has  given  an  estimate  of  £500,000 
as  the  probable  cost  of  transport,  and  we 
have  allowed  a  sum  of  £50,000  for  con- 
tingencies. Under  these  circimistances, 
the  Yote  of  Credit  which  I  shall  lay  on 
the  Table  is  for  a  sum  of  £3,000,000— 
that  is  to  say,  £2,450,000  for  the  Army, 
£500,000  for  the  Navy,  and  £50,000  for 
contingencies.  That  is  the  best  estimate 
we  can  form  of  what  is  likely  to  be  re- 
quired. At  the  same  time,  the  House 
is  of  course  aware  that  in  these  matters 
there  is  room  for  imcertainty,  and  that 
it  is  impossible  to  give  a  complete,  full, 
and  accurate  account.    Reckoning,  how- 
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ever,  according  to  the  accounts  we  have 
received,  and  also  according  to  the  rate 
of  drawing  upon  the  Treasury  Chest, 
I  feel  perfectly  satisfied  that  a  Vote  of 
that  character  will  be,  if  not  sufficient 
for  the  whole  of  the  expenses  of  the 
war,  at  all  events  sufficient  for  anything 
that  will  be  required  to  be  provided  be- 
tween this  and  the  next  Session  of  Par- 
liament. I  hope  it  will  fully  cover  the 
expenditure  that  will  have  to  be  in- 
curred. That  being  the  case,  I  must 
remind  the  House  that  that  expen- 
diture will  raise  the  total  amount  of 
expenditure  advanced  by  this  country 
on  account  of  the  South  African  War  to 
something  like  £4,500,000,  including 
what  was  voted  at  the  end  of  last  year 
— I  must  also  remind  the  House  that 
that  expenditure  is  expenditure  which 
ought  not,  certainly,  to  fall  in  whole 
upon  the  Imperial  Exchequer.  From 
the  earlier  period  of  these  transactions, 
and,  indeed,  from  the  period  of  the  pre- 
vious war  which  had  been  going  at  the 
Cape — what  is  called  the  Transkei  War 
— we  have  kept  before  the  notice  of  the 
Colonial  authorities  the  fact  that  the 
advances  that  were  made  by  this  country 
were  not  to  be  considered  as  admitting 
that  we  undertook  to  bear  the  whole  of 
these  expenses  ourselves.  I  do  not  know 
that  at  the  present  moment  I  can  very 
conveniently  go  into  the  details  of  the 
claims  that  we  think  we  shall  have 
against  the  Colonies.  The  Papers  which 
have  been  presented  to  the  House,  and 
especially  those  which  have  been  pre- 
sented within  the  last  day  or  two,  will 
show  what  the  views  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government  have  been  ;  and  I  will  only 
at  the  present  moment  refer  to  one  or  two 
despatches  rather  as  indicating  what  they 
will  do  well  to  pay  attention  to  than  at- 
tempting myself  to  exhaust  this  subject. 
They  will  see,  in  Paper  No.  2,000,  pre- 
sented last  year,  that  as  early  as  in  Janu- 
ary, 1 878, Lord  Carnarvon  called  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Cape  authorities  to  the  mode 
in  which  it  would  be  right  and  neces- 
sary that  provision  should  be  made  for 
the  expenditure  which  was  then  being 
incurred  at  the  Cape  in  connection  with 
the  Transkei  War.  Previous  to  that  time, 
the  arrangements  with  the  Cape  had 
been  that  they  made  a  normal  payment 
of  £10,000  a-year  to  the  Imperial  Ex- 
chequer in  respect  of  the  Forces  that  had 
been  kept  there.  But  in  the  end  of  1 877 
two  additional  regiments  were  sent  out 
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to  the  Cape  in  connection  with  the  war 
that  was  then  going  on,  and  it  was  un- 
derstood that  the  Cape  should  bear  their 
cost,  and   provision  was   made  in  this 
despatch  and  others  that  they  should 
make  monthly  payments  to  the  Treasuiy 
Chest  on  account  of  the  drafts  that  might 
be  made  upon  the  Treasury  Chest  for 
commissariat  and  other  services.    Well, 
that  went  on  until  the  Transkei  War  vai 
over ;  and  it  will  be  s6en  in  the  next 
volume,  Command  Paper  No.  2,374,  that 
on  the  8th  of  August,  and  again  on  the 
1 9th  of  December,  my  right  hon.  Friend 
the  present  Colonial    Secretary  wrote 
despatches  calling  for  an  account  of  the 
expenditure  which  had  been  incorred. 
The  House  will  also  see  in  the  same 
Papers  a  Minute — a  reply,  in  fact — ^from 
the  Cape  Government  to  those  state- 
ments.    They  will  see  that  the  Cape 
Ministers  informed  my  right  hon.  Friend 
that  they  had  already  obtained  in  one 
way  or  another  the  sum  of  £1,254,000 
towards  the  expenses  of  that  war.  Thej 
had  taken  power  to  raise  a  war  loan  (n 
£750,000,  and  according  to  this  aooount 
they  had  spent   £1,254,000.     Thai  I 
would  direct  attention  to  the  last  and 
most  important  despatch  of  my  right 
hon.  Friend,  which  is  to  be  found  at 
page  3  of  the  same  Book,  in  the  Oorre- 
spondence    which    has    been  deUvered 
within  the  last  few  days — the  despatdi 
dated  1 2th  of  June,  in  which  my  right 
hon.  Friend  points  out  what  the  prin- 
ciples are  upon  which  the  claims  to  be 
made    against    the    Cape    Colony  ai% 
founded.     I  think  it  would  be  incouTe- 
nient,  at  the  present  moment,  to  pit>?oke 
a  discussion  which  I  doubt  whether  the 
House  has  any  desire  to  enter  into,  by 
goin^  into  the  details ;  no  doubt,  that 
will  oe  a  matter  for  future  discussion; 
but  I  would  draw  attention  to  these  pu^ 
ticular  despatches,  as  showing  the  prin- 
ciple upon  which  we  have  proceeded 
with  regard  so  the  Transkei  War.  Nov» 
with  regard  to  the  Zulu  War,  it  will  he 
found  that  there  is  not  the  same  amonnt 
of  information  in  these  Papers ;  in  point 
of  fact,  this  is  a  matter  which  is  still  too 
incomplete  to  enable  us  to  deal  with  it 
quite  in  the  same  categorical  manner. 
Of  course,  the  Colony  which  is  maiolj 
interested  in  the  Zulu  War  is  the  Colonf 
of  Natal,  and  various  communications 
have  passed  between  my    right  hon. 
Friend  and    the    authorities  at  Natal 
urging  upon  the  Oovemor  there  to  do 
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all  that  was  in  his  power  to  keep  down 
the  local  expenditure  in  eveiy  way ;  and 
also  to  make  provision  for  the  claim  that 
will  have  to  be  made  upon  the  Colony 
of  Natal  for  expenditure  incurred  on 
account  of  Natal  out  of  Imperial  funds. 
With  regard  to  that  matter,  and,  indeed, 
with  regard  to  the  whole  question,  I  may 
say  that  general  instructions  of  the 
strictest  character  have  been  given  both 
to  Sir  Henry  Bulwer  and  to  Sir  Bartle 
Frere  and,  last,  to  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley ; 
and,  moreover,  that  it  is  now  the  inten- 
tion of  Her  Majesty's  Gk)vemment  to 
send  one  or  two  ofElcers — ^the  Accounttint 
General  of  the  Army,  and  probably  some 
gentleman  from  the  Treasuiy — to  go  out 
at  once  to  Natal  or  the  Gape,  whichever 
may  be  found  most  convenient,  but  pro- 
bably to  Natal,  in  order  to  examine  the 
accounts,  and  to  see  in  what  way  the 
expenditure  can  be  properly  appor- 
tioned between  the  Colonial  and  Im- 
gerial  resources.  I  hope  before  Par- 
ainent  re-assembles  we  shall  be  in 
possession  of  information  which  will 
enable  us  to  deal  much  more  satisfac- 
torily with  the  question  than  we  are  able 
to  do  at  the  present  moment.  Therefore, 
the  net  results  of  what  I  have  at  present 
to  say  is  that  we  have  to  provide  tempo- 
rarily for  this  sum  of  £3,000,000,  which 
will  be  required  in  order  to  carry  us  on, 
as  we  believe,  to  the  end  of  the  Zulu 
War.  Well,  then,  I  have  only  to  say  how 
that  sum  affects  the  finances  of  the  year. 
The  House  will  bear  in  mind  that  at  the 
time  of  the  Budget  I  estimated  the  in- 
come of  the  year  at  £83,055,000.  I  esti- 
mated the  ordinary  expenditure,  ex- 
cluding anything  that  might  occur  from 
the  Zulu  War,  at  £81,155,000,  showing 
at  that  time  a  surplus  of  £1,900,000  of 
ordinaiy  income  over  the  ordinary  Ex- 
penditure. Since  that  time  some  Sup- 
plementaiy  Estimates  have  been  pre- 
sented to  the  House,  which  appear  upon 
the  face  of  them  to  amount  to  £89,000, 
but  which,  in  reality,  only  amount  to 
£64,000,  because  the  Vote  for  Cjrprus 
pioneers  is  merely  a  transfer  from  another 
head  of  the  Estimates.  They  involve, 
therefore,  an  addition  of  £64,000  to  the 
Estimates  of  the  year.  Add  to  that  the 
Vote  of  Credit  which  I  shall  have  to  ask 
on  account  of  the  Zulu  War,  and  we  get 
an  Expenditure  of  £84,218,000,  showing 
a  deficiency  of  income  of  £1,163,000. 
Well,  Sir,  the  Eevenue  prospects  for  the 
year  I  cannot  say  are  brilliant ;  at  the 


same  time,  they  are  not  so  unsatisfactory 
as  to  lead  to  the  belief  that  they  will  fall 
short  of  the  Estimate  in  the  long  run. 
The  Estimates  were  very  carefully  taken ; 
and  I  have  gone  through  the  present 
financial  Betums  with  the  heads  of  the 
Bevenue  Departments,  and,  upon  the 
whole,  I  am  of  opinion  that  we  may 
fairly  reckon  at  the  present  time  upon  the 
amount  of  Bevenue  which  we  took  for 
our  basis  in  the  month  of  April.  I  there- 
fore take  the  deficiency  at  £1,163,000, 
and  I  have  to  remind  the  House  that 
there  is  a  sum  which  we  hope  and  expect 
to  recover  from  the  South  African 
Colonies.  We  have  claims  still  against 
them  in  respect  of  what  was  advanced 
in  former  years.  I  therefore  think  that 
we  may  consider  that  we  have  only  to 
make  a  temporary  provision  for  the  pre- 
sent loan.  Gf  course,  some  little  time 
must  be  taken  in  ascertaining  what  the 
exact  outcome  of  these  arrangements  will 
be ;  but,  for  the  present,  I  think  it  will 
be  sufficient  that  the  House  should  be 
asked  to  make  temporary  provision  for 
this  sum  by  granting  to  us  the  privilege 
and  the  right  of  issuing  Exchequer 
Bonds  for  the  amount  of  £1,200,000. 
That  will  cover  the  amount,  and  will,  I 
think,  bring  the  Ways  and  Means  of  the 
year  up  to  the  amount  which  is  required 
by  the  expenditure.  I  do  not,  of  course, 
intend  to  make  that  proposal  in  Com- 
mittee of  Ways  and  Means  to-day;  but 
I  shall  bring  it  forward  probably  on 
Monday — that  will  depend  upon  the 
other  Business.  What  we  have  to  do  in 
Committee  to-day  will  be  merely  to 
effect  a  renewal  of  those  Bonds  which 
are  at  the  present  time  falling  due.  I 
beg  to  move.  Sir,  that  you  do  now  leave 
the  Chair. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer,') 

Mb.  CHILDERS  desired,  before  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for  the  Elgin 
Burghs  (Mr.  Grant  Duff)  introduced  his 
Motion,  to  make  one  or  two  comments 
upon  the  Statement  just  made  by  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer.  He  as- 
sumed that  the  House  would  not,  on 
the  present  occasion,  discuss  the  circum- 
stances which  had  led  to  the  expendi- 
ture for  the  Transkei  and  Zulu  Wars, 
or,  indeed,  discuss  in  detail  the  financial 
position  of  the  Government.     But,  at 
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the  same  time,  it  might  be  oonyenient  to 
put  one  or  two  figures  in  a  simple  form, 
m  order  that  when  they  did  come  to  the 
discussion  of  the  question  they  might 
be  prepared  to  do  so,  not  only  from  the 
point  of  view  of  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  but  of  those  who  might  not 
quite  agree  with  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man. It  was  worthy  of  remark  that  in 
the  last  two  years  they  had  had  six 
Financial  Statements,  instead  of  two. 
He  assumed  that  the  present  Statement 
would  wind  up  the  affairs  of  the  pre- 
sent year;  but  it  almost  looked  as  if 
they  were  to  have  a  seventh,  which  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  nearly  pro- 
mised to  them  at  the  commencement  of 
the  next  Session.  He  wanted  to  remind 
the  House  what  the  exact  state  of  the 
case  about  these  six  Budgets  was.  They 
commenced  with  an  Estimate,  in  Feb- 
ruary last  year,  of  £6,000,000  in  con- 
nection with  the  War  in  the  East.  No 
Ways  and  Means  were  asked  for  this, 
which  the  House  was  even  told  might 
not  be  spent.  Then,  in  April,  came  the 
Budget,  which  added  £3,750,000  to  the 
taxation  of  last  year,  and  £4,500,000  to 
that  of  this  year,  and  they  were  pro- 
mised that  by  the  end  of  this  year  the 
new  taxes  would  have  wiped  out  all  the 
additional  expenditure.  In  August  came 
a  third  Budget,  with  no  new  Ways  and 
Means,  but  additional  expenditure  of 
more  than  £2,000,000.  The  fourth 
Statement  was  in  last  Februaiy,  with 
further  expenditure  to  the  extent  of 
£1,100,000.  Then  came  the  Budget  in 
April,  making  the  accumulated  deficit 
of  the  last  two  years  £4,930,000,  but 
hoping  that  the  Zulu  War  would  only 
cost  £1,300,000  more,  to  be  met  out  of 
this  year's  surplus.  And  now  they 
heard  that  the  Zulu  War  would  cost, 
up  to  the  meeting  of  Parliament  next 
February,  at  least  £3,000,000 ;  and  that 
instead  of  paying  off  their  debts  at  the 
end  of  this  year,  as  the  Budget  of  1878 
promised,  they  would  then  be  in  a  de- 
ficit of  £6,094,000.  What,  then,  should 
they  have  done  towards  paying  off  the 
debt  forthe  War  inEurope?  No  one  would 
deny  that  such  an  expenditure  as  that  of 
the  Transkei  and  Zulu  Wars,  spread  over 
three  years,  ought  to  be  met  out  of  the 
Bevenue  of  those  years.  No  one  had 
ever  yet  proposed  to  deal  with  wars  of 
the  kind  by  way  of  deferred  payment ; 
and,  therefore,  the  logical  result  was 
^t  if  those  two  wan  were  dealt  with 
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out  of  the  Bevenue  of  the  year  they 
would  close  the  present  year  without 
having  devoted  one  sixpence  towards 
the  expenses  in  connection  with  the  War 
in  the  East,  which  just  amounted  to 
£6,000,000,  the  deficit  at  the  end  of 
this  year.  They  would  have  to  begin 
again  on  the  1st  of  April  next,  spread- 
ing that  payment  over  a  series  of  yean. 
Now,  even  if  the  basis  of  the  present 
Budget  could  be  trusted,  the  futiue  sur- 
plus would  be  less  than  £2,000,000, 
and  probably  not  much  more  than 
£1,000,000,  so  that  on  the  Ist  of  April 
of  next  year  they  would  start  with  a 
system  of  deferred  payment  for  three, 
four,  or  five  years.  Whether  that  was 
sound  finance  or  not  he  declined  now  to 
discuss ;  but  he  thpught  the  House  would 
clearly  see  what  the  effect  of  the  proposal 
of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  was. 
The  light  hon.  Gentleman  told  them 
that  they  might  expect  to  g^t  some  of 
the  money  back  from  the  Colonies.  He 
had  read  with  great  interest  the  Papers 
which  came  before  the  House  on  the 
previous  day,  and  he  thought  they  set 
forth  very  fairly  the  claim  of  the  English 
Gbvemment  upon  the  Colonies ;  and  he 
should  not  say  anything  which  would  tend 
to  deter  the  Colonies  from  complying  with 
the  request  of  the  English  Government. 
But  it  must  be  remembered  that  the 
Cape  Colonists  had  said  that  they  had 
spent  £1,200,000,  and  that  they  did 
not  intend  to  contribute  any  more.  He 
hoped,  however,  that  they  would  find 
it  necessary  to  do  so.  He  was  not 
inclined  to  say  much  upon  the  Esti- 
mate of  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer with  respect  to  the  outcome  of 
the  present  year ;  but  he  felt  bound  to 
point  out  to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that,  at  the  present  time,  the  state  of 
Customs  and  Excise  Hevenues  was  very 
nearly  as  bad  as  at  the  time  when, 
in  reply  to  the  hon.  and  learned  Mem- 
ber for  Oxford  (Sir  William  Harcourt), 
he  said  that,  though  they  looked  un- 
satisfactory, the  returns  would  soon 
show  much  amendment.  He  considered, 
however,  that  the  point  to  which  he  had 
drawn  attention — namely,  that  not  a  far- 
thing of  the  expense  incurred  in  connec- 
tion with  the  War  in  Europe  had  been 
met  out  of  the  Bevenue  of  the  last  three 
years — required  to  be  seriously  weighed. 
Sib  BOBERT  PEEL  thought  it  would 
have  been  far  better  if  the  speech  jnrt 
delivered  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
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(Mr.  Childers)  had  been  deferred  to  an- 
other and  more  suitable  opportunity,  in- 
asmuoh  as  it  consisted  mainly  in  a  dis- 
cnsaion  of  the  financial  proposals  of  the 
(}oyemment  during  the  last  few  years. 
What  he  (Sir  Robert  Peel)  rose  to  call 
attention  to  was  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  most  distinctly  pro- 
mised the  House  that,  in  the  course  of 
the  present  month,  they  should  have  an 
opportunity  of  discussing  the  whole  of 
we  affairs  which  had  token  place  in 
connection  with  South  Aiidca.  He  un- 
derstood that  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  had  given  Notice  that  he 
would,  in  Committee  of  Ways  and 
ICeans,  proceed  to  move  certain  Besolu- 
tions ;  but  it  appeared  now  that,  without 

g'ving  Notice,  he  had  adopted  a  dif- 
rent  plan,  and  he  did  not  know  that 
precluded  hon.  Members  from  entering 
mto  a  discussion  on  Zulu  affairs.  The 
other  day,  when  he  attempted  to  draw 
attention  to  certain  matters  in  connection 
with  South  Africa,  he  was  told  that  he 
would  have  every  opportunity  to  do  so 
when  the  Estimate  was  proposed ;  but 
it  appeared  him  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  rather  slurred  over 
the  promise  he  had  made,  to  give  the 
House  a  full  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  question,  and  he  trusted  the  House 
would  at  once  g^  into  Committee  and 
discuss  the  points  raised  by  the  propo- 
lab  of  the  ChancoUor  of  the  Exchequer. 
rhe  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  told  the 
House  that  the  Zulu  War  was  only  to 
ooet  £4,500,000;  but  those  who  were  in 
the  House  at  the  commencement  of  the 
Abyssinian  War  would  remember  that 
they  were  told  that  the  war  was  only  to 
Dost  £3,000,000,  when  it  really  cost 
£9,000,000.  No  one  in  the  House  or 
in  the  country  would  believe  that  this 
miserable,  mismanaged  war  in  South 
^rica  would  only  cost  the  taxpayers  of 
thia  country  £3,000,000  or  £4,000,000. 
Ihe  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  in  his 
remarks,  had  made  use  of  the  word 
*'  additional  "  expenditure.  Did  the 
riffht  hon.  Gentleman  mean  to  add  that 
Koditional  expenditure  to  what  had  been 
ilready  incurred  ? 

ThbCHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  What  I  meant  by  additional 
expenditure  was  the  expenditure  over 
and  above  the  ordinary  Army  and  Navy 
Votes. 

SiB  BOBEHT  PEEL  said,  that  that 
■bowed  what  an  appalling  state  of  things 


they  had  come  to ;  it  showed  how  danger- 
ous it  was  to  trust  to  these  flimsy  re- 
marks without  bringing  them  to  book. 
In  addition  to  what  had  been  already 
voted,  which  was  large  enough,  they 
were  now  told  the  present  Votes  were 
additional  ones ;  and,  in  spite  of  the 
pledge  given  to  the  House,  it  was  pro- 
posed to  drive  off  the  debate  until  next 
week.  The  state  of  affairs  was  most 
serious,  and  yet  they  were  not  to  be 
allowed  to  discuss  them.  He  really 
thought  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer was  bound  in  honour  to  bring  on 
the  discussion  at  once.  He  would  appeal 
to  the  Government  whether  the  present 
was  not  the  most  fitting  opportunity  to 
discuss  the  subject  ?  He  had  come  down 
to  the  House  prepared  to  go  most  fully 
into  the  matter,  and  he  had  no  doubt 
hon.  Gentlemen  on  both  sides  of  the 
House  had  done  the  same.  He  thought 
the  country  ought  to  know,  without 
further  delay,  what  was  the  state  of 
affairs ;  and  he,  therefore,  trusted  that 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  would 
consent  to  discuss  the  matter  at  once. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  :  I  may  say,  by  way  of  personal 
explanation,  that  I  stated  some  time  ago 
that  we  would  present  this  Estimate, 
and,  having  given  Notice  that  it  would 
be  presented  to-day,  I  was  asked  by  the 
right  hon.  Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr. 
Childers),  and  others,  whether  we  would 
bring  the  matter  forward  and  allow  it  to 
be  discussed  ;  but  I  gathered  from  the 
tone  in  which  the  inquiry  was  made 
that  it  was  not  desired  that  the  discus- 
sion should  take  place  to-day.  I,  there- 
fore, did  not  bring  the  Vote  forward, 
because  I  really  thought  it  would  be  for 
the  convenience  of  the  House  not  to 
vote  it  to-day. 

Mr.  childers  said  he,  personally, 
should  have  preferred  that  the  debate 
should  have  gone  on  that  night;  but 
they  all  clearly  understood  &om  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  that  it  was 
not  to  be  proceeded  with. 

THE  INDIAN  MUSEUM. 

RESOLUTION. 

Mr.  GEANT  duff  :  Sir,  I  rise  to 
call  attention  to  the  threatened  disper- 
sion of  the  Indian  Museum,  and  to  put 
forward  some  considerations  which  may, 
I  would  fain  hope,  incline  the  Secretary 
of  State  in  Council  to  re-consider  the 
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determination  lately  oome  to,  even  if  the  | 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  sees  it  his  duty  | 
to  oppose  the  Motion  with  which  I  shall 
condude.  I  have  the  more  hope  that 
this  will  be  so,  because  the  recent  deci- 
sion is  in  flagrant  opposition  to  other 
decisions  not  long  since  come  to  by  the 
Beeretary  of  State  in  Council ;  so  that, 
in  holding  its  hand,  and  not  dispersing 
the  collections,  the  India  Office  will  only 
be  reverting  to  its  own  earlier,  and,  as 
I  venture  to  think,  wiser  ideas.  The 
Indian  Museum  was  established  by  the 
Great  Company  in  1798,  and  was  the 
oatoome  of  the  same  movement  of  mind 
which  gave  to  our  earlier  Indian  states- 
men so  prominent  a  place  amongst 
Orientalists.  That  being  so,  it  was 
natural  that  the  first  character  impressed 
upon  it  should  be  a  learned  and  anti- 
quarian one.  After  some  time,  however, 
it  passed  into  the  care  of  Dr.  Horsfield, 
who,  being  himself  a  naturalist  of  re- 
pute, gave  more  prominence  to  Natural 
History  and  Science.  Later  still,  it 
came  under  the  charge  of  Dr.  Boyle, 
who  thought  less  of  the  promotion  of 
learning  or  of  science  in  the  abstract, 
and  more  of  direct  commercial  utility. 
He  it  was  who  developed  the  economical 
side  of  the  Indian  Museum.  When,  in 
1860,  with  these  three  characters  im- 
pressed upon  it — ^at  once  learned,  scien- 
tific, and  helpful  to  trade— it  passed 
from  its  original  home  in  Leadenhall 
Street,  the  authorities  at  first  intended 
to  provide  a  reaUy  fitting  home  for  it  in 
or  near  the  new  India  Office  buildings 
which  were  begun  shortiy  after.  In 
1865  a  piece  of  land  was  acquired  to  be 
available  for  extending  the  India  Office, 
and  in  1868  the  architect  received  orders 
from  the  then  Secretary  of  State,  the 
present  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  to 
prepare  plans  for  an  Indian  Museum 
and  Library,  to  be  built  on  that  piece  of 
ground.  The  same  idea  found  favour 
with  my  noble  Friend  the  Duke  of 
Argyll,  who  went  to  the  India  Office  in 
the  December  of  tiiat  year,  and  in 
the  June  of  1869  everytiiing  seemed 
about  to  be  settied,  when  a  telegram 
came  from  Lord  Mayo,  giving  very  bad 
financial  intelligence,  which  stopped  for 
a  while  any  further  progress.  From 
this  time  forward,  for  several  years,  the 

flan  of  building  an  Indian  Museum  and 
iibrary,   with   rooms  for   the    Asiatic 
Society  dose  to  the  India  Office,  re- 
in abeyance— while  we  endea- 
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vonred,  not  without  sucoees,  to  retrieve 
the  finances — ^but  was  very  far  indeed 
from  being  laid  aside.  Meantime,  a 
portion  of  the  Museum  was  exhibited 
fri>m  the  beginning  of  1870  onwards  in 
very  wretched  and  unsuitable  rooms  at 
the  top  of  the  India  Office.  After  right 
hon.  Q^nUemen  opposite  came  into 
power,  the  question  was  again  con- 
sidered, and  on  the  25th  of  June,  1 874, 
the  Council  of  India  passed  the  follow- 
ing Besolution : — 

'<  ResolTed,  that  it  be  determined  to  build  on 
the  vacant  ground  in  Charles  Street  a  mnaram 
and  library,  at  an  expenditure  not  exceeding 
£75,000,  including  internal  fittings,  with  sodi 
assistance  as  can  be  obtained  £rom  the  Imperial 
Gk>yemment ;  and  that  during  the  constniction 
of  the  building  the  offer  of  the  Exhibition  Com- 
missionerB  be  accepted  to  accommodate  the  mu- 
seum at  South  Kenmngton  on  a  short  lease,  re> 
newaUe  if  desired." 

Then  followed  a  long  negotiation  with 
the  Treasury  as  to  how  much  the  Indian 
Gbyemment  ought  to  pay,  and  how  much 
the  Treasury  ought  to  pay,  which  led  to 
no  definite  result,  and,  in  the  meantime, 
the  unlucky  Museum,  banished  from  its 
uncomfortable  but  central  rooms  in  the 
India  Office,  was  set  out  in  galleries  at 
South  Kensington,  far  away  from  the 
full  tide  of  human  existence  in  this 
great  town.  So  it  has  remained  to  this 
day,  while  yarious  plans  have  been  agi- 
tated with  reference  to  its  future,  the 
last  and  worst  of  which  is  the  plan  of 
breaking  it  up  and  handing  over  its 
ditjecta  mmkhra  to  the  British  Museum, 
to  South  Kensington,  and  to  Kew.  Now, 
I  have  not  a  word  to  say  against  the 
desirability  of  these  great  coUections 
possessing  a  variety  of  Indian  articles. 
Doubtiess,  such  articles  would  fit  most 
excellentiy  into  many  of  their  depart- 
ments. Nor  am  I  concerned  to  say  that 
there  may  not  be  many  articles  now  in 
the  Indian  Museum  which  would  not  be 
more  in  their  place  at  the  British  Mu- 
seum, at  Kew,  or  at  South  Kensington. 
I  should  be  quite  willing  to  see  the  In- 
dian Museum  part  with  a  good  many  of 
its  contents  to  these  institutions  for  a 
fair  price ;  but  I  do  most  strongly  object 
to  collections  bought  with  Indian  money, 
or  presented  by  Indians,  or  Anglo-In- 
dians, for  the  express  purpose  of  in- 
creasing the  knowledge  of  India  in  this 
country,  being  given  away  to  institutions 
which  have  as  much  and  as  littie  to  do 
with  India  as  they  have  with  Patagonia 
or  Kamschatka.    Why,  the  Indian  Ma- 
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■earn  is  now  yalued  at  £200,000.  If  the 
India  Gbvemment  is  really  bo  bad  ofif 
that  it  cannot  afford  to  pay  for  the  look- 
ing after  its  collections,  would  not  it  bo 
better  to  sell  the  whole  thing  and  put 
the  money  into  the  Indian  Treasury? 
The  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  will  tell 
us  that  if  ho  and  those  whom  he  repre- 
sents succeed  in  dispersing  the  Museum 
they  will  have  an  eventual  saving  of 
£9,000  a-year.  That  saving,  Sir,  will 
be,  I  dare  venture  to  say,  most  uncom- 
monly eventual,  for  it  will  only  be  ar- 
rived at  after  the  death  of  a  number  of 
persons  who  are,  I  am  happy  to  say, 
likely  to  have  a  prolonged  existence ; 
but  if  they  sell  the  whole  thing  it  will 
be  not  much  more  inglorious,  and  in 
every  way  more  profitable;  for  the 
British  Museum,  and  South  Kensing- 
ton, and  Kew  will,  no  doubt,  secure 
what  they  most  want ;  and  the  other 
articles  will  many  of  them  also  find  their 
way  into  g^od  keeping ;  while  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  will  put  money  into  his 
pnrse,  and  be  able  to  comfort  himself 
with  the  old  saying  of  Vespasian.  There 
is,  however,  another  plan  which  ought 
to  be  considered  before  anything  irrevo- 
cable is  done.  Just  about  the  time  that 
certain  di£Bx!ulties  arose  with  regard  to 
building  an  Indian  Museum  on  the  piece 
of  land  which  was  acquired  by  the  India 
Office  in  1865 — difficulties  to  which  I 
need  not  further  allude,  for  they  have 
no  bearing  on  the  present  state  of  the 
question — a  communication  came  to  the 
Lidia  Office  from  a  Committee  which 
was  then  sitting  at  the  Colonial  OiRce, 
with  reference  to  the  possibility  of  unit- 
ing their  efforts  and  erecting  a  Museum 
for  India  and  the  Colonies.  Out  of  this 
suggestion  grew  the  project  associated 
with  the  name  of  Dr.  Forbes  Watson, 
the  project  of  a  joint  Museum  for  India 
and  the  Colonies,  in  a  central  situation, 
dose  to  this  House,  in  the  midst  of  the 
full  tide  of  human  existence.  The  first 
lite  suggested  was  that  of  Fife  House, 
and  I  put  a  Question  to  the  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  about  that  site  several 
years  ag^.  Now,  there  seems  available 
a  somewhat  better  site  rather  nearer  the 
place  where  we  are  now  assembled.  The 
idea  which  finds  favour  with  a  great  many 
persons  is  to  place  the  India  Museum 
on  the  site  of  the  building  which  used  to 
be  occupied  by  the  Board  of  Control. 
Alongside  the  Museum,  which  would 
extend  back  to  the  roadway  of  the  Em- 


bankment, would  run  a  short  street,  on 
the  other  side  of  which  would  rise  the 
Colonial  Museum,  which  would  be  con- 
nected with  the  India  Museum  by  a  sub- 
way, but  be  under  the  control  of  the 
Colonial  Office,  as  the  other  would  be 
under  that  of  the  India  Office  or  its 
Hepresentative.  In  the  Indian  Museum 
building  would  bo  located  the  Indian 
Museum,  the  India  Office  Library — 
always  excepting  the  departmental  por- 
tion of  it — and  the  rooms  of  the  Asiatic 
Society,  which  now  receives  £205  a-year 
from  Indian  Bevenues,  a  payment  which 
would,  of  course,  determine  when  the 
heavy  burden  of  rent  was  taken  off  the 
shoulders  of  that  deserving  and  famous, 
but  by  no  means  wealthy,  corporation. 
In  the  Colonial  Museum  buildings  there 
would  be — first,  the  Museum  proper; 
secondly,  an  adequate  Colonial  Library  ; 
and,  thirdly,  rooms  for  the  Agents  Qene- 
ral,  who  have  now  to  pay  a  very  large 
sum  annually  for  accommodation  in  the 
neighbourhood  of  this  House.  It  al- 
ways seems  a  most  surprising  thing  to 
foreigners,  and  it  would  seem  a  most 
surprising  thing  to  ourselves,  if  we  were 
not  so  broken  into  anomalies  of  all  sorts, 
that  there  is  no  place  in  this  City  where 
can  be  obtained  anything  like  an  ade- 
quate idea  of  what  sort  of  places  the 
English  Colonies  and  Dependencies 
really  are.  Why,  it  is  extremely  diffi- 
cult even  for  ourselves,  for  Members  of 
Parliament  with  every  sort  of  social  ad- 
vantage, to  get  anything  like  a  good 
idea  of  the  actualities  of  a  Colony.  Sup- 
posing any  of  us  wanted,  for  example, 
to  get  an  accurate  notion  of  the  present 
state  of  Tasmania,  he  would  find  it  any- 
thing but  an  easy  task,  even  after  putting 
himself  in  communication  with  our  Li- 
brarian here,  and  with  the  Geographical 
Society.  There  are,  it  must  be  remem- 
bered, a  variety  of  questions  which  have 
nothing  to  do  with  politics,  which  per- 
sons not  directly  supporting  whatever 
Government  happens  to  be  for  the  mo- 
ment in  power  would  be  unwilling  to 
trouble  the  Colonial  Office  with,  and 
even  if  they  did  the  Colonial  Office  has 
not  the  appliances  or  organisation  neces- 
sary for  supplying  such  information  at 
all  generally.  We  want  a  place  to 
which  not  only  Members  of  Parliament 
and  other  privileged  persons,  but  all 
persons,  can  go  and  learn,  without  cost 
and  without  trouble,  what  our  Colonies 
and  Dependencies  are,  where  they  are^ 
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what  sort  of  things  they  produce,  what 
chances  the  inquirers  or  persons  in  whom 
they  may  be  interested  have  of  bettering 
their  condition  or  pushing  their  fortunes 
in  those  countries,  what  attractive  adver- 
tisements with  regard  to  our  Colonies 
and  Dependencies  are  mere  wills-o'-the- 
wisp,  what  little-known  and  unregarded 
resources  of  wealth  there  may  be  in 
those  regions  which  have  not  yet  re- 
ceived bold  advertisement.     What  we 
want  is  a  place,  to  the  creation  of  which 
the  Mother  Country  on  the  one  hand, 
her  Colonies  and  Dependencies  on  the 
other,    shall  contribute,   the   object  of 
which  shall  be  to  bring  them  nearer 
each  to  each  for  the  common  advantage 
of  all.     It  appears  to  me  that  there  is 
hardly  any  knowledge  which   is  more 
likely  to  be  useful  to  a  British  citizen, 
whether  bom  in  the  Colonies,  India,  or 
at  Home,  than  a  wide  knowledge  of  the 
gigantic  Empire  to  which  he  belongs. 
That  knowledge,  and  the  feelings  that 
naturally  come  of  if,  are  true  Imperial- 
ism, the  best  antidote  to  false  Imperial- 
ism,   the    '*  bloody    meddlesomeness," 
which  is  the  offspring  of  ignorance,  at 
the  centre  of  affairs,  acted  on  by  self- 
seeking  on  the  far-off  Frontiers  of  the 
Empire.     How  many  of  us,  however — 
even  of  us,  I   say,  in  this  great  and 
powerful  Assemblage  —  have  adequate 
knowledge  of  those  things?    Is  there 
one  of  us  that  has  ?    I  very  much  doubt 
it.      There  are    hon.   ana  right    hon. 
Members  who  know  individual  Colonies 
and    Dependencies    well.       There    are 
Anglo-Indians,   there    are    Australians 
amongst    us.      There    are    some    hon. 
Members  who  have  made  a  rapid  jour- 
ney through  many  of  the  Colonies  and 
Dependencies.     One  hon.  Member,  the 
hon.  Member  for  Chelsea  (Sir  Charles 
W.  Dilke),  has  written  very  brilliantly 
about  not  a  few  of  them  ;  but  that  was 
more  than  a  decade  ago,  and  a  decade 
in  the    self-governing   Colonies  is    an 
eternity.     The  late   8ir  Arthur  Helps 
used  to  tell  a  story  which  is  worth  re- 
peating.    At  one  moment,  when  Lord 
Falmerston  was  making  some  arrange- 
ments for  filling  up  vacant  Offices,  a 
difficulty  arose   as  to  who  was  to  be 
Colonial  Secretary.      Lord  Falmerston 
said—**  I  think  I'U  take  the  Office  my- 
self;"  and  the  other  people  who  were 
present,  immediately  after  taking  their 
leave,  he  said  to  Sir  Arthur — "  Just  stay 
a  little  with  me,  and  we'll  look  at  the 
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maps  and  see  where  these  places  are.' 
Well,   of  course,    that    was   rather  a 
caricature  of   the    state  of  Mb  Lord- 
ship's mind ;    but  is   it  not,  neTerth^ 
less,    perfectly   and    painfully   true— I 
put    it   to   every  man  who   hears  me 
on  both  sides  if  it   is  not  true— that, 
considering  our  enormous   power  and 
our  enormous  responsibilities,  we  all 
know  a  great  deal  too  little  about  oar 
Colonies  and  Dependencies  ?    Nor  do  I 
see  how  it  can  ever  be  otherwise  unleei, 
in  some  perfectly  accessible  place  where 
he  who  runs  may  read,  we  have  brought 
before  us  without  any  investigation,  nay, 
actually  forced  upon  our  notice,  the  a^ 
tualities  of  these  countries.     Persons, 
Sir,  who  walk  in  the  dark  will  ineritahlj 
stumble,  and  we  deal  in  our  Coloniefl 
and  Dependencies  with  interests  so  ai- 
gantic  tnat  we  can  hardly  make  the 
smallest  stumble  without  its  costiiig  as 
more  in  hard  money  than  it  would  cost 
to  keep  up  such  an  institution  as  I  con- 
template   for    10    years,    considerable 
though  the  cost  would  no  doubt  be.  I 
maybe  told,  however,  that  these riews 
are  the  views  merely  of  a  small  section 
of  persons  who  have  a  belief  in  know- 
ledge—a most  unpopular  belief  in  some 
quarters — or  take  a  special  interest  in 
India  and  the  Colonies.     I  deny  that  m 
toto.    They  are,  I  maintain,  views,  news 
very    largely    prevailing  amongst  the 
commercial  classes  of  this  country.   In- 
deed, it  was  the  mercantile  communitj 
which  first  put  into  practice  the  prin- 
ciple which  I  am  defending,  of  co-opera- 
tion between  England  and  her  Depen- 
dencies in  matters  important  to  the  ma- 
terial prosperity  of  both.     For  the  me^ 
cantile  community  subscribed  no  less  a 
simi  than  £2,700  towards  the  publica- 
tion of  the  textile  work  which  the  India 
Office  put  forth  for  the  purpose—first, 
of  showing  to  England  what  lovely  tex- 
tile fabrics  could  be  procured  in  India; 
and,  secondly,  of  enabling  England  to 
emulate  the  perfection  that  had  been  at- 
tained by  Indian  artists.     To  show  that 
the  principles  of  the  mercantile  conunu- 
nity  are  as  good  as  their  practice,  I  will, 
with  the  permission  of  the  House,  read 
one  or  two  extracts  from  the  very  nu- 
merous memorials  which  have  been  sent 
to    Her    Majesty's    Qoyemment  &om 
Chambers  of  Commerce,    dtiee,  towns, 
and     important     Associations  in    the 
United  Kingdom,  ail  urging  that  Eng- 
land should  aid  the  Colonies  and  India 
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in  securing  the  establishment  of  the 
proposed  Museoms  on  the  Embankment. 
The  Manchester  Chamber  of  Commerce 
Bays — 

*'  That  your  memorialists  warmly  approTO  a 
proposal,  recently  brought  under  their  notice, 
for  combining  within  the  same  building  a 
Colonial  and  an  Indian  Museum,  thereby  estab- 
lishing an  Imperial  Museum  for  the  Colonies 
and  India  for  the  supply  of  complete  illustra- 
tions of  the  products  and  manufactures  of  our 
British  Dependencies.  That  an  institution  of 
this  character  would  supply  important  advan- 
tages and  confer  benefits  not  alone  on  India 
and  the  Colonies,  but  also  upon  this  country ; 
and,  in  the  opinion  of  ^.our  memorialists,  such  an 
institution  would  be  entitled  to  a  liberal  grant 
from  Imperial  funds  in  aid  of  its  establishment.*' 

The  Bradford  Chamber  of  Commerce 
says — 

"  That  TOUT  memorialists  have  noticed  with 
great  satisfaction  the  scheme  of  a  reaUy  Imperial 
establishment,  embracing  India  as  well  as  the 
Colonies,  and  combining  museums,  libraries, 
lectures,  offices,  and  all  requirements  for  study, 
art,  commerce,  industry,  and  government,  in 
one  central  building,  erected  at  the  joint  ex- 

Sense  of  the  Mother  Countxr  and  her  Depen- 
encies.  That  your  memorialists  believe  that 
suoh  an  undertaking,  to  be  of  real  use  to  the 
merchant,  the  maniifacturer,  and  the  student, 
should  have  a  central  position  at  no  great  dis- 
tance from  the  Government  Offices  and  the  city, 
with  easy  access  to  visitors  from  the  country. 

The  Bristol  Chamber  of  Commerce 
says — 

"That  in  the  present  depression  of  com- 
merce, and  the  scarcity  of  sound  investments 
for  absorbing  the  savings  of  the  country,  it  is 
the  highest  policy  to  make  as  widely  known  as 
possible  the  resources  of  India  and  the  Colonies, 
which  experience  has  proved  to  be  more  reliable 
in  their  business  relations  with  us  than  those  of 
the  majority  of  foreign  countries  can  be  said  to 
be,  and  which,  although  they  already  take  about 
one-third  of  aU  our  exportB,and  have  afforded  safe 
investments  to  probably  more  than  £300,000,000 
sterling  of  English  capital,  still  possess  bound- 
less capabilities  for  further  development." 

The  United  Association  of  Chambers  of 
Commerce  says — 

"  That  the  proposal  now  before  the  public  for 
the  establishment  of  an  Indian  and  a  Colonial 
Museum  on  the  old  Fife  House  site  on  the 
Victoria  Embankment  has  the  approval  of  this 
Association.  That  as,  in  the  opinion  of  the 
Association,  the  proposed  Museums  are  likely  to 
be  of  g^eat  benefit  to  England,  as  well  as  to 
India  and  the  Colonies,  one-half  of  the  expendi- 
ture required  for  establishing  them,  as  also  for 
their  future  maintenance,  should  be  paid  by  this 
country  ;  that  as,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Associa- 
tion, the  selection  of  the  site  for  the  proposed 
Museums  will  have  a  decisive  influence  on  their 
future  usefulness,  no  plan  will  be  at  all  satisfac- 
tory which  does  not  secure  their  establishment 
in  a  central  position,  where  they  will  be  easily 
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accessible  to  all  classes,  commercially  or  politi- 
cally interested  in  India  and  the  Colonies.  And 
further,  that,  in  the  opinion  of  this  Association, 
the  proposed  site  on  the  Victoria  Embankment 
satisfies  all  the  required  conditions.*' 

The  following  resolutions  were  unani- 
mously adopted  at  a  meeting  held  in 
the  Eg3rptian  Hall  in  the  Mansion 
House: — 1st.  Proposed  by  the  Bight 
Hon.  E.  Pleydell  Bouyerie,  seconded  by 
PhiHp  Twells,  Esq.,  M.P.— 

''  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  meeting,  it  is 
expedient  to  establish  in  London  an  Imperial 
Museum  for  the  Colonies  and  India,  and  that 
such  a  Museum  should  be  placed  in  a  central 
position,  easily  accessible  to  all  classes,  whether 
political,  commercial,  or  industrial." 

2nd  resolution.  Proposed  by  Alexander 
M^Arthur,  Esq.,  M.P.,  seconded  by 
Hugh  Matheson,  Esq. — 

**  That  the  proposal  to  establish  such  a  Mu- 
seum on  the  Victoria  Embankment  has  the  warm 
approval  of  this  meeting ;  and  that,  as  the  pro- 
posed Museum  is  calculated  to  be  of  great  use  to 
this  country  as  well  as  to  India  and  the  Colonies, 
it  is  the  opinion  of  this  meeting  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  take  tiie  necessary 
steps  to  aid  in  securing  its  establishment  on 
that  site." 

I  could  go  on  quoting  for  the  next  hour 
or  two  the  opinions  of  influential  bodies 
of  mercantile  men  upon  this  subject ; 
but  I  think.  Sir,  I  have  done  enough  to 
show  that  the  commercial  classes  take  a 
(Treat  interest  in  the  scheme  of  a  united 
Indian  and  Colonial  Museum.  But  I 
should  like  it  to  be  distinctly  understood 
that  although  I  think  it  would  be  greatly 
to  the  advantage  of  this  country,  of  its 
Colonies  and  Dependencies,  that  we 
should  haye  such  a  Museum,  and  al- 
though I  have  no  doubt  that  if  the  Go- 
vernment would  take  the  initiative  the 
Colonies  would  do  their  part,  I  am  not 
attempting  to  get  the  House  to  come  to 
any  Eesolution  on  this  subject  at  present. 
What  I  am  pleading  for  is  delay.  I  am 
most  unwilling  that  while  this  scheme  is 
being  discussed  in  the  country,  while 
men's  minds  are  becoming  more  and 
more  accustomed  to  the  idea  of  its  being 
necessary  to  have  what  may  be  called 
an  object-index  to  the  British  Empire 
in  the  Metropolis  of  the  British  Empire, 
India  should,  by  a  hurried  and  ill-con- 
sidered step,  be  put  at  a  disadvantage. 
If  she  disperse  her  Museum  now  she 
will  most  assuredly  be  obliged  to  repent 
at  leisure,  and  to  re-collect  it  when  she 
happens  to  have  Bulers  more  persuaded 
of   the  importance  of  visual  teaching 
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than    are    those  who  now    direct  her 
destinies.    Yisual  teaching  is  becoming 
every  day  more  popular.     In  all  direc- 
tions we  hear  the  complaint  that  educa- 
tion has  long  dealt  too  much  with  words, 
too  little  with  things.     If  I  were  asked 
what  I  thought  the  greatest  fault  of  our 
Indian  Civil  Service,  for  which  I  have  a 
very  high  admiration — an   admiration 
greatly  increased  by  having  seen  it  at 
work  in  India — ^I  should  say  that  its 
greatest  fault  was  a  want  of  power  to 
learn  by  the  eye,  a  want  of  curiosity 
about  the  objects  in  the  midst  of  which 
it  passed  its  life.     That  cannot  continue 
under  the  influence  of  the  new  educa- 
tional ideas  which  are  abroad ;  and  before 
a  generation  is  over,  if  the  Museum  is 
really  broken  up    and  dispersed,   the 
names  of  the  men  who  broke  up  and  dis- 
persed the  Indian  Museum  will  be  re- 
membered  with   execrations  from  one 
end  of  the  Peninsula  to  the  other.     I 
doubt  whether  it  would  be  possible  to 
make  a  better    investment   of   Indian 
money  than  by  conveying  a  real  feeling 
for  India  to  a  really  large  portion  of  the 
British  public.     Why,  what  is  the  only 
accusation   that   can  truly  be  brought 
against  us  as  a  nation  in  our  dealings 
with  India  ?    The  English  are  just,  say 
our   foreign  critics,   but  they  are  not 
sympathetic.    How,  then,  can  their  sym- 
pathy be  aroused  ?     We  cannot  take 
millions  of  our  people  to  India,  even  in 
this  day  of  travelling  facilities ;  but  we 
can  bring  India  to  millions  of  our  people 
— that  is  to  say,  we  can  bring  the  pic- 
turesque, interesting  side  of  India  into 
the  midst  of  them.     We  can  do  a  great 
deal    to  make  them  proud  of   ruling 
the  races  which  raised  the  temples  of 
Southern  India,  and  the  Junmia-Masjid, 
and  the  Pearl  Mosque  at  Agra,  and  that 
wonderful  Taj  Mahal,  which  leaves  all 
the   other  marvels  of  human  architec- 
ture, except  the  Parthenon,  at  so  great 
a  distance.  •  There  was  a  time  when 
much  could  be  done  by  the  cry  of  justice 
to  India.     In  the  days  of  Burke,  God 
knows !  there  was  reason  enough  for  it. 
Very  little  can,  I  think,  be  effected  by 
that  cry  now ;  for,  having  had  occasion 
to  look  at  the  relations  of  the  two  coun- 
tries from  the  Indian  and  English  side, 
and  more    from  the  English  than  the 
Indian  side,  I  have  come,  as  I  said  the 
other  day,  to  the  conclusion  that  if  we 
are  to  be  guided  by  bare  justice,  and  not 
by  kindly   feeling  towards  India,   the 

^r.  Grant  Duff 


demands  made  upon  her  by  England 
for  establishments  kept  up  for  the  joint 
advantage  of  the  two  Empires  will  not 
be  less,  but  greater.    The  time  will  come 
when  the  constituencies  will  begin  to 
realize  this,  and  when  they  do— if  we 
have  not  succeeded  in  creating  in  the 
mass  of  the  people  something  very  like 
a  romantic  interest  in  India,  and  farther, 
in  stimulating  the  power  of  India  to 
produce  things  of  all  kinds,  usefiil  to  the 
world,  which  are  not  easily  to  be  pro- 
vided elsewhere,  which  things  she  may 
exchange  against  our  products  to  our 
mutual  advantage— shall  we  not  one  day 
be  asked  in  very  angry  tones — What  is 
the  real  case  for  our  continuing  to  hold 
India  ?    Now,  I  want  to  know  by  what 
possible  process  we  can  create  the  kind 
of  interest  in  India,  which  I  woiild  fain 
see,  except  by  making  quite  familiar  to 
England  aU  that  is  most  beautiful,  and 
useful,  and  interesting  in  India  ?    And 
how  can  we  do  that  without  some  such 
institution  as  I  am  sketching — an  in- 
stitution to  which  may  be  given  the 
name  of  Indian  Museum,  or  anything 
else,  but  for  which  the  present  Indian 
Museum  and  Library,  after  proper  sift- 
ing, would  form  an  excellent  nucleus? 
But,  it  is  said,  India  is  wretchedly,  ab- 
jectly  poor.     She  cannot  do  anything 
but  exist.     She  cannot  afford  to  hare 
any  of  the  higher  adjuncta  and  instra- 
ments  of  government.     That  I  utterly 
deny.     That  is  just  as  foolish  an  exag- 
geration  as  was  the  exaggeration  of 
those  who  generalized  the  stories  they 
heard  of  the  splendour  of  the  Gbeat 
Mogul,  and  believed  that  India  was  a 
country  where  gold  and  diamonds  were 
as  common  aa  iron  and  flint  among  us. 
The  simple  truth  is  that  India  can  aJbrd 
everything   which  it   is  primarily  im- 
portant should  be  possessed  by  a  State 
in  her  circumstances.     And  I  maintain 
that  such  a  Museum  as  I  wish  to  see 
established  is  of  primary  importance  to  a 
State  in  her  drcumstancee.     She  must 
be  economical;  she  cannot  afford  any- 
thing like  luxurious  expenditure ;  hut 
as  little  can  she  afford  that  short-sighted 
parsimony  which  robs  to-morrow  of  a 
pound  to  save  a  penny  to-day.     What 
case  can  be  made  in  favour  of  breaking 
up  the  Museum  which  cannot  also  be 
made  against  getting  rid  of  the  library, 
in    so  far  as  it  is  not  a  mere  depart- 
mental libraiy  ?    If  Vandalism  is  to  be 
the  order  of  the  day,  why  not  cany  it 
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througli  all  proceedings  ?  Is  it,  perhaps, 
fliat  this  proposed  selling  of  the  Museum 
is  not  a  well-considered  piece  of  policy, 
bat  a  mere  impatient  cutting  of  an  official 
knot,  which  it  is  the  husiness  of  the  So- 
cretafy  of  State  in  Council  not  to  cut, 
bat  to  unwind  ?    The  Under  Secretary 
of  State,  in  reply  to  me,  will  not  be  able 
to  make  anything  of  the  expense  of  the 
present  Museum.    It  may  be  that  that 
expense  is  too  great ;  if  so,  diminish  it ; 
bat  a  large  diminution  of  the  expense 
is  entirely  compatible  with  keeping  to- 
gether everything  in  the  Museum  which 
ought  to  be  kept  together,  and  I  believe 
we  shall  learn,   in  the  course  of  this 
debate,  that  overtures  have  been  made 
to  the  Indian  Government  with  a  view 
to  the  keeping  together  of  the  Museum 
at  a  diminished  cost.     Nor  is  anything 
to  be  made  against  my  contention   by 
Baying  that  India  ought  not  to  be  at  the 
Mue  expense  of  keeping  up  a  Museum 
in  London.     I  think  I  could  prove  that 
if  the  Museum  had  been  put  on  the 
footing  and  located  in  the  place  which 
"would  have  best  suited  it,  it  might  have 
been  well  worth  India's  while  to  have 
Icept  it  up  at  her  own  expense.     But 
that  is  not  the  proposition  for  which  1 
am  now  contending.     I  am  contending 
xnerely  that  nothing  rash  should  now  be 
done  which  may  prevent  India's  coming 
to  an   arrangement  with  the  Imperial 
Government  for  a  joint  keeping  up  of  a 
ICuseum  which  may  be  for  the  joint 
l>enefit  of  the  whole  Empire.     Anyone 
vrho  likes  it  may  ring  the  changes  upon 
the  poverty  of  India  as  much  as  seems 
to  him  good ;  but  he  will  in  no  sort  of 
'Way  touch  my  argument  unless  he  can 
anoceed  in  showing  the  uselessness  of  an 
Indian  Museum,  arranged  according  to 
the  best  modem  principles,  and  explained 
as  all  Museums  intended  primarily  for 
the  instruction  of  the  people — and  not, 
like  the  British  Museum,  primarily  to 
advance  the  science  and  knowledge  pos- 
sessed by  the  leading  minds  of  humanity 
< — abould  be  explained,   by  trained  in- 
Btmctors,  as  they  are  in  Copenhagen,  the 
only  city  in  which,  so  far  as  I  am  aware, 
museums  are  thoroughly  worked    for 
popular  instruction.     If  anyone  can  suc- 
ceed in  demonstrating  that  I  have  no 
more  to  say,  except  that  if  he  succeeds 
be  will  upset  a  great  many  other  things 
beside  the  Indian  Museum.     He  will,  in 
fact,  turn  back  one  of  the  most  powerful 
currents   of  the    age— that    which    is 


running  in  favour  of  teaching  the  people 
not  exclusively  by  words,  but  also  oy 
things.  The  hon.  Gentleman  concluded 
by  moving  the  Resolution  of  which  he 
had  given  Notice. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  Icavo  out  from  the  word  "That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  having  regard  alike  to  the  traditions  of  our 
rule  in  India  and  to  the  expediency  of  establish- 
ing, at  an  early  period,  hy  the  joint  action  of 
the  Mother  Country,  it«  Colonies,  and  Depen- 
dencies, an  institution  in  which  the  productions 
of  all  those  Colonics  and  Dependencies  should 
be  adequately  represented,  it  is  undesirable  that 
the  Indian  Museum,  collected  at  great  cost  by 
the  East  India  Company,  and  taken  over  by  the 
Crown,  should  now  be  broken  up  and  distri- 
buted,"—(.V/-  Grant  Buff,) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  ''That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mr.  WILBEAHAM  EGERTON,  as 
one  of  the  general  public  interested 
in  the  Indian  Museum,  and  also  as  one 
interested  in  the  history  and  archseo- 
logy  o^  tbat  country,  where  he  had 
travelled,  desired  to  say  a  few  words 
in  support  of  the  Motion.  It  would 
be  most  short-sighted  policy  on  the 
part  of  the  Government  to  abolish  or 
disperse  the  collection,  because  it  was 
impossible  to  make  the  people  of  this 
country  properly  acquainted  with  the 
size,  wealth,  and  resources  of  the  Indian 
Empire,  unless  they  had  an  opportunity 
of  seeing  a  Museum  which  illustrated 
those  facts;  and  no  scheme  would  be 
satisfactory  which  separated  it  from  the 
library.  The  reason  why  so  few  persons 
visited  the  Indian  collections  at  South 
Kensington  was  that  they  were  placed 
in  galleries,  the  approaches  to  which 
contained  nothing  to  attract  people  or 
direct  them  further.  Nothing  could  be 
so  fatal  to  the  objects  of  the  Museum  as 
to  relegate  it  to  Kew,  which  was  too  re- 
mote for  popular  as  distinct  from  scientific 
interest.  The  Indian  Museum  ought  to  be 
in  an  easily  accessible  part  of  the  Metro- 
polis, and  within  a  short  distance  of  the 
library,  so  that  both  products  and  books 
could  be  referred  to  without  diflBculty. 
The  Commissioners  could  not  promote 
science  and  art  more  legitimately  than 
by  allowing  the  collections  to  remain  at 
8outh  Kensington  rent-free  until  an  ar- 
rangement could  be  come  to  between  the 
Treasury  and  the  India  Office.     A  sua^^ 
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of  £10,000  a-jear,  divided  between  the 
two  countries,  would  be  well  laid  out 
in  the  establishment  of  a  Museum  in 
a  central  part  of  the  Metropolis,  and 
it  would  6e  amply  repaid  by  our  in- 
creased knowledge  of  the  manufactures 
and  products  of  India,  and  by  the  greater 
interest  the  people  of  this  country  would 
take  in  that  country.  It  would  be  yery 
short-sighted  to  break  up  a  valuable 
Museum  for  the  sake  of  saving  that  sum. 
When  Indian  objects  had  been  exhibited 
at  Manchester  and  Derby  they  excited 
great  popular  interest ;  and  some  of  our 
textile  fabrics,  such  as  hangings  and 
carpets,  had  been  greatly  improved  by 
the  study  of  Indian  manufactures.  If  it 
were  worth  while  for  India  to  be  repre- 
sented at  International  Exhibitions,  it 
was  surely  worth  while  that  it  should 
have  a  permanent  exhibition  in  this 
country. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  said,  he  did  not  de- 
sire to  dispute  the  abstract  advantages 
of  Museums  in  general,  nor  of  an  Indian 
and  Colonial  Museum  in  particular; 
but  he  thought  the  question  of  cost  and 
its  incidence  were  somewhat  lost  sight 
of.  He  attended  the  City  meeting,  at 
which,  after  two  hours  of  speaking, 
being  asked  to  say  a  few  words,  he  ex- 
pressed a  desire  to  move  an  addition  to 
the  Resolution  to  the  effect  that  the  cost 
of  the  Museum  should  be  borne  by  Eng- 
land, and  not  by  India.  But  this  was 
not  entertained,  because  it  was  said  the 
question  of  cost  did  not  concern  the 
meeting.  It  did,  however,  concern  this 
House,  and  the  way  to  bring  it  home 
was  to  consider  what  would  be  said  if 
England  were  asked  to  bear  the  cost  of 
maintaining  corresponding  Museums  of 
English  products  in  Calcutta,  Bombay, 
and  Madras.  This  debate  furnished  an 
illustration  of  the  difficulties  to  be  en- 
countered by  any  Government  that  de- 
sired to  reduce  Indian  expenditure.  It 
was  easy  to  preach  economy  in  the 
abstract;  but  every  application  of  the 
doctrine  would  provoke  objections  from 
some  advocates  of  expenditure  who 
would  say — **  Look  somewhere  else  for 
economy."  In  the  event  of  the  Amend- 
ment of  the  hon.  Member  for  the  Elgin 
Burghs  being  adopted,  he  would  move 
at  the  end  of  the  Question  the  following 
words — 

'*  And  this  House  is  further  of  opinion  that  if 
it  should  be  decided,  in  opposition  to  the  recom- 
mendation of  the  Tndian  OoTcmment,  to  nuin- 
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tain  the  Indian  Museum  in  London,  the  expense 
of  such  a  Museum  ought  to  be  bonie  by  Eng- 
land, and  not  by  LiduL*' 

Mb.  LTON  PLAYFAIB  said,  he  had 
much  sympathy  with  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett ' , 
but  did  not  agree  with  him  to  the  full 
extent  of  the  recommendation  he  had 
made  to  the  House.      The  Council  of 
India  were  not  a  good  body  to  maintain 
and  conduct  the  Museum,  and  had  shown 
much  vacillation  of  purpose  in  regard  to 
it.      Nevertheless,  such  a  Museum  was 
extremely  valuable,  and  the  question  was 
whether  some  method  could  not  be  de- 
vised whereby  the  large  charge  of  £9,450 
a- year  on  the  finances  of  India  might  be 
largely  diminished?    He  believed  that 
£7,500  was  the  amount  of  the  legitimate 
Museum  expenses.    Such  a  Museum  was 
of  great  importance  to  our  Indian  Em- 
pire in  two  senses — in  a  political  sense, 
and  in  an  industrial  sense.     It  was  of 
great  importance  in  a  political   sense 
that  the  masters  of  Jndia — this  conntiy 
— should  take  an  interest  in  her  history, 
in  her  manners,  her  social  habits,  and  in 
her  industrial  relations  and  manufac- 
tures ;  and,  surely,  there  could  be  nothing 
more  likely  to  interest  this  country  than 
a  well-organized  and  properly  illustrated 
Museum,  by  which  we  could  understand 
how  much  civilization  had  advanced  in 
that  country,  and  see  that  the  Natifes 
were  by  no  means  the  barbarians  ve 
considered  them.  In  an  industrial  sense, 
the  Museum  had  a  double  use.    It  was 
useful  to  India,  because  England  was  a 
great  customer  of  India,  and  it  was  well 
that  there  should  be  a  complete  picture 
of  the  products  of  India  in  a  country 
which  bought  most  of  India's  goods  and 
manufactures.  It  was  useful  to  England, 
because  of  the  advantage  it  gave  in  the 
display  of  Oriental    art   and   designs, 
from  which  our  manufacturers  benefited. 
Therefore,  this  was  not  an  English  or  an 
Indian  question  alone,  but  a  question  of 
joint  interest,  and  it  was  acknowledged 
that  it  was  so  in  1875,  when  the  Trea&uiy 
intimated  to  the  India  Office  that  they 
would  be  prepared  to  consider  the  ne- 
cessity of  furnishing,  at  the  joint  ex> 
pense  of  England  and  India,  such  a 
Museum.     He  had  gone  into  the  ques- 
tion of  expense  with  those  who  had  con- 
siderable knowledge  of  museums;  and  he 
believed  that,  instead  of  the  absurd  sum 
of  £7,500  a-year,  the  cost  of  conducting 
this  Indian  Museum    should  only  be 
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£2,000.  If  the  Goyernment  asked  the  De- 
partment of  Science  and  Art,  they  would 
nad  that  the  Museum  could  be  managed 
and  much  improved  for  that  sum.  Then 
came  the  question  of  rental.  Much  had 
been  said  about  the  bad  position  of 
South  Kensington,  and  the  desirability 
of  having  the  Museum  in  a  central  posi- 
tion ;  but  such  a  position  could  not  be 
had  without  incurring  an  expense  which 
neither  Oovernment  cared  to  incur  at 
present.  The  question  was, .  whether 
they  could  not  by  simple  and  moderate 
means  avoid  scattering  the  Museum,  at 
least,  for  a  few  years,  until  the  finances 
of  both  countries  were  in  a  better  posi- 
tion ?  Being  a  Member  of  the  Executive 
Committee  of  the  Commissioners  of  the 
Exhibition  of  1851,  he  could  state — and 
he  was  revealing  no  secret  in  saying  so 
— ^that  the  RoyaJ  President  (the  Prince 
of  Wales)  had  written  to  the  Prime 
Minister  offering,  on  the  part  of  the  Com- 
missioners, to  make  facilities  for  keep- 
ing  the  collection  as  long  as  it  was  con- 
fidered  desirable  in  their  buildings,  at 
a  yery  great  reduction  of  the  rent,  should 
the  Government  desire  it.  If  the  Mu- 
seam  was  not,  at  present,  as  popular 
as  it  might  be,  there  was  no  wonder, 
because  there  were  no  catalogues,  and 
nothing  to  make  things  intelligible.  He 
was  sure  that  by  the  payment  of  £2,000 
a-year  on  the  part  of  the  Indian  Govern- 
ment the  Museum  could  be  put  on  a 
sound  basis  for  a  number  of  years ;  and 
he  hoped  the  Government  would  con- 
yinoe  the  Indian  Government  that  this 
was  not  the  time  to  scatter  a  Museum  of 
this  kind. 

Mb.  BERESFORD  HOPE  added  his 
earnest  request  to  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  India  not  to  adhere  to  so  pitiful 
a  policy  as  the  dissolution  of  our  national 
Indian  collection.  Let  it  not  go  out  to 
the  art-collecting  nations  of  Europe — to 
Paris,  Vienna,  and  St.  Petersburg — that 
for  £2,000  a  year  we  had  dispersed  an 
nnique  Museum  of  the  history,  arts,  and 
productions  of  that  Dependency  which 
was  our  special  boast  and  the  envy  of 
the  world.  What  would  be  the  infer- 
ence? That  England  must  be  very 
hard  up,  on  the  very  verge  of  bank- 
mptcy,  if  she  should  allow  such  a  thing 
to  be  done.  One  stroke  of  the  peu 
might  disperse  the  Museum ;  but  what 
would  eyer  bring  it  together  again  ?  As 
his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
%in  Burghs  (Mr.  Grant    Duff)   had 


pointed  out,  there  was  a  sentiment  in 
the  thing.  This  Museum  was  HO  years 
old.  It  went  back  to  the  great  days  of 
the  Wellesleys,  to  the  traditionary  his- 
tory of  India.  What  effect  must  the 
dispersion  have  upon  the  Native  mind, 
which  was  so  much  more  accessible  to 
sentiment  than  logic  ?  As  a  student  of 
art,  as  one  who  loved  science,  he  must 
implore  the  Government  not  to  have  set 
against  its  name  the  black  mark  of 
having  dispersed  a  Museum  which  had 
been  ripening  and  growing  for  more 
than  80  years — that  was,  since  we  could 
call  India  especially  our  own. 

Sir  EDWARD  COLEBROOKE  said, 
that  there  was  not  the  slightest  objec- 
tion on  the  part  of  the  gentlemen  con- 
nected with  India  that  this  collection 
should  be  kept  together.  The  great 
difficulty  the  Indian  Government  had 
felt  in  this  matter  had  been  due  to  the 
grand  and  costly  character  of  the  pro- 
posed plan  for  placing  the  Museum  on 
the  Thames  Embankment,  and  the  doubt 
as  to  who  was  to  bear  the  cost.  The 
real  question  was  on  whose  shoulders 
was  the  burden  to  fall,  and  the  two  Go- 
vernments might  determine  to  meet  each 
other  on  this  subject.  He  regretted  that 
the  question  should  be  mixed  up  with 
the  larger  question  of  a  Colonial  Museum, 
&om  which  it  stood  quite  apart.  If  the 
various  Colonies  came  forward  to  join  in 
such  a  scheme,  well  and  good;  but  now 
the  question  they  had  really  to  consider 
was  this  India  Museum.  He  deprecated 
in  the  strongest  way  any  shirking  of  the 
expense  of  maintaining  this  collection 
from  economical  motives.  If  that  were 
once  encouraged,  he  feared  that  the  next 
proposal  would  be  to  get  rid  of  the 
library.  If  the  Government  were  willing 
to  take  the  collection  into  the  British 
Museum  and  into  South  Kensington,  he 
trusted  that  by-and-bye  the  difficulty 
with  respect  to  the  cost  of  a  building 
would  not  be  insuperable,  and  that  the 
ratepayers  of  this  country  would  not  re- 
fuse to  bear  a  part  of  the  expense.  He 
sincerely  hoped  the  collection  would  not 
be  hastily  dispersed;  but  that  time 
would  be  taken  for  the  consideration  of 
some  plan. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  agreed  with 
those  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  urged 
the  Government  not  to  allow  the  Museum 
to  be  dispersed,  for,  if  that  was  the  case, 
''All  the  Queen's  horses  and  all  the 
Queen's  men''   would    never    put  th« 
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Indian  Museum  together  again.  In  the 
India  Office  there  were  a  number  of 
interesting  pictures  representing  Shah 
Jehan,  Aurungzebe.  and  other  former 
Eulers  of  India.  He  suggested  that 
in  the  re-arrangement  of  the  India 
Museum  those  pictures  should  be  placed 
in  a  proper  position  where  the  public 
could  see  them. 

Mr.  W.   E.   FORSTER  hoped  this 
short  discussion  would  haVe  a  practical 
result.     At  present,  the  sum  of  £9,000 
a-jear  was  paid  at  the  expense  of  India 
to  keep  up  a  Museum  which  he  believed 
was  as  good  as  it  appeared  to  be  badlj 
managed.  This  was  not  a  state  of  things 
to  be  regarded  with  any  pleasure.     In 
his  opinion,  it  was  rather  mean  to  make 
the  Indian    Government    pay  for  the 
maintenance  of  the  Museum  if  it  felt 
unable  to  do  so.    On  the  other  hand, 
the   Indian    Government    proposed    to 
break  up  the  Museimi,  and  he  should 
be  very  sorry  to  see  that  happen.     Such 
a  result  would,  in  his  judgment,  be  dis- 
advantageous both  to  England  and  to 
India.     Perhaps  his  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Grant  Duff)  might  have  exaggerated  the 
advantages  of  the  Museum;  but,  still, 
we  ought  not  altogether  to  disregard 
them.     By  object-lessons  of  this  kind 
we  kept  up  popular  and  public  interests; 
and  when  we  were  considering  the  in- 
terests of  India  we  must  bear  in  mind 
that  it  was  the  English   people   who 
ruled  India,  and  that  it  was  aesfrable 
that  they  should  have  everything  which 
would  give  them  an  intelligent  interest 
in  the  welfare  of  India.    The  exhibition 
of  those  ancient  monuments  of  India, 
and  other  works  of  Indian  art,  would 
keep  up  that  interest,  and  make  us  feel 
what  our  duties  were  towards  the  enor- 
mous population  of  India.     That  alone 
appeared  to  him  to  furnish  very  good 
grounds  for  not  breaking  up  the  India 
Museum.     The  proposal  of  the  Under 
Secretary  involved  an  enormous  reduc- 
tion as  compared  with  the  total  amount 
expended  on  the  Museum ;  because,  in- 
stead   of    expending    £9,000,    it    was 
proposed  to   expend  only   £2,000.     It 
would  be  decidedly  to  the  interest  of 
India  if  this  Museum  were  kept  up  for 
a  few  years,  rather  than  that  it  should 
be  broken  up  and  scattered.     The  ques- 
tion was,  how  that  plan  could  be  carried 
out  ?  If  the  Museum  were  placed  under 
the    direction    of  the    Department   of 
Science  and  Art,  it  would  be  in  the  hands 
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of  a  body  who  really  understood  bow  it 
might  be  improved.     They  knew  very 
well  that  the  South  Kensington  Museom 
was  almost  the  most  popular  place  in 
the    world.     He  had  no  doubt  if  the 
Trustees  of  the  Museum  had  the  manage- 
ment of  the  India  Museum  they  would 
make  it  far  more  attractive,  and  there- 
fore far  more  useful,  than  it  was  at  the 
present  moment.     He  therefore  hoped 
the  Government  would  not  pledge  them- 
selves to  prevent  this  offer  from  being 
taken  fully  into  consideration.     On  the 
other  hand,  he  did  not  think  it  a  right 
thing  that  India  should  pay  this  £9,000 
for  the  Museum,  seeing  the  very  little 
benefit  she  had  received  from  it.     He 
quite  sympathized  with  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Hackney  that    the    House  of 
Commons  ought  not  to  check  the  Indian 
Government  in  effecting  economies ;  and 
he  hoped,   if  this  offer  was  found  to 
answer,    that    the    Chancellor    of    the 
Exchequer  would  not  be  unwilling  to 
allow  the  £2,000  to  be  paid  out  of  the 
English  Exchequer  towards  the  mainte- 
nance of  this  important  Museum. 

Mr.  E.  STANHOPE  remarked,  that 
the  operative  part  of  the  hon.  Gentleman's 
Resolution    referred    specially    to    the 
Indian  Museum ;  but  the  remainder  of 
his  Resolution,  and  the  greater  part  of 
his  speech,  referred  to  a  scheme  of  a  far 
wider  character.     It  was  a  great  Im- 
perial   scheme,    and    was  part  of  the 
scheme  put  forward  originaUy  by  Dr. 
Forbes  Watson,  whose  imagination  had 
soared  so  high  as  to  lead  him  to  propose 
the  establishment,  on  the  most  expensive 
site  in  London,  of  a  great  Museum  to  be 
mainly  paid  for  by  India,  where  lectures 
were  to  be  delivered,  and  he  did  not 
know  what  else  done  at  the  expense  of 
the  unfortunate  taxpayers  of  India.  That 
scheme  had  met  with  a  great  deal  of 
approval  in  some  quarters  in  that  House ; 
but  whether  it  were  realized  or  not  it 
would  not  be  fair  to  charge,  and  he  did 
not  believe  the  people  of  England  woidd 
ever  charge,  the  cost  upon  the  Revenues 
of  India.    The  hon.  Member  for  the 
Elgin  Burghs  said  that  if  such  a  plan 
were  to  be  carried  into  effect  the  co-ope- 
ration of  the  Asiatic  Society  might  be 
relied  upon.     The  belief  at  the  India 
Office    was    that  the   reason  why  the 
Asiatic  Society  had  not  been  able  to 
make  grater  advances  was  because  this 
visionary  scheme  of  a  central  Museum 
was  being  constantly  dangled   before 


1741 


3%4  Indian 


(July  81,  1879)       Mwum.—R^tolutum.      1742 


the  e^es  of  the  public.  He  believed 
that  if  sach  an  idea  were  knocked  on 
the  head  private  enterprize  would  come 
fbrward,  and  endeavours  would  be 
made  at  once  to  enlarge  the  scope  of 
die  Asiatic  Society  and  put  some  of 
its  functions  on  a  more  satisfactory 
basis.  The  hon.  Member  said  that  if  we 
did  not  adopt  his  scheme  we  ought  to 
sell  the  Museum  and  thus  get  rid  of  it. 
Xhat  was  not,  however,  the  view  taken 
by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  India,  who 
attached  great  value  to  this  collection, 
and  who  believed  that  the  great  objects 
which  he,  and  he  believed  most  Members 
of  that  House,  had  at  heart  could  be 
secured,  without  any  cost  to  the  Be- 
venues  of  India,  by  the  scheme  which 
he  was  now  considering.  What  was  the 
condition  of  the  Indian  Museum  at  the 
present  time  ?  Practically,  in  spite  of 
its  great  interest,  it  was  very  little 
visited.  The  proposal  under  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
India  was  altogether  misunderstood  by 
several  hon.  Gentlemen  who  had  taken 
part  in  this  debate.  The  objects  of  that 
proposal  were — first,  to  make  the  Mu- 
seum more  generally  useful  to  the  public ; 
and,  secondly,  to  make  portions  of  the 
collection  available  to  different  localities 
of  the  United  Kingdom  of  Qreat  Britain 
and  Ireland,  where  they  could  be  seen 
to  advantage.  Lastly,  they  wished  to 
effect  those  objects  without  any  charge 
on  the  Bevenues  of  India.  When  they 
came  to  consider  the  scheme  there  were 
one  or  two  points  on  which  there  would 
be  no  difference  of  opinion.  Hardly 
anybody  would  dispute  that  it  would  be 
much  to  the  advantage  of  the  economic 
section  of  the  collection  that  it  should 
be  transferred  to  Kew.  At  Kew,  under 
the  charge  and  the  skilled  direction  of 
Sir  Joseph  Hooker,  who  had  already  an 
admirable  collection  of  similar  objects 
relating  to  India,  the  public  would 
have  before  them  a  complete  exhibition 
of  that  class  of  the  products  of  India. 
Kew  was  a  place  which  was  visited  every 
fear  by  many  thousands  of  persons,  and 
it  was  not  less  accessible  than  South 
Kensington.  Then  they  came  to  the 
Ecological  part  of  the  collection.  W^hen 
theNatural  History  Museum  was  finished 
it  South  Kensing^n  it  would  be  to 
everybody's  advantage  to  transfer  to  the 
lathorities  at  South  Kensington,  and 
Biake  as  complete  as  possible,  the  zoolo- 
Bpcal  collection ;  and  it  would  be  hardly 
Sssirable  that  thej  should  keep  up  their 


small  collection  of  stuffed  birds  and 
animals  where  they  had  no  persons  pro- 
perly qualified  to  explain  them.  They 
then  came  to  the  remainder  of  the  col- 
lection. The  plan  adopted  by  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  in  Council  was  to  appoint  a 
I  Special  Committee  of  the  India  Office  to 
consider  the  best  means  of  carrying  out 
the  objects  he  had  just  indicated.  That 
Committee  would  be  very  glad  to  receive 
suggestions  from  those  who  wished  to 
offer  any.  They  would  read  with  great 
interest  what  had  been  said  in  the  House 
to-night,  and  he  hoped  that  Gentlemen 
taking  a  special  interest  in  portions  of 
the  collection,  like  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cheshire  (Mr.  W.  Egertou),  would  kindly 
communicate  with  them  on  the  matter 
and  give  them  the  benefit  of  their  ex- 
perience and  advice.  But  the  instruc- 
tions which  the  Secretary  of  State  had 
given  to  that  Committee  were  that  they 
should  do  everything  in  their  power,  in 
the  recommendations  which  they  might 
make  to  him,  to  retain  tlie  special  Indian 
character  of  that  collection.  It  might 
have  been  desirable  to  transfer  the  whole 
of  the  collection  bodily  to  the  British 
Museum,  the  authorities  of  which  would 
be  glad  to  take  it  upon  the  condition  of 
giving  it  a  distinctively  Indian  character ; 
but  that  idea  was  not  entertained  by 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  as 
the  best  course  to  be  adopted,  be- 
cause he  had  in  view  another  plan, 
which  was  that  certain  portions  of  the 
collection — certain  duplicates — ought  to 
be  made  available  for  the  local  Museums 
in  the  Provinces.  There  was  no  possible 
means  at  the  British  Museum  for  carry- 
ing out  such  an  object  as  that ;  but  at 
South  Kensington  they  had  a  machinery 
ready  to  their  hand  for  the  purpose.  It 
had  been  suggested — and  the  suggestion 
was  now  before  the  Special  Committee 
to  which  he  had  referred  —  that  the 
ancient  sculptures  which  were  of  a  simi- 
lar descri2)tion  to  those  already  exhibited 
at  the  British  Museum  should  be  trans- 
ferred to  the  British  Museum,  and 
that  the  illustrations  of  contemporary 
art  should  be  transferred  to  the  South 
Kensington  authorities.  But  they  were 
now  told  by  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man opposite  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  that 
the  Commissioners  for  the  Exhibition 
of  1851  were  about  to  make  an  offer 
as  to  what  they  were  prepared  to 
do  towards  meeting  the  objeota  . 
the  Secretary  of  State  in  '^ 
and    he    understood    that   tba  • 
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missioners  were  prepared  to  reduce  very 
considerably  the  rent  charged  for  the 
building  in  which  the  Museum  was  at 
present  placed.  That  was  a  proposal 
which  should  properly  be  submitted  to  the 
Committee  which  was  now  sitting ;  but 
he  was  not  prepared  to  say  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  would  entertain  any  pro- 
posal that  £2,000  a-year  should  be  taken 
from  the  Indian  Revenues  for  the  main- 
tenance of  that  Museum.  When  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  talked  of  its  being 
perfectly  easy  to  keep  up  that  Museum 
at  the  rate  of  £2,000  a-year  he  appeared 
to  overlook  the  miscellaneous  character 
of  the  Museum  they  had  now.  Take  the 
coins,  for  example.  What  was  the  use 
of  having  a  collection  of  coins  when  they 
had  nobody  who  was  at  all  competent  to 
give  them  advice  as  to  arranging  and 
improving  the  collection  ? 

Me.  LYON  PLAYFATB  explained, 
that  what  he  had  said  was  that  the  ad- 
ministration at  South  Kensington  could 
do  it  for  £2,000. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  :  That  was  a 
point  which  would  be  considered  by  the 
Committee  appointed  by  the  Secretary 
of  State.  But  if  those  things  were  to  be 
taken  over  by  the  South  Kensington 
Museum,  and  to  be  used  for  exhibition 
to  the  people  of  this  country,  and  also  to 
be  sent  through  the  Provinces,  why  should 
not  the  people  of  this  country  do  it  for 
themselves  ?  Therefore,  the  suggestion 
to  be  considered  was  whether  they  could 
not  endeavour  to  make  some  arrange- 
ment with  the  South  Kensington  autho- 
rities, or  with  the  British  Museum,  for 
the  transfer  of  the  collection  to  them, 
so  that  the  Indian  Bevenues  would 
ultimately  be  entirely  free  firom  that 
charge.  He  confessed  that  he  was  sorry 
to  hear  the  sneers  which  had  been  in- 
dulged in  at  the  Gbvemment's  attempts 
to  economize.  But  economy  was  not  uie 
main  ground  of  their  action  in  that  mat- 
ter. They  believed  that  it  would  end  in 
the  exhibition  being  much  better  shown 
to  the  public ;  but  if  they  could  save 
£5,000  a-year  it  would  be  of  great  ad- 
vantage. He  might  add  that  their 
maintenance  of  that  Museum  had  led 
them  into  another  extravagance; because 
whenever  an  International  Exhibition 
was  held  anywhere  the  Indian  Gbvem- 
ment  had  been  asked  to  make  a  con- 
siderable contribution  towards  it.  In 
conclusion,  the  Gk>vemment  believed' 
that  that  collection  might  be  made  one 
that  would  really  instruct  and  amuse  the 

Mr.  B.  BUnkop^ 
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English  public,  and  that,  instead  of 
being,  as  at  present,  passive,  it  mi^lit  be 
brought  into  active  l^e  ;  and  with  that 
view  he  hoped  the  House  would  not 
pass  a  Hesolution  which  was  calculated 
in  any  way  to  hamper  the  action  of 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  India  in 
Council. 

Sib  JOHN  LUBBOCK  observed,  that 
he  had  not  understood  Dr.  Forbes  Wat- 
son to  have  proposed  that  the  whole 
expense  of  a  great  Indian  and  Colonial 
Museum  should  fall  upon  India,    but 
that  the  different  parts  of  the  Empire 
should  contribute  to  the  scheme  in  fair 
roportions.     His  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
er  for  Elgin  (Mr.   Chrant  DufiT)   had 
urged,  very  justly,  as  he  thought,  that 
when  a  project  of  that  sort  was  before 
the  public  and  was  supported  by  large 
numbers  of  their  count^men  in  all  parts 
of  the  Kingdom,  it  was  a  very  unhappy 
moment  to  take  for  breaking  up  their 
Indian  collection.     No  one,  he  supposed, 
would  deny  that  it  would  be  a  great  ad- 
vantage for  India   if   we  knew   more 
about  her  position  and  wants — ^if  we  had 
all,   for  instance,   been  able  to  spend 
some  time  there.    Now,  a  Museum  such 
as  was  contemplated  by  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Grant  Duff)  was  a  sort  of  epitome 
of  the  country,  and  though,  of  course, 
only  imperfectly,  would  to  a  certain  ex- 
tent remedy  the  defect,  and  be  for  the 
advantage  of  both  countries.     No  one 
had  a  higher  appreciation  than  he  had 
of  the  valuable  services  of  Sir  Joseph 
Hooker;  but,  as  the  Under  Secretary 
had  told  them,  at  Kew  they  already  had 
a  most  admirable  collection;  and  the 
same  remark  applied  to  a  great  extent 
with  regard  to  the  British  Museum.    No 
doubt,  if  that  collection  were  really  to  be 
broken  up,  the  Trustees  of  the  British 
Museum  would  gladly  receive  it,   stiU 
this  would  involve  some  expense.  There 
was    the    great   collection    of    ancient 
marbles.    The  buildings  for  the  British 
Museum  had  not  been  constructed  with 
reference  to  them,  and  they  would  oc- 
cupy a  considerable  amount  of  space. 
The  views  he  advocated  were   by  no 
means  confined  to  scientific  men.     The 
Association     of     Chambers    of     Com- 
merce in  the  United  Kingdom,  in  their 
Memorial  to  the  Government,  directed 
particular  attention  to  the  case  of  jute, 
the  importation  of  which,  though  now 
amounting  to  several  millions,  was  alto- 
gether a  creation  of  the  last  80  yean. 
It  might  be  said  that  if  India  prodviosd 
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•omeihing  that  we  wanted,  or  vice  verad, 
we  were  sure  to  find  it  out  sooner  or 
later;  it  was  only  a  question  of  time. 
!niat  was  true,  but  time  was  everything. 
We  owed  our  commercial  position  very 
greatly  to  the  rapid  utilization  of  new 
materials  and  new  processes ;  and,  more- 
over, the  existence  of  such  a  Museum 
might  actually  create  markets  for  the 
productions  of  India.     It  might,    and 

Cobably  would,  tend  in  that  direction, 
th  by  raising  and  developing  the  skill 
of  the  workmen  in  India,  and  by  creating 
in  this  country  a  market  for  high -class 
Indian  productions.  Moreover,  the  evi- 
dence of  the  high  appreciation  in  which 
first-rate  Native  work  would  be  held  in 
England  would  re-act  on  India  itself,  and 
peraaps  stem  the  debasement  of  Indian 
art,  resulting  from  a  mistaken  intro- 
duction of  European  fashions,  and  create 
a  better  appreciation  of  the  indigenous 
art.  The  Memorial  adopted  by  the 
Working  Men's  Club  and  Institutes  of 
London  gave  evidence  as  to  the  opi- 
nions entertained  by  working  men.  They 


«  As  artizans  desirous  of  improving  our  artistic 
taite  and  industrial  knowledge,  we  consider  it 
highly  desirable  that  we  should  have  free  and 
ready  access  to  the  admirable  specimens  of  In- 
dian workmanship  to  be  found  in  the  India 
Mnseam.  The  natural  products  and  maniifac- 
taree  of  that  collection  throw  great  light  upon 
handicrafts  in  which  we  are  engaged,  and  are 
calculated  to  promote  our  technical  knowledge." 

For  his  own  part,  he  should  not  object 
to  the  Amendment  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Hackney  (Mr.  Fawcett).  It  could 
not  be  denied  that  the  Museum  would 
be  an  advantage  to  England  as  well  as 
to  India.  But  whether  this  were  so  or 
noty  clearly  the  saving — the  mere  pecu- 
niary saving — to  India  must  be  quite  in- 
finitesimal, and  over  and  over  again 
outweighed  by  the  advantages  the  Mu- 
seum afforded. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said,  that 
he  also,  as  a  Member  of  the  Indian 
Council  when  the  Museum  was  estab- 
lished, had  listened  with  great  regret 
to  the  ''no  surrender"  speech  of  the 
Under  Secretary;  As  for  the  Asiatic  So- 
ciety, notwithstanding  what  it  owed  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  North  Lanarkshire 
(Sir  Edward  Colebrooke),  it  was  quite 
incapable  of  undertaking  the  great  task 
of  maintaining  and  managing  the  Mu- 
seum. The  right  hon.  Member  for  Edin- 
burgh University  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair) 
was  very  hard  on  the  Indian  Council 


when  this  Museum  at  South  Kensington 
was  established.  The  views  of  the  Coun- 
cil were,  in  fact,  those  expressed  by  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  and  others  in  this 
debate.  They  thought  it  most  desirable 
that  there  should  be  a  great  Indian 
Museum,  and  that  it  should  be  estab- 
lished in  England ;  but  they,  unfortu- 
nately, fell  into  the  hands  of  the  body 
to  whom  his  right  hon.  Friend  belonged, 
and  who  were,  no  doubt,  a  wise  and 
useful  body,  but  who  considered  it  their 
duty  to  drive  an  exceedingly  hard  bar- 
gain with  the  India  Ofiice,  and  to  claim 
an  exorbitant  rent  for  the  Museum 
premises,  in  addition  to  excessively  high 
charges  for  gas,  heating,  &c.  There 
was  no  denying  that  the  Museum  at 
South  Kensington  had  been  a  failure, 
and  these  charges,  he  was  afraid,  were 
among  the  causes.  He  suggested  that 
a  deal  of  trash  which  the  Museum  con- 
tained should  be  destroyed,  that  dupli- 
cate exhibits  should  be  given  to  country 
institutions,  and  that  some  of  the  scien- 
tific objects  should  also  be  given  a^ay, 
leaving  a  valuable  nucleus,  partly  econo- 
mical and  partly  industrial,  for  retention 
by  the  Government,  and  for  develop- 
ment when  less  was  spent  on  spirited 
foreign  policies  and  more  on  things  use- 
ful to  the  people  at  home.  He  hoped 
that,  some  day  or  other,  they  would 
have  an  Indian  Museum  worthy  of  the 
name. 

Mr.  E.  JENKINS  said,  it  seemed, 
from  the  statement  of  the  Under  Secre- 
tary, that  South  Kensington  was  destined 
to  gobble  up  the  Indian  Museum.  K 
this  took  place,  it  would  result  in  the 
expenditure  of  far  more  money,  because 
they  would  be  asked  to  erect  a  special 
building  for  it  at  South  Kensington,  at  a 
cost  of  some  £60,000,  which  would  after- 
wards mount  up  to  £250,000.  If  this 
took  place,  and  he  were  alive  and  in  the 
House,  he  would  protest  against  it. 

Mr.  grant  duff  asked  leave  to 
withdraw  his  Resolution. 

Lord  ELCHO  hoped  the  Report  of 
the  Committee,  which  had  been  referred 
to  by  the  Under  Secretary,  would  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  before 
any  final  steps  were  taken  in  the  matter. 

Mr.  E.  stanhope  could  not  accede 
to  this  request,  which  would  have  the 
effect  of  deferring  all  action  in  the 
matter  for  a  year. 

Amendment,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
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Main  Question,  ''That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

Wat?s  and  Means — considered  in  Com- 
mittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Resolved^  That,  towards  raising  the  Sup- 
ply granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  be  authorized  to  raise 
any  sum,  not  exceeding  £3,000,000,  by  an  issue 
of  Exchequer  Bonds,  Exchequer  Bills,  or  Trea- 
sury Bills. 

(2.)  Resolved^  That  the  principal  of  all  Exche- 
quer Bonds  which  may  be  so  issued  shall  be 
paid  off  at  par,  at  the  expiration  of  any  period 
not  exceeding  three  years  from  the  date  oi  such 
Bonds. 

(3.)  Resolved^  That  the  interest  of  all  such 
Exchequer  Bonds  shall  be  paid  half-yearly,  and 
shall  be  charged  upon  and  issued  out  of  the 
Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom,  or 
the  growing  produce  thereof. 

House  resumed. 

Resolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrow ^ 
at  Two  of  the  clock  ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow ^  at 
Two  of  the  clock. 

SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

NAVY— PROFESSIONAL    OFFICERS    IN 
THE  DOCKYARDS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  T.  BEASSEY,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention  to  the  responsibilities,  rank,  and 
emoluments  of  the  professional  officers 
in  Her  Majesty's  Naval  Yards,  said, 
the  position  of  the  Constructive  Depart- 
ments in  our  Dockyards  was  by  no  means 
an  unimportant  question,  for  if  the  con- 
structors of  the  Navy  were  inefficient 
our  dockyard  management  would  be  a 
failure.  Our  ships  would  be  too  costly, 
or  they  would  be  badly  built.  On  these 
two  cardinal  points  of  cost  and  work- 
manship the  Constructors  were  solely 
responsible.  It  was  laid  down  in  the 
well-known  Memorandum  of  Sir  Spencer 
Bobinson,  which  was  prepared  for  the 
Duke  of  Somerset's  Committee  on  the 
Board  of  Admiralty,  that  the  Superin- 
tendent was  in  no  sense  responsible  for 
the  quality  or  the  cost  of  the  work  done 
in  the  Dockyards.  He  was  the  vehicle 
through  which  orders  passed  from  the 
Admiralty  to  the  heads  of  Departments ; 
but  if  a  work  which  ought  to  have  been 
done  for  £10,000  cost  £16,000,  he  was 


not  called  upon  to  account  for  this  ezceas. 
When  a  question  was  asked  be  directed 
the  master  shipwright  to  reply.  All  the 
Naval  Superintendents  who  were  exa- 
mined by  the  Dockyard  Commiaaionen 
in  1860  took  a  similar  view  of  their  posi- 
tion. The  inquiry  into  the  loss  of  the 
Megara  brought  out  distinctly  the  sole 
responsibility  of  the  professional  afficen 
for  advising  the  Captain  Superintendent 
and,  through  him,  the  Board  of  Adminltjr, 
as  to  the  seaworthiness  of  a  ship  for  any  ' 
voyage  or  service  that  she  was  to  lmde^ 
take.  He  wished  distinctly  to  diaclaim 
any  desire  to  see  the  Navid  Superinten- 
dents of  Dockyards  superseded  by  ciri- 
lians.  But  it  was  obyiously  moat  im- 
portant that  the  Constructors  should  be 
qualified  to  bear  the  weight  of  reaponii- 
bility  thrown  upon  them.  They  ahoold 
be  men  of  education,  technical  know- 
ledge, and  experience,  and  with  abilitj 
to  £rect  the  labours  of  large  bodies  iH 
men;  and  he  asked  the  House  serionaly 
to  consider  whether  the  rank  andemoln- 
ments  of  these  officers  were  sufficient  to 
command  in  all  cases  men  of  the  neces- 
sary qualifications  for  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. The  unsatisfactory  position  of  the 
Constructors  was  described  by  Mr.  OliTer 
Lang,  the  able  Master  Shipwright  at 
Chatham,  in  his  evidence  before  the  Dock- 
yard Commission  in  1860,  who  said— 

*'  I  do  not  object  to  a  considerable  infasioo  of 
the  working  dass,  and  their  being  allowed  to 
rise  to  the  highest  offices  in  the  branch.  I 
complain  that  the  sons  of  g^tlemen  are  that 
out  entirely.'* 

No  substantial  change  had  been  made 
in  the  system  of  recruiting  officera  for 
the  Constructor's  Department  since  Mr. 
Lang's  evidence  was    given.     It  waa 
stated  by  Mr.  Barnes,  the  Surveyor  of 
Dockyards,  in  his  evidence  before  the 
Stores    Committee,    that    the    preaent 
master  shipwrights,  in  almost  all  caaea, 
had  been  originally  entered  as  appren- 
tices in  the  Dockyards.     The  position  of 
the  professional  officers  of  the  I)ockyard8 
was    the  subject  of  very  serious  con- 
sideration on  the  part  of  the  Committee 
on  Dockyard  Economy,  of  which  Ad- 
miral Smart  was  the  Chairman.    That 
Committee  had  recommended  that  the 
status  of  the  civil  officers  in  Dockyards 
should  be  raised.     The  line  between  the 
employers  and  the  employed  had  been 
very  indistinctly  drawn,  and  there  had 
been  a  tendency  to  class  the  chief  pro- 
fessional officers  among  the  employed. 
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The  maBter  shipwrighta  and  chief  engi- 
users  should  tnoncefornard  be  looked 
upon  as  commissioned  officers,  and  be 
eonmdered  as  identified  with  the  Ad- 
miralty as  the  directors  or  employers  of 
the  laboar,  and  not  with  those  who 
executed  the  actual  manual  labour. 
mperior  position  in  society  and  a  suporior 
edacation would  always  havo  their  weif^ht 
when  placed  in  a  proper  position.  The 
Oommissio&ers  who  conducted  the 
qaii7  into  the  loss  of  the  Sleg(tra  made 
some  strong  obserrations  on  this  point. 
They  said — 

"  We  feci  compelled  to  remark  that  wn  i^a,^  _ 
brmed,  howeTcr  unwillingly,  an  unfoToumblo 
opinion  aa  to  the  mode  in  which  thp  ndniiniS' 
tntion  ol  HerMsjeaty'a  Dockyards  is  gcntrally 
randncted.  The  ofiLcora  appear  to  us  too  ofton 
lo  IWTe  dona  no  more  than  CHCh  of  thorn  thought 
it  yna  abaotutely  ncceuary  to  do,  following  a 
blind  roatina  in  tho  discharge  of  their  datics, 
ud  Mting  almost  ai  if  it  was  thoir  main  object 
to  s*oid  raiponaibility." 
What  had  been  done  since  those  Boports 
were  presented  to  stimulate  the  zeal 
of  the  professional  officers  in  the  Dock- 
jarda?  The  Master  Shipwright  was 
now  oaUed  Chief  Constructor,  but  was 
■till  subordinate  to  the  Master  Atten- 
dant. The  head  of  the  Shipbuilding 
Department,  who,  at  Portsmouth,  for 
example,  had  from  4,000  to  5,000  men 
under  him,  ranked  below  the  head  of 
the  Bigging  Department,  who  had  only 
440  men  under  his  orders.  Sir  Houston 
Stewart  had  very  justly  called  attention 
to  this  anomaly.  While  their  relative 
rank  remained  unchanged,  only  a  trifling 
addition  had  been  made  to  the  salary 
of  the  professional  officers.  He  would 
take  Portsmouth  as  an  example.  In 
1868-9  the  salary  of  the  Chief  Constructor 
iras  £700  a-year,  and  that  of  the  Chief 
Engineer  £650  ;  together,  £1,350.  At 
that  time  3,460  men  were  employed  in 
&e  Dockyards,  their  wages  amounting 
to  £210,268.  In  1879-80  tho  salary  of 
the  Chief  Constructor  was  increased  to 
£850,  but  that  of  the  Chief  Engineer  was 
reduced  to  £534  a-year,  the  joint  salaries 
)f  the  responsible  heads  of  the  two  great 
lepartments  of  the  Dockyard  being 
£1,384,  or  an  increase  of  £34  only  on 
he  total  amount  paid  10  years  before. 
[o  the  meanwhile,  the  number  of  men 
lad  been  raised  to  4,1(61 — an  increase  of 
[,500  in  number,  their  wages  amounting 
a  £326,000,  or  an  increase  of  £116,000 
i-year.  He  had  referred  to  the  case  of 
m  Xtgtera  as  an  example  of  the  disasters 


that  might  occur  from  neglect  of  duty ; 
but  neglect  of  duty,  in  the  form  of 
omission  to  do  a  thing  which  ought  to 
hoTO  been  done,  was,  happily,  a  rare 
occurrence  in  Her  Majesty  s  Dockyards. 
Extravagance  and  waste  in  going  beyond 
the  necessity  of  the  case  in  the  matter  of 
alterations  and  repairs  were  far  more 
common,  and  wo  had  dono  nothing  to 
encourage  thrift  and  economy.  The 
results  that  necessarily  followed  had  been 
pointed  out,  not  only  by  Committees 
and  CommisHions,  but  by  independent 
critics  of  great  authority.  Admiral 
Smart's  Committee  bad  referred  to  this 
question  in  their  Beport.  They  thought 
that  too  little  regard  had  been  paid  to 
coat,  as  distinguished  from  workmanship, 
and  they  recommended  that  some  tan- 
gible mode  should  be  provided  by  which 
any  officer  could  be  able  to  claim  the 
credit  of  public  approbation  for  any 
economy  to  the  Public  Service  which  had 
been  obtained  by  his  good  management. 
Persons  accustomed  to  administrative 
business  would  readily  concur  in  the  ob- 
servation of  Lord  Clarence  Paget,  that — 
"Where  one  Dockyard  ia  found  to  conduct  its 
bunnciw  more  eeonomically  than  another  iC 
Hhoutd  bo  an  imdorslood  thinf;  that  the  ofliwra 
of  that  Yard,  who  had,  by  their  attention  to 
theBO  important  matters,  caused  a  saviug  of 
public  money,  shauld  be  advanced — that  en- 
couragement should  be  girc 


Nothing,  however,  had  been  done  to 
carry  out  that  suggestion.  No  instance 
had  occurred  of  an  officer  having  been 
dismissed  or  suffering  a  loss  of  salary 
for  extravagance,  nor  had  any  officer 
been  promoted  or  pecuniarily  rewarded 
for  economical  administration.  There 
was  no  equitable  principle  in  the 
amounts  of  the  salaries  awarded  to  the 
Chief  Constructors  at  tho  several  Yards. 
The  Chief  Constructor  at  Portsmouth 
received  £850  for  supervision  over  an 
annual  expenditure  of  £326,191  on 
wages,  and  probably  an  equal  amount  on 
stores.  The  Chief  Constructor  at  Pem- 
broke had  £700  a-yoar  for  supervision 
over  a  body  of  men  whose  aggregate 
wages  amounted  to  £97,000.  In  con- 
nection with  this  subject,  he  would  call 
attention  to  the  strong  representations 
which  had  been  made  by  Admirals  Hall, 
Chamberlain,  Followes,  and  Sir  Cooper 
Key,  to  the  Committee  on  Stores  as  to  the 
great  importance  of  constant  personal 
supervision  of  the  work  in  progreM  on 
the  parte  ofthe  Chief  Coastraotonlii1feM| 
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several  Dockyards.  The  success  at- 
tained in  Pembroke  Dockyard  in  build- 
ing ships  within  the  estimates  had  been 
exemplified  in  several  remarkable  cases 
which  were  quoted  by  Admiral  Hall. 
These  results  he  attributed  to  the  g^eat 
care  which  the  professional  officers  at 
Pembroke  were  able  to  bestow  on  their 
work,  from  having  time  enough  at  their 
disposal  to  g^ve  the  requisite  attention 
to  the  details  of  construction.  Admiral 
Fellowes  made  a  strong  representation 
on  the  same  subject.  He  said  it  was 
imperative  that  the  constructive  duties 
of  the  Yard  should  receive  more  atten- 
tion. There  were  at  Chatham  3,800 
men  at  work — men  who  were  working 
night  and  day — and  there  was  only  one 
Chief  Constructor  and  one  constructor ; 
whereas,  under  the  old  system,  the  work 
would  have  received  the  supervision  of  a 
Chief  Constructor,  two  Constructors,  and 
other  officers ;  and  this,  at  a  time  when  a 
smaller  number  of  men  were  employed 
and  the  Dockyard  covered  only  90  acres, 
instead  of,  as  at  present,  500  acres. 
According  to  the  present  practice,  the 
officers  of  the  Yards  had  out  a  small 
share  in  the  preparation  of  the  estimates. 
He  would  propose  that  whenever  it  was 
contemplated  to  build  a  ship  in  a  parti- 
cular Dockyard  the  Chief  Constructor 
should  be  called  upon  to  prepare  an 
estimate  of  the  cost.  That  estimate 
should  be  revised,  and  when  an  agree- 
ment had  been  finally  established 
between  the  Admiralty  and  their  local 
officer  as  to  the  amount,  the  figures 
should  be  bracketed  in  the  Navy  Esti- 
mates with  the  name  of  the  responsible 
Dockyard  officer.  A  spirit  of  emulation 
would  thus  be  encouraged  between  the 
different  Yards,  while  bad  workmanship 
might  be  prevented  by  the  frequent 
supervision  of  an  Admiralty  Surveyor. 
The  organization  of  the  French  Con- 
structive Department  had  been  referred 
to  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Nottingham 
in  his  speech  of  last  Session  on  our  ship- 
building policy.  It  was  equally  worthy 
of  examination  in  connection  with  the 
points  to  which  he  now  called  attention. 
The  French  professional  officers  held  a 
higher  relative  rank  than  we  had  ac- 
corded to  our  Constructors.  The  In- 
ginieurs  de  la  Marine  were  selected  from 
the  Eeole  Folyteehnique,  and  their  pro- 
motion was  secured  by  an  appropriate 
gpradation  of  ranks,  correspondmg  with 
those  established  in  the  executive  branch 
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of  the  Navy.  The  staff  included  an 
Inspector  General,  who  ranked  with,  but 
after,  a  Vice  Admiral.  He  resid^  in 
Paris  and  made  periodical  visits  to  the 
ports.  Under  him  were  1 1  directors  of 
naval  construction,  all  ranking  imme- 
diately after  a  Bear  Admiral  in  the  French 
Navy,  but  before  a  captain.  At  the 
ports  the  Constructive  Department  was 
represented  by  an  Inspector-in-Chief  of 
the  Naval  Administrative  Services,  who 
was  charged,  in  the  name  of  the  Minister 
of  Marine,  with  the  supervision  of  all 
the  professional  work  in  the  Dockyards. 
The  Inspector  was  subordinate  in  rank 
to  the  Pr6fet  Maritime,  who  was  a  Vice 
Admiral;  but  in  the  discharge  of  his 
duties  he  acted  under  the  orders  re- 
ceived from  the  Minister  of  Marine  and 
corresponded  directly  with  him.  The 
constructive  staff  for  the  English  Navy 
should  be  selected  from  the  Academy  at 
Woolwich.  They  would  receive  their 
special  training  at  Greenwich  and  at  the 
Dockyards.  They  should  have  an  honor- 
ary relative  rank,  like  that  which  was 
given  to  the  Corps  of  Naval  Architects 
in  the  French  Navy,  and  be  entitled  to 
the  privilege  of  wearing  a  civil  unifonn. 
The  criticisms  of  foreigners  were  often 
most  suggestive.  M.  Xavier  Baymond, 
formerly  a  frequent  contributor  on  narsl 
subjects  to  the  pages  of  the  Eevui  d4t 
deux  Mondee,  made  the  following  remarks 
in  his  volume  entitled  Lee  Marines  de  le 
FSranee  et  de  PAngleterre : — 

"By  an  anomaly  most  remarkable,  the  ad- 
ministration of  the  "Sayj  is  conducted  by  a 
Board,  and  that  Board  la  selected  almost  ex- 
clusively from  one  only  of  the  numeroos  spe- 
cialities which  must  be  combined  in  order  to 
constitute  a  naval  establishment.  Of  the  nx 
individuals  who  form  the  Board  two  are  Mem- 
bers of  Parliament  and  do  not  belong  to  th« 
Nav^.  The  four  others  are  naval  officers.  The 
administrative  brandies,  works,  and  buildixigs, 
naval  construction,  gunnery,  haal^K^  are  all 
rigorously  excluded.** 

As  for  the  Constructors  in  the  ports,  if 
their  salaries  were  not  inadequate,  they 
occupied  a  position  of  inferiority  in  re- 
lation to  the  executive  branches,  un- 
worthy of  the  talent  and  services  of 
several  of  their  number.  The  result 
waa  that  certain  individuals,  and  those, 
perhaps,  the  most  disting^ahed,*  had 
left  the  Service.  The  name  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr.  £.  J.  Beed) 
was  quoted  as  a  prominent  example.  He 
would  venture  to  urge  that  the  Ooo- 
structors  of  the  Navy  should  be  con- 
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stitated    as  a  distmct  corps,   like  the 
Inginieun  d$  la  Marine  in  France,  and 
that   we  ought  to    have  one  or  more 
Naval    Architects    in    every    Dockyard 
capable  of  preparing  coinpetitive  designs 
for  new  ships.     In  the  French  Service, 
the  work  of  the  central  office  was  limited 
to  the  specification  of  the  qualities  and  the 
general  features  of  the  new  ships  which 
it   was  proposed  to  build.      The  pro- 
gramme naving  been  prepared  at  head- 
quarters, the  Dockyards  were  invited  to 
furnish   competitive    designs,   and    the 
most  successful  was  selected.    That  plan 
insured  a   wide   development  of  ideas, 
and  prevented  the  shipbuilding  of  the 
Navy    falling    into    a    groove    under 
the  direction  of  a  single  mind.    Turning 
from  the  Dockyards  to  the  Council  of 
Construction,  he  found  that  the  highest 
shipbuilding  officer  in  the  Navy  had  a 
salary  of  £1,200  a-year.     The  respon- 
sibility for  the  design  and  construction 
of  new  ships,  and  for  supplying  those 
ships  with  proper  machinery,  rested  ex- 
clusively with  the  civil  members  of  the 
staff  of  the   Controller  of   the  Navy. 
The  Controllers  themselves  had  on  all 
occasions  most  fully  acknowledged  their 
dependence  on  the  aid  of  professional 
men.     He  put  it  to  the  House  to  con- 
sider   whether    the    present    salary  of 
£1,200  should  or  should  not  be  regarded 
as  a  maximum,  and  whether  it  might  not 
be  expedient  to  hold  out  to  the  Chief 
Constructor  of  the  Navy  some  further 
prospect  of  honorary  or  pecuniary  ad- 
vancement.    Was  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pembroke  (Mr.  E.  J.  Beed)  altogether 
wrong  when  he  said,  in  his  evidence 
before  the  Duke  of  Devonshire's  Com- 
mittee on  Scientific  Instruction,  that  it 
seemed  to  him  to  be  quite  out  of  the 
question  that  the  Chief  Constructor  of 
the  Navy — a  man   who  had  been  ad- 
mitted in  Parliament  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  to  have  been  capable 
of  saving  or  losing  £1,000,000  in  a  short 
period — should  be  receiving  a  salary  of 
£900  a-year,   as  he  was  when  he  first 
entered  the  Admiralty,  or  £1,500  a-year, 
as  he  was  when  he  left.     It  was  well 
known  that  managers  of  private  estab- 
lishments   were  receiving  very    much 
greater  incomes.   The  Eogineer-in-Chief 
of  the  Navy  held  an  office  second  only 
in  importance  to  that  of  the  Director  of 
Naval  Construction.     He  was  the  ad- 
viser of  the  Controller  and  of  the  Ad- 
miralty generally  on  all  that  related  to 


the  steam  branch  of  the  Service.  He 
held  a  highly  responsible  position  in  re- 
lation to  contracts  for  tne  supply  of 
machinery.  The  Estimates  for  the  pre- 
sent year  provided  for  the  purchase  of 
machinery  at  a  cost  of  £396,000.  It 
was  not  enough  that  the  Chief  Engi- 
neer of  the  Navy  should  possess  a  com- 
Eetent  technical  knowledge.  He  must 
e  capable  of  defending  his  opinions 
before  the  Board  of  Admiralty  and  the 
Council  of  Construction.  Was  it  quite 
consistent  to  give  £1,000  a-year  to  the 
Chief  Engineer  of  the  Navy,  while  the 
Directors  of  Transport  and  of  Works, 
who  were  executive  officers,  and  were 
rewarded  with  the  Order  of  the  Bath 
and  the  other  distinctions  awarded  to  the 
executive  line,  were  respectively  receiv- 
ing £1,550  and  £1,300  a-year?  By  a 
Betum  of  all  civilians  employed  by  the 
Crown,  which  was  moved  for  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  below  him  (Mr. 
Childers),  and  which  had  recently  been 
presented  to  Parliament,  it  appeared 
that  1,040  persons  were  employeid  in  the 
Civil,  Judicial,  and  Bevenue  Departments, 
at  a  total  annual  charge  of  £1,437,000 
a-year,  giving  an  average  salary  of 
£1,400  a-year.  In  that  long  list  of 
1,040  favoured  officials  no  civil  officer 
employed  under  the  Admiralty  had  been 
fortunate  enough  to  be  included.  That 
exclusion  was  hardly  consistent  when 
they  came  to  consider  that  the  greatest 
Navy  in  the  world  was  built,  equipped, 
and  repaired  under  their  supervision. 
He  had  no  desire  to  see  changes  sud- 
denly introduced,  without  regard  to  the 
individual  merits  of  the  officers  em- 
ployed. He  fully  appreciated  the  diffi- 
culties of  the  political  heads  of  the  Ad- 
miralty in  the  matter.  They  might  be 
excused  if  they  hesitated  to  give  a  very 
rapid  advancement  to  officers  of  whose 
capacity  they  could  have  but  scanty  per- 
sonal knowledge.  They  would  all  agree, 
however,  thattalentcouldonlybeattractcd 
to  the  Public  Service,  and  retained  in  it, 
by  off'eringpositions  worthy  of  acceptance. 
The  Admiralty  might  begin,  as  oppor- 
tunity offered,  by  improving  the  position 
of  heads  of  Departments  at  Whitehall. 
He  did  not  intend  to  bring  this  question 
forward  time  after  time;  but,  having 
stated  the  case,  he  would  leave  it  with 
confidence  to  the  experienced  judgment 
and  mature  consideration  of  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  and  his  Col- 
leagues, knowing  that  the  ri^ht  hon. 
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Gentleman  was  anxious  to  do  all  in  his 
power  to  promote  the  efficiency  of  the 
Naval  Service. 

PENSIONS  TO  WIDOWS  AND  ORPHANS 
OF  SEAMEN  AND  MARINES. 

OBSERVATIONS. 

Captain  PEICE,  in  rising  to  call  at- 
tention  to   the   importance  of  making 
sufficient  provision  for  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  Seamen  of   Her  Majesty's 
Navy  and  Eoyal  Marines,  said,  the  sub- 
ject had  been  before  the  House  for  a 
considerable  time ;   and  he,   therefore, 
would  not  trouble  them  with  many  re- 
marks.    His  object  that  evening  was  to 
get  from   Her    Majesty's    Government 
some   statement  as  to  what  they  were 
now  prepared  to  do  in  the  matter.  He  did 
not  ask  for  any  definite  promise  ;  but  he 
hoped  to  receive  an  assurance  that  they 
were  prepared  to  give  assistance  to  the 
men  in  making  provision  for  their  wives 
and  children.     According  to  careful  c«d- 
culations  which  had  been  made  by  an 
actuary,  it  would  require  a  stoppage  from 
a  man's  pay  of  10«.  a-month  in  order  to 
provide  a  pension  of  £20  a-year  for  his 
widow.     It  was  out  of  the  question  that 
a  seaman  could  give  such  a  sum  ;  and  it 
was,  therefore,  proposed  that  each  man 
should  give  5j?.  a-month,  and  that  the 
other  5«.  should  be  provided  by  the  Go- 
vernment.    If  the   seamen  could  only 
give  3«.  a-month,  the  Government  should 
only  give  a  similar  amount.  The  scheme 
had  been  reduced  to  very  simple  limits. 
It   was    proposed    that    the    insurance 
should   be   effected  in   the    same   way 
that  all  assurances  were  effected — namely, 
by  a  man  giving  a  certain  sum  to  secure 
a  certain  pension.     Having  settled  what 
the  total  cost  would  be  of  providing  a 
Pension  Fund  according  to  the  Eeturns 
which  had  been  presented,  the  question 
naturally  arose  how  it  could   be  kept 
within  proper  limits.     One  of  the  modes 
in  which  that  could  be  done  was  for  the 
Government  to  impose  a  limit  of  age. 
They  should  not  be  called  on  to  pay  a 
pension  to  the  widow  of  any  man  who 
chose  to  marry  under  25.     That  would 
reduce  the  amount  required,  and  keep 
it    within    certain    limits.      The    total 
number  of  married  men  in  the  Service 
was  about  15,000  ;  but  of  these  about 
1,500  were  under  25  years  of  age.     The 
adoption,  therefore,  of  that  rule  would 
limit  the  number  of  pensions  to  widows 
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to  a  corresponding  amount.    The  num' 
ber  might  also  be  limited  by  requiring 
a  certain  amount  of  extra  service.    He 
had  taken  the  opinion  of  many  petty 
officers  and  others  who  were  interested 
in  this  question,  and  he  understood  that 
some  would  be  quite  prepared  to  pre 
as  much  as  five  years'   extra  serrioe, 
which  would  be  a  sufficient  quid  pro  quo 
for  such  a  g^nt.     There  would  be  a 
great  advant€ige  to  the  Service  in  this, 
that  such  a  scheme  would  operate  as  a 
check  upon  desertion.   He  did  not  think 
the  cost  of  desertion  could  be  less  than 
£300,000  a-year,  and  a  large  sum  would, 
therefore,  be  saved  to  the  country  by  the 
proposed  scheme.      In  the  Navies  of 
France  and  Germany  the  principle  he 
advocated  was  carried  out.    In  the  Ger- 
man Service  the  widow  of  a  petty  officer 
received  £12  12«.,  and  he  was  not  sure 
whether  any  pension  was  g^ven  to  the 
children.     The  widows  of  able  and  o^ 
dinary  seamen  got  pensions  of  £9  a- 
year,  with  £6  6«.  for  every  child  up  to 
the  age  of  16.     This  made  a  very  con- 
siderable pension.     No  doubt,  it  might 
be  said  our  men  received  higher  pay; 
but  the  difference  of  pay  did  not  enahle 
our  seamen  and  marines  to  provide  for 
their  widows  and  orphans.     If  France 
and  Germany  could  give  pensions  to  the 
widows  of  their  seamen  and  marines, 
surely  a  great  country  like  this  could  do 
something  in  the  same  direction.    The 
principle  which  he  advocated  had  been 
already   adopted    in    the    case   of  the 
■Coastguards.     It  might,   he  knew,  he 
said  that  whenever  a  great  disaster  oc- 
curred in  the  Navy  the  public  came  fo^ 
ward  and  subscribed  liberally  for  the 
widows  and  orphans  of  the  sufferers. 
That  was  true  ;   but   they  should  not 
forget  that  every  year    men    suffered 
violent  deaths  in  the  Service,  of  which 
the  public  knew  nothing.  The  year  1874 
was  a  year  of  peace,  and  one  in  whidi 
no    great    disaster   occurred,    yet    the 
deaths  from  drowning   in  the  Service 
were  79 ;   from  falling  from  aloft,  35 ; 
from  accidental  wounds,  9;   and  from 
various  causes   other  than  natural,  8. 
In  fact,   every  two    years    and  a-half 
it  might  be  said  that  an  £urydice  was 
lost — that  was  to  say,  about  the  aame 
number  of  deaths  by  violence  occurred 
in  the  Navy  as  occurred  through  the 
loss  of  the  Eurydice  ;  and  he  might  add 
that  the  feeling  in  the  Service  was  op- 
posed to  appeals  being  niade  to  the 
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oharitable  feelings  of  the  public.  It  was 
ihouebt  that  a  great  deal  of  blame 
xested  on  Parliament  for  not  adopting 
some  such  suggestion  as  he  now  made 
for  the  relief  of  these  constantly  recur- 
ring cases  of  great  distress.  One  of  the 
sources  from  which  the  pensions  to 
widows  and  orphans  might  be  derived  was 
the  savings  on  rations  to  the  men  in  the 
Service  which  were  not  taken  up.  Some 
years  since  a  Committee  sat  to  consider 
the  subject,  and  they  reported  that  the 
laving  to  the  Qovommont  under  the 
head  of  provisions  amounted  to  some- 
thing like  £70,000  a-year.  He  trusted 
that  they  would  hear  something  definite 
and  satisfactory  from  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  respect  to  the  ques- 
tion, pressing  and  important  as  it  was, 
which  he  had  ventured  to  bring  under 
the  notice  of  the  House.  He  did  not 
espect  them  to  commit  themselves  to 
any  plan;  but  he  trusted  they  would 
promise  to  appoint  a  Committee  to  in- 
quire into  the  subject. 

Mr.  I).  JENKlIs  S  said,  if  there  was  any 
blot  in  the  Naval  Service  it  was  want  of 
practical  experience,  and  it  was  non- 
sense to  suppose  that  experience  could 
be  gained  by  mere  theoretical  or  scien- 
tific training.  With  regard  to  the  acci- 
dents to  the  Meg<Bra  and  the  Thunderer y 
they  were  due  to  the  imperfection  of  the 
system  adopted,  and  not  to  want  of  skill 
on  the  part  of  officers  holding  positions 
of  trust  in  the  Dockyards.  Ho,  for  one, 
did  not  object  to  high  situations  of  trust 
being  held  by  men  who  had  been  pro- 
moted gradually  from  the  position  of 
apprentices,  and  that  view  was  supported 
by  the  fact  that  men  who  had  reflected 
the  greatest  lustre  on  the  Royal  Navy 
included  those  who  had  risen  from  the 
ranks.  With  respect  to  salaries,  if  the 
Admiralty  had  not  already  got  the  best 
men  in  the  country,  he  would  say  by  all 
means  let  them  engage  their  services,  and 
not  shrink  irom  doing  so  for  the  mere 
sake  of  saving  a  few  hundreds  a-year. 

Mb.  E.  J.  EEED  said,  great  credit 
was  duo  to  the  hon.  Member  for  Has- 
tings (Mr.  Brassey)  for  the  remarks  he 
had  addressed  to  the  House,  notwith- 
standing the  invidiousness  of  having  to 
suggest  an  increase  of  expenditure  on 
the  Gk)vemment  of  the  day.  The  people 
on  whose  behalf  his  hon.  Friend  had 
spoken  had  very  few  advocates  or 
friends.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
Member  for  Pontefract  (Mr.  Childers) 


had  once,  rightly  or  wrongly,  stated  in 
a  public  document  that  he  (Mr.  E.  J. 
Eeed)  had  saved  the  country  £100,000 
on  every  ship  which  was  built  under  his 
direction,  and  yet  he  had  never  received 
a  single  sixpence  of  reward  in  the  shape 
of  pension  or  otherwise ;  and  yet,  when 
one  took  up  a  list  of  pensions  relating 
to  the  Navy,  he  found  pensions  of  various 
kinds,  and  distributed  to  such  a  largo 
extent,  that  he  thought  the  Admiralty 
must  be  at  a  loss  sometimes  to  know 
where  to  bestow  these  large  sums.  It 
did  not  lie  in  the  mouth  of  the  Govern- 
ment to  say  they  had  no  funds — that 
they  must  set  their  face  against  any  con- 
siderable increase  in  the  salaries  of  those 
who  had  rendered  good  services — while 
they  had  such  large  pensions  at  their 
disposal  to  distribute  unnecessarily  to 
other  classes  of  officers.  His  hon. 
Friend  said  it  was  true  that  the  civil 
officers  of  the  Admiralty  received  decora- 
tions and  orders,  and  otlier  things  of 
the  kind,  in  exchange  for  their  services. 
He  received  a  decoration  to  remain  in 
the  Service  when  on  the  point  of  leaving, 
and  he  believed  a  decoration  was  con- 
ferred on  another  gentleman;  but  he 
was  at  a  loss  to  recollect  any  other  in- 
stance, and  he  could  not  understand 
what  had  happened  to  tho  country;  why 
it  should  go  on  under  a  system  which 
showereddecorationsandordersuponone 
branch — namely,  the  militant  branch — 
not  for  war  services  or  great  distinctions 
— while  nothing  of  the  kind  was  be- 
stowed on  men  who  laboured  perpetually 
and  successfully  in  other  branches.  He 
thought  the  day  would  come  when  this" 
question  of  the  distribution  of  decora- 
tions and  orders  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered by  the  country.  He  was  satis- 
fied that  from  the  Naval  Service  would 
bo  drawn  examples  of  the  unfair  dis- 
tribution of  those  honours.  We  lived 
in  an  age  in  which  mechanism  played  a 
more  important  part  than  in  days  gone 
by,  and  we  were  approaching  a  time 
when  the  merits  of  mechanical  men 
would  be  more  recognized  than  at  pro- 
sent.  In  the  same  way,  a  great  etTort 
was  made  by  the  former  Administration 
to  combine  the  shipbuilding  and  engi- 
neering branches  under  one  authority. 
He  had  never  advocated  putting  the  en- 
gineers under  the  shipbuilders,  any  more 
than  the  shipbuilders  under  the  engi- 
neers; but  his  experience  at  tho  Ad- 
miral^ showed  that  the  Public  Service 
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suBtained  great  disadvantages  from  hav- 
ing two  authorities  in  connection  with 
shipbuilding  and  engineering.  He 
hoped  the  present  Government  had  not 
taken  any  steps  to  weaken  what  had 
been  done  by  the  former  Government  in 
that  respect.  Although  he  represented 
Pembroke,  a  small  Yard,  he  had  no  hesi- 
tation in  joining  his  hon.  Friend  in  try- 
ing to  improve  the  position  of  the  Chief 
Constructors  in  the  large  Yards.  The 
Government  had  elevated  the  position 
of  Chatham,  and  of  the  officers  with  it, 
and  had  shown  a  desire  to  improve  both 
their  status  and  pay.  The  Govern- 
ment ought  to  remember  that  the  course 
of  events  had  forced  mechanism  and 
mechanics  into  more  and  more  import- 
ance in  the  Naval  Service ;  and,  there- 
fore, they  ought  to  deal  with  those  who 
were  concerned  with  that  branch  of  the 
business  in  a  larger  and  broader  spirit 
than  they  had  done  hitherto.  The  offi- 
cers of  the  Admiralty  and  the  Dockyards 
generally  received  pensions.  He  was 
one  of  those  who  did  not.  He  was  very 
proud  of  the  fact  that  he  had  been  pri- 
vileged for  seven  years  to  serve  the 
public  without  a  pension  of  any  kind. 
He  quite  agreed  with  those  who  held 
that  it  was  a  great  distinction  for  a  man 
to  be  able  to  serve  his  country  in  a 
position  of  responsibility,  like  that  of 
the  principal  officers  of  the  Admiralty 
and  the  Dockyards.  It  was  hardly  pos- 
sible to  exaggerate  the  weight  of  the 
responsibility  that  rested  on  them,  and 
no  one  would  more  readily  bear  witness 
to  the  manner  in  which  it  was  sustained 
than,  on  the  one  hand,  the  political 
chiefs,  and,  on  the  other,  the  Naval 
officers  who  came  into  contact  with  them. 
He  believed  all  his  hon.  Friend  desired 
could  be  done  without  in  any  way  in- 
juring the  status  of  any  naval  officer. 
It  might  be  said  that  one  of  the  conse- 
quences of  putting  technical  officers  of 
Her  Majesty's  Dockyards  into  positions 
of  greater  responsibility  would  be  to 
throw  those  positions  open  to  competi- 
tion. He  was  satisfied  that  to  throw 
them  open  to  competition  could  not  be 
done  with  advantage  to  the  Public  Ser- 
vice. When  he  retired  from  Office  he 
believed  his  right  hon.  Friend  (Mr. 
Childers)  did  cast  about  for  some  outside 
person  to  be  put  in  his  place.  He  had 
heard  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  had 
fixed  his  mind  on  a  gentleman  in  a  pri- 
vate dockyard.     But  there  was  a  diffi- 
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culty  in  carrying  out  that  idea,  and  the 
area  of  choice  was  very  limited  indeed. 
The  officers  of  the  Dockyards  were  not 
opSn  to  the  suspicion  of  being  theoreti- 
cal rather  than  practical  men.     He  did 
not  believe  there  was  a  more  practical 
body  of  men  in  the  countiy  than  the 
technical  officers  of  the  Admiralty  and 
the  Boyal  Dockyards.      Nearly  every 
man  among  them  had  begun  his  profes- 
sion with  apprenticeship,  and  had  ac- 
quainted himself  with  the  use  of  took, 
and  nearly  every  one  had  risen  from  a 
humble  position  to  the  position  he  now 
occupied.    What  happened  when  apri- 
vate  yard  wanted  a  manager?    They 
came  to  the  Boyal  Dockyards,  and  the 
men  they  got  were  those  who  had  not 
been  successful  in  the  competition  of 
the  Public  Service.     The  inference  he 
drew  was  that  the  men  in  the  Boyal 
Dockyards  were  of   the  highest  fitill, 
both  theoretically  and  practically,  that 
could  be  found  at  present  in  the  vhde 
world.    A  word  as  to -one  or  two  prac- 
tical  suggestions  of   his  hon.  Friend. 
At  present,  the  Admiralty  systematically 
sent  the  Office  estimates  of  the  coet  of 
new  ships  to  the  Dockyards,  and  there 
they  were  overhauled,  revised,  and  re- 
ported on  by  the  local  officers.   Bat 
there  would  be  g^eat  disadvantage  in 
attaching  the  name   of  the  local  Chief 
Constructor  to  the  estimate  of  the  cost 
of  a  ship.     If  the  Admiralty  were,  in 
this  matter  of  the  estimates,  to  screen 
themselves  behind   the    local   officers, 
Members  of  that  House  woidd  be  in  a 
worse  position  in  criticizing  them  than 
they  now  were.      Those  who  thought 
otherwise  ought  to  be  excused,  on  ac- 
count of  the  variations  which  the  Naiy 
Estimates  presented  as  to  the  coat  of 
ships.     He  did  not  see  that  the  slightest 
fault  could  be  found  with  the  Admiralty 
for  modifying,  from  time  to  time,  the 
estimated  cost  of  their  ships,  for  this 
reason,  that  a  large  ship  took  a  con- 
siderable time  in  constructing,  and  in 
these  days,   as  the   art  of   naval  con- 
struction underwent  much  modification, 
it  was  one  of  the  most  important  duties 
of  the  Admiralty  to  improve  their  ships 
as  the  building  of  them  went  on.    The 
only  thing  they  were  not  justified  in 
doing  was  in  delaying  ships.    The  best 
thing  to  do  was  to  complete  a  ship  that 
might  be  in  progress  according  to  the 
best  information  they  had  at  the  time. 
The  present  Board  of  Admiralty  had 


1761      JP&Hiioni  to  WtthwB  and     { Jxtly  31,  1879J     Orphans  of  Seamen,  S^e.    1762 


giyen  many  indioationB  of  a  desire  to 
meet  the  actual  circuniBtances  of  the 
oase,  and  to  improve  the  position  of 
technical  officers.  They  ought  to  con- 
tinue to  bear  in  mind  that  the  demand 
was  for  large  changes  in  every  Depart- 
ment of  the  Service,  and  if,  out  of  the 
total  Navy  Estimates,  they  attempted  to 
do  full  justice  to  those  officers,  he  be- 
fiered  tiiey  might  give  them  what  was 
right  without  doing  any  injustice  to 
anyone. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  desired  to  make  a 
few  remarks  of  a  general  character.  He 
had  always  regretted  the  apparent  in- 
difference of  the  House  of  Commons  to 
ererrthing  connected  with  the  welfare  of 
the  British  Navy.  He  could  not  con- 
gratulate the  Government  either  on  their 
Navy  Estimates  or  on  the  manner  in 
which  they  had  been  introduced.  He 
believed  this  was  the  first  time  on  record 
when  the  Navy  Estimates  had  come  on 
fer  the  first  time  for  discussion  as  the 
Second  Order  of  the  Day. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  remarked,  that 
on  the  first  night  they  were  brought 
forward  they  were  the  First  Order  of 
the  Day. 

Mb.  BENTINCK  said,  that  might  be 
so ;  but  they  were  not  discussed.  This 
was  the  first  time  they  had  come  up  for 
discussion.  It  might  appear  odd  that  in 
discussing  the  Navy  Estimates  he  should 
refer  to  the  condition  of  the  Army.  This 
country  had  two  arms  for  the  purposes  of 
defence  and  aggression,  and  if  one  of 
those  arms  was  in  bad  condition,  the 
&ct  made  it  all  the  more  incumbent 
upon  us  to  look  to  the  state  of  the  other. 
He  contended,  without  fear  of  disproof, 
that  the  Army  of  this  country  was  a 
myth.  It  had  ceased  to  exist,  and  the 
proof  was  that  when  we  had  to  contend 
with  a  few  savages  in  South  Africa  the 
whole  British  force  was  not  equal  to  the 
undertakiDg,  and  we  were  compelled  to 
supplement  our  Army  by  a  corps  of 
Marines.  Our  Army  had  been  destroyed 
by  the  late  Government,  and  the  present 
Government  had  not  had  the  courage  to 
restore  it.  And  what  was  the  condition 
of  the  Navy  ?  It  was  not  equal,  at  the 
present  moment,  to  the  requirements  of 
the  country.  We  had  not  iron-clads 
enough  for  the  duty  of  the  country  in 
time  of  peace.  An  incontestable  proof 
of  this  was  that  the  Admiralty  had 
been  obliged  to  send  the  Shah  as  flag 
ship    to    the    Pacific,    confessedly    bc- 
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cause  they  had  no  iron-clad  available 
for  service.  Moreover,  he  maintained 
that  we  did  not  possess  a  sufficient  num- 
ber of  ships  to  protect  our  own  commerce 
in  time  of  war,  or  to  prey  upon  the  com- 
merce of  our  enemy.  As  a  matter  of 
sound  policy,  we  ought  to  have  such 
a  number  of  ships  that,  in  the  event  of 
war  with  a  great  maritime  Power,  we 
could  at  once  sweep  the  sea  of  her  pro- 
perty, and  defend  our  own.  Under  what 
were  called  the  blessings  of  Free  Trade, 
this  country  had  not  more  than  two  or 
three  months'  supply  of  food  in  hand. 
This  was  a  question  of  life  and  death  to 
this  country,  as  our  supply  of  food  was 
wholly  dependent  upon  our  having  com- 
mand of  the  sea.  We  had  not  a  sufficient 
number  of  frigates  and  corvettes,  and 
very  few  of  those  we  possessed  could  be 
handled  under  canvas.  This  result  was 
caused  by  our  having  too  much  of  the 
scientific  element,  and  too  little  of  the 
seaman  element  in  the  construction  of 
our  ships.  We  were  building  nothing 
but  floating  batteries,  which  would  not 
do  anything  except  under  steam.  Quite 
understanding  the  difficulty  which  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  must  feel 
when  going  to  his  Colleagues  in  Council, 
and  asking  them  to  supply  more  money 
for  the  wants  of  his  Department — 
understanding  that  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman must  feel  the  same  difficulty  in 
coming  to  the  House  of  Commons,  and 
asking  for  larger  supplies  for  the  Navy 
— his  belief  was  that  the  present  or  any 
other  Government  would  stand  much 
higher  in  the  opinion  of  the  country  if 
they  came  frankly  forward  at  once  and 
said — what  they  knew  to  be  true — that 
the  present  condition  of  the  Navy  was 
not  what  it  ought  to  be,  and  that  more 
money  was  required  to  make  it  efficient. 

Mk.  E.  HUBBAED,  in  sui)porting 
the  Motion,  urged  the  importance  of 
suitable  provision  being  made  in  the 
form  of  pensions  for  the  widows  and 
orphans  of  the  seamen  of  Her  Majesty's 
Navy  and  the  Royal  Marines.  He  found 
that  out  of  53,500  men  upon  the  books 
of  the  Navy,  rather  more  than  one-third 
were  married,  and  it  was  calculated 
about  £100,000  a-year  would  be  re- 
quired to  provide  a  fund  for  the  insur- 
ance of  the  widows  of  those  men.  He  did 
not  urge  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
to  g^ve  any  definite  promise,  but  merely 
to  assent  to  the  Motion  which  had  bee^^^ 
brought  forward,  or  to  grant  a  GoxDOJ^r^ 
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tee,  which  might,  without  any  unneces- 
sary delay,  obtain  all  requisite  infor- 
mation connected  with  that  subject. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  could 
not  complain  of  the  manner  in  which  the 
discussion  or  conversation  that  had  now 
gone  on  for  two  or  three  hours  had  been 
introduced  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Hastings  (Mr.  T.  Brassey),  who 
had  called  attention  to  the  claims  of  that 
most  valuable  body  of  men,  of  whom  it 
was  impossible  for  anyone  occupying 
his  position  to  speak  too  highly.     The 
Admiralty  desired  now  to  express  their 
confidence  in,  and  their  obligations  to, 
the   officers  who  were  called  the  con- 
structors, and  whose  abilities  had  been 
of  the  greatest  possible  value  to  this 
country  in  developing  a  powerful  Navy, 
which  was  certainly  equal,  and,  he  be- 
lieved,  superior,    to  any  Navy  which 
existed  on  the  face  of  the  earth.     That, 
he  ventured  to  assert,  notwithstanding 
what  had  just  fallen    from   the    hon. 
Member  for  West  Norfolk  (Mr.  Ben- 
tinck).     His  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Hastings  had  stated  the  case  of  those 
officers  with  his  usual  moderation  and 
discretion,  and  he  had  wound  up  by 
saying  that  he  did  not  desire  to  ask  from 
the  Ghavemment  or  from  the  House  any 
particular  remedy  to  be  applied  at  the 
present  moment ;  but  that  his  object  was 
to  bring  before  the  House  the  claims  of 
a  body  of  scientific  gentlemen,  whose 
services  were  of  g^eat  value  to  the  coun- 
try, to  fair  consideration  whenever  it 
was    possible    that  that    consideration 
could  be  given.     He  was  perfectly  ready 
to  accept  the  suggestions  of  his  hon. 
Friend  in  the  sense  and  with  the  feeling 
with  which  they  had  been  put  forward. 
He  could  not  undertake  to  make  specific 
improvements  in  regard  either  to  position 
or  salary,  or  in  any  of  the  various  modes 
which  had  been  hinted  at  by  his  hon. 
Friend.     But  he  wished  to  repeat,  what 
he  had  often  said  in  the  Board-room  of 
the  Admiralty,  that  they  owed  great 
acknowledgments,  not  only  to  the  gen- 
tlemen at  Whitehall  who  assisted  them 
in   designing  their  ships  of  war,    and 
who  assisted  them  with  their  advice  on 
the  questions  from  time  to  time  sub- 
mitted to  them,  but  also  owed  a  great  debt 
of  gratitude  to  the  scientific  staff  of  the 
Dockyards,  who  certainly  had  performed 
their  work  with  very  great  zeal  and  very 
great  success ;  and,  notwithstanding  the 
absence  of  some  of  those  inducements 
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to  which  the  hon.  Member  referred — ^in- 
ducements which  could  be  offered  by 
private  establishments,  but  which  ooidd 
not,  in  the  nature  of  things,  be  offered, 
at  any  rate  so  completely,  by  Public  De- 
partments.    They    had    certainly    dis- 
charged their  very  difficult  duties  with 
very  great  advantage  to  the  Public  Ser- 
vice.   The  hon.  Member  had  spoken  of 
the  constructors  and  the  constructuig 
staff  of  the  Navy  as  not  being  always 
rewarded  for  the  economy  they  might 
effect,  or  the  improvements  they  might 
make,  in  the  management  of  the  Dock- 
yards, or  in  the  conduct  of  the  business 
particularly  under  their  charge.     Well^ 
it   would  be    an    exceedingly   difficult 
thing  to  lay  down  any  system  by  which 
a  distinct  appreciation  of  good  service 
might  be  always  accorded  in  the  manner 
in  which  he  a(hnitted  it  was  possible  for 
the  independent  head  of  a  great  mer- 
cantile establishment  to  reward  an  effi- 
cient manager  or  head  of  a  department. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr. 
£.  J.  Beed)  had  alluded  to  the  resultB 
of  his  exertions  in  the  construction  of 
ships,  and  to  the  fact  that  no  money 
reward,  or  other  reward,  was  given  to 
him  in  acknowledgment  of  those  ser- 
vices.    The   hon.    Gentleman    had,    at 
least,  the  satisfaction  of  knowing  that 
they  were  very  highly  appreciated ;  and 
it  might  be  said  that  the  position  he 
occupied  in  the  House  and  the  country 
was  due,  in  some  degree,  to  the  position 
he  had  previously  held  in  the  Admiralty, 
and  to  the  fame  his  abilities  had  acquired 
for  him  in  the  Public  Service.     But  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  if  he  could  see  a 
way  that  was  entirely  free  from  bias, 
and  from  all  those  difficulties  which  sur- 
rounded the  giving  of  rewards  for  good 
work  in  the  administration  of  Public 
Departments,   he  would  be   extremely 
glad  to  adopt  it.     His  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Hastings  (Mr.  T.  Brassey) 
had  referred  to  the  fact  that,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  certain  positions  in   the 
Constructor's  Department  in  the  Dock- 
yards and  at  the  Admiralty  were  unat- 
tainable by  the  sons  of  gentlemen.  Per- 
haps, in  one  sense  it  might  be  called  an 
exclusive  Service ;  but,  whatever  might 
be  said  from  that  point  of  view,  the 
mechanical  and  scientific  abilities  of  the 
gentlemen  who  were  now  occupied  in 
constructing  ships  and  in  superintend- 
ing the  construction  of  ships  for  Her 
Majesty's  Service  were,  at  least,  equal  to 
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those  of  any  body  of  men  filling  the 
same  positions  in  any  other  part  of  the 
irorld.  He  did  not  compare  them  in- 
vidiously with  the  officers  of  other 
oountries ;  but  if  their  position  was  not 
the  same,  and  if  they  did  not  spring 
firom  the  same  class  as  the  constructive 
Service  of  other  countries  did,  the  results, 
at  least,  were  as  satisfactory  as  they 
could  desire  them  to  be.  It  was,  as  the 
hon.  Member  for  Pembroke  stated, 
essentially  a  practical  Service.  The 
conBtructors  were  selected,  first  of  all, 
firom  the  apprentices  in  the  Dockyards. 
These  apprentices  were  admitted  on 
open  competition,  and  the  best,  after  a 
farther  competition,  were  sent  to  Green- 
wich, where  they  received  a  careful  and 
complete  training,  after  which  they  came 
back  to  the  Dockyards.  The  result  of 
thia  system  was  highly  satisfactory  in 
producing  highly- trained  men  with  a 
practical  knowledge  of  their  profession. 
At  that  time  in  the  evening  he  was 
sore  the  House  would  forgave  him  if 
he  spoke  briefly ;  but  he  was  anxious 
to  record  their  high  sense  of  the  value 
of  these  gentlemen.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Pembroke  had  referred  to  the  fact 
that,  in  the  Dockyard  establishments,  the 
work  of  concentration  set  on  foot  by  his 
ngbt  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Pon- 
tefract  (Mr.  Childers)  had,  to  some  ex- 
tent, been  undone.  The  fact  was,  expe- 
rience had  shown  that  this  concentration 
had  been  carried  rather  too  far.  The 
Chief  Constructor  was  found  to  have 
more  work  and  responsibility  thrown 
upon  him  than  he  could  efficiently  per- 
form, and  he  himself  welcomed  the 
change.  The  Chief  Constructor  retained 
his  superior  position,  and  the  store- 
keeper was,  in  all  essential  points, 
subordinate  to  him.  At  Devonport,  the 
change  had  not  been  made,  it  was  left 
to  compare  with  the  working  of  the  new 
system  after  sufficient  experience  at  the 
other  vards,  the  system  was  found  to 
work  better  there  than  at  Portsmouth. 
Seference  had  also  been  made  to  the 
mode  in  which  the  estimates  for  ships 
were  dealt  with.  He  agreed  that  it 
would  be  unfair  to  the  Chief  Constructor, 
who  might  not  be  responsible  for  any 
changes  made  in  a  ship  during  her  con- 
struction, that  his  name  should  be 
bracketed  with  the  estimate  during  its 
whole  course  from  first  to  last.  The 
system  adopted  was  this.  The  esti- 
mates for  the  new  ship  were,  first  of 


all,  made  at  Whitehall,  and  then  sen^ 
to  the  dockyard  at  which  the  ship  was 
to  be  constructed.  There  they  were 
most  carefully  overhauled  and  reported 
upon,  after  which  they  were  sent 
back  to  Whitehall,  where  they  were 
again  considered.  In  this  way,  two  sets 
of  minds  were  brought  to  bear  upon 
them.  In  the  case  of  estimates  for  re- 
pairs, the  process  was  reve'rsed.  This 
system  was  found  to  work  most  advan- 
tageously. As  to  the  care  that  was 
exercised  in  the  Dockyards,  he  doubted 
whether,  in  any  private  yard,  the  work 
was  done  so  efficiently  as  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dockyards.  The  officers  all  felt 
the  great  responsibility  of  their  position, 
and  knew  that  they  would  be  seriously 
called  to  account  were  they  to  overlook 
any  circumstance  or  condition  necessary 
to  efficiency  or  to  safety.  The  conse- 
quence was  that  the  work  was  most 
thoroughly  done.  In  fact,  it  was  done, 
if  anything,  he  might  say,  a  little  too 
thoroughly.  Our  ships  were  so  built 
that  they  would  last  a  very  long  time, 
and  he  believed  they  had  a  very  satis- 
factory result  for  their  expenditure. 
The  hon.  Member  for  Hastings  had  re- 
ferred to  a  number  of  Beports  made 
during  the  last  50  years.  He  must  con- 
fess that  he  had  not  himself  been  able 
to  go  through  these  Eeports;  but  he 
was  obliged  to  the  hon.  Member  for  his 
industry,  and  he  would  give  them  most 
careful  attention.  His  hon.  Friend  had 
compared  the  French  Service  with  our 
own.  He  admitted  that  the  position  of 
the  officers  in  the  French  Service  was,  in 
some  respects,  superior.  Their  rank, 
and  the  distinction  with  which  they 
were  treated  were  greater ;  but  he  be- 
lieved their  salaries  were  not  so  good. 
Kank  was,  in  the  French  Service,  often 
taken  in  lieu  of  salary ;  but  he  was  not 
sure  that  our  officers  would  welcome  a 
change  upon  this  principle.  He  might 
refer  the  hon.  Member  to  a  Beport 
drawn  up  by  M.  Gambetta,  and  pre- 
sented to  the  French  Chambers  this  year 
upon  the  Naval  Service,  in  which  it 
would  be  found  that,  in  the  opinion  of 
the  French  Budget  Committee,  our 
Naval  administration  compared  favour- 
ably with  their  own.  His  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  the  Member  for  Devonport 
(Captain  Price)  had  asked  for  some 
assurance  from  the  Qovernment  as  to 
provision,  in  the  shape  of  pension* 
being  made  for  the  widows  and  o. 
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of  seamen.  He  mtiBt,  in  the  first  place, 
point  ont  that  the  Estimates  «to  which  he 
had  drawn  attention  had  only  come  to 
his  hands  a  very  few  days  ag^.  He  mnst 
also  draw  attention  to  the  fact  that,  in 
the  Notice  which  appeared  upon  the 
Paper,  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  spoke 
of  a  provision  for  orphans  as  well  as 
widows,  whereas  in  his  speech  he  had 
omitted  all  reference  to  orphans.  The 
introduction  of  the  orphans  would  make 
a  great  difference  in  the  calculations. 
He  would,  therefore,  have  to  speak  with 
great  caution.  When  the  subject  was 
first  introduced,  some  years  ago,  it  was 
proposed  that  seamen  should  contribute 
^d.  a-month,  the  remainder  being  sup- 
plied by  Parliament.  Subsequently,  it 
was  proposed  that  this  %d.  should  be 
raised  to  \9.  %d,  a-month.  The  present 
proposal  that  the  seamen  should  contri- 
bute as  much  as  5«.  a-month  was  one  on 
which  he  should  hesitate  to  express  an 
opinion  before  he  knew  how  fsLt  the  men 
would  be  conteot  to  submit  to  such  a 
large  deduction  from  their  wages.  His 
hon.  and  gallant  Friend  proposed  that 
these  allowances  should  not  be  granted 
to  any  men  who  married  below  a  certain 
age.  But  this  itself  would  give  rise  to 
difficulty ;  for  it  had  been  pointed  out  to 
him  that  the  greatest  danger  to  such  a 
fund  would  arise  from  men  marrying 
above  a  certain  age.  If  the  system  of 
pensions  to  widows  of  seamen  were 
carried  too  far,  it  would  serve  as  an  in- 
centive to  young  women  to  marry  very 
old  men,  in  order  that  they  might  get 
their  pensions  the  sooner,  while  they 
themselves  would  live  a  long  time.  All 
he  could  promise  was  that  he  would  take 
the  matter  into  further  consideration, 
and  would  endeavour  to  ascertain  what 
was  the  real  feeling  of  the  men  on  the 
subject  of  forming  a  provision  for  their 
wives  in  case  of  their  own  deaths ;  and 
he  should  be  glad  to  accept  any  sugges- 
tion in  reference  to  the  matter  which  did 
not  throw  too  heavy  a  burden  upon  the 
country.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
had  said  that,  by  making  some  ade- 
quate provision  for  the  widows  of  sailors, 
desertion  from  the  Navy  would  be  checked. 
He  was  afndd  that  men  who  were  con- 
tent to  abandon  their  own  long  service 
pensions  would  not  be  much  influenced 
by  the  fear  of  forfeiting  the  pensions  of 
their  wives.  He  fully  admitted  the 
painful  position  in  which  a  sailor's 
widow  was  placed  by  her  husband 
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cut  off  m  eaiiy  Hfe  by  some  accident^ 
and  he  coold  assure  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  that  the  subject  of  pensions  to 
the  widows  should  have  the  careful  con- 
sideration of  the  Gbvemment.  It  must 
not  be  foi^tten,  however,  that  these 
men  were  themselves  entitled  to  pen- 
sions at  the  early  age  of  38,  which 
formed  a  very  heavy  item  in  the  Esti- 
mates of  the  year.  The  hon.  Member  for 
West  Norfolk  had  asked  for  information 
as  to  the  present  condition  of  the  Boyal 
Navy.  If  he  understood  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber rightly,  he  was  of  opinion  that  this 
countiy  should  possess  a  Navy  suffi- 
ciently powerful  to  cope  with  any  emer- 
gencies to  which  we  might  be  exposed. 
He  himself  was  quite  prepared  to  assent 
to  that  proposition,  and,  in  his  view,  oar 
Navy  was  qxdte  sufficient  for  that  pur- 
pose. We  had  a  Mediterranean  Fleet 
in  good  order;  we  had  a  Channel 
Squadron  which  was  not  in  bad  order ; 
we  had  eight  iron-dad  ships  in  commis- 
sion attached  to  the  Coastguard  equal  to 
any  others  of  a  similar  type  which  were 
to  be  found  in  foreign  Navies ;  we  had 
in  the  first-class  Steam  Beserve  four 
sea-going  iron-clads  equal  to  those  of 
any  foreign  Navy,  ready  to  go  to  sea ; 
we  had  nine  more  which  would  be  com- 
plete in  the  course  of  the  year,  and  most 
of  which  might,  if  necessary,  be  ready 
in  the  course  of  two  or  three  months. 
At  the  present  moment  we  had  26  iron- 
clads in  commission ;  we  had  four  sea- 
going iron-clads  ready  for  sea  in  reserve, 
including  the  Dreadnought^  and,  in  addi- 
tion, thi«e  coast  defence  ships ;  and  we 
had  nine  others  which  would  be  ready 
in  the  course  of  the  year,  including  the 
powerful  ships  Sultan,  Superb,  Neptune, 
and  Devastation,  These  figures  ou^t,  he 
thought,  to  be  satisfactory  to  the  House. 
We  had  42  iron-dads,  either  in  com- 
mission or  ready  to  put  to  sea  in  a 
short  time,  and  these  constituted  a  force 
adequate  to  any  emergency  which  was 
likely  to  arise.  If  he  felt  it  necessary 
to  come  down  to  the  House  for  further 
Supplies,  in  order  to  increase  the  offen- 
sive or  defensive  force  of  the  country, 
he  should  not  hesitate  to  do  so ;  but  he 
did  not  think  it  desirable  to  ask  for 
increased  Votes  for  bmlding  ships  which 
might  become  obsolete  in  a  few  years, 
and  especially  at  a  time  when,  he  be- 
lieved, our  Navy  was  thoroughly  ade- 
quate to  any  service  which  it  might  be 
called  upon  to  peifonn,  and  thoroughly 
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able  to  cope  with  any  Power  wbicli 
miglit  be  brought  against  it.  With 
these  few  remarks,  he  hoped  the  House 
would  now  go  into  Committee  on  the 
Estimates. 

THE   COASTGUARDS. 
OBSEBVATIOSrS. 

Captain  PIM  said,  he  did  not  see 
any  credit  given  for  the  deduction  of 
1«.  a  day  made  from  the  wages  of  the 
Coastguard  during  the  time  they  were 
ordered  to  serve  afloat. 

Mr.  A.F.  EGERTON  said,  the  amount 
was  deducted  in  the  total  charged,  and 
he  did  not  see  that  any  advantage  would 
be  gained  by  dividing  the  item  in  that 
part  of  the  Votes. 

Captain  PIM  considered  it  a  hard 
case  that  these  men  who  were  the  best 
afloat,  should  be  deprived  of  Is.  a-day. 
The  item  would  be  a  considerable  one, 
seeing  that  the  number  of  men  men- 
tioned in  the  Vote  was  4,150. 

Me.  a.  F.  EGERTON  had  never 
known  of  any  complaint  being  made  on 
account  of  this  deduction  from  the  wages 
of  the  Coastguard  men,  by  whom  it  was 
thoroughly  understood. 

Captain  PIM  was  not  impugning 
the  justice  of  the  Admiralty  in  making 
the  deduction  in  question.  He  merely 
wished  to  draw  attention  to  the  fact 
that  the  amount  of  the  stoppage  was  not 
mentioned  in  the  Votes. 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  the  Coast- 
guard men  had  always  been  liable  for 
uns  stoppage  from  their  pay,  and  the 
Estimates,  as  the  hon.  Member  for 
Gbavesend  must  know,  were  upon  pre- 
cisely the  same  footing  as  formerly. 

Captain  PIM  thought  that  the  Esti- 
mates were  framed  in  such  a  manner  as 
rendered  them  very  difficult  to  be  un- 
derstood, and  that  the  sooner  they  were 
altered  the  better. 

Motion,  **  That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now 
leave  the  Chair,"  agreed  to. 

ORDERS     OF    THE    DAY. 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  £1,003,376.  Victuals  and  Cloth- 
ing for  Seaman  and  Marines. 

Captain  PIM  asked  for  information 
with  regard  to   the    item    of   £1,396 


charged  as  dresses  for  Marines  doing 
duty  as  officers'  servants.  Was  this 
amount  in  addition  to  the  ordinary 
clothing  of  the  Marines  ? 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON  replied,  that  it 
was  a  provision  for  the  Service,  and  was, 
of  course,  so  far,  for  the  Marine  branch. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(2.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £185,400,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses 
of  the  Admiralty  Office,  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  durinp^  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1880/* 

Mr.  BIGGAE  said,  he  should  have  to 
move  the  reduction  of  this  Vote,  with  the 
object  of  calling  attention  to  the  claims 
of  Mr.  John  Clare  for  compensation  to 
which  he  believed  himself  to  be  entitled 
for  improvements  in  the  construction  of 
ships  of  war.  Without  going  at  any 
length  into  the  case,  ho  would  merely 
state  that  Mr.  John  Clare  had  devoted 
a  great  deal  of  time,  and  taken  a  gpreat 
deal  of  trouble  in  this  matter  some  years 
ago.  The  Admiralty  of  the  day  had 
made  use  of  his  plans  and  specifications, 
and  when  he  had  asked  for  payment  he 
had  been  put  off  from  time  to  time. 
Ultimately,  he  was  advised  to  appeal  to 
a  Court  of  Law,  and,  having  done  so, 
the  proceedings  resulted  in  a  verdict 
against  him.  This  was  due  to  the  evi- 
dence given  at  tlio  trial  by  Mr.  Scott 
Eussell  and  Sir  Charles  Fox.  A  new 
trial  was  applied  for  and  refused  on  the 
ground  that  these  gentlemen  were  per- 
sons of  great  eminence  in  their  profes- 
sion, and  that  their  evidence  could  be 
relied  upon.  The  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown  had  been  referred  to,  and  they 
had  said  that  upon  the  legal  view  of 
the  case  Mr.  Clare  could  not  recover. 
But,  upon  the  grounds  of  justice  and  fair 
play,  he  (Mr.  j&igear)  certainly  thought 
that  the  case  of  Mr.  Clare  might  fairly 
be  made  the  subject  of  further  inquiry 
at  the  hands  of  a  Committee.  The  fact 
of  Mr.  Clare  having  appealed  to  a  Court 
of  Law  and  been  beaten,  was  not,  in  his 
opinion,  sufficient  reason  for  refusing  an 
independent  inquiry  into  the  merits  of 
this  case,  and  he,  therefore,  trusted  that 
the  Government  would  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee to  consider  it.  Various  Members 
of  the  House  had,  from  time  to  time, 
been  canvassed  by  Mr.  Clare,  with  the 
result  that  his  case,  which  had  given  a 
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good  deal  of  trouble,  liad  been  brought 
forward  in  the  House.  He  had  not,  of 
course,  been  able  to  verify  all  the  state- 
ments made  by  Mr.  John  Clare ;  but  it 
was  the  opinion  of  a  good  many  hon. 
Members  that  he  had,  upon  its  merits,  an 
honest  case.  For  that  reason,  he  thought 
the  Government  should  agree  to  the 
appointment  of  a  Committee.  If  that 
Committee  should  decide  in  favour  of 
Mr.  Clare,  the  Government  would,  no 
doubt,  do  what  was  reasonable  and  fair; 
on  the  other  hand,  if  the  decision  went 
against  him,  the  House  would  have  ob- 
tained the  expression  of  independent 
opinion  upon  the  merits  of  the  case, 
which  would  then  be  ended  once  for  all. 
He  moved  the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by 
the  sum  of  £100  under  sub-head  A. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £184,200,  bo 
gfranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expenses 
of  the  Admiralty  Office,  which  will  come  in 
course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1880."— (ifr.  Biggar.) 

Captain  PEICE  said,  that  one  reason 
against  the  suggestion  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar)  was  that 
Mr.  John  Clare  had  appealed  to  the 
public  at  large,  by  means  of  an  advertise- 
ment in  the  second  column  of  The  Times, 
headed,  '^John  Clare  National  Testi- 
monial," for  subscriptions  in  recognition 
of  his  services  to  the  State.  No  doubt, 
by  this  means  he  had  realized  a  large 
fortune,  and  he  (Captain  Price)  thought 
that  the  House  would  not  now  re-open 
the  question. 

Mr.  E.  J.  REED  believed  that  Mr. 
John  Clare  had  an  honest  conviction 
that  he  had  done  something  for  the 
benefit  of  the  Public  Service,  and  was 
quite  sure  that  this  belief  was,  in  some 
degree,  shared  by  every  hon.  Member 
who  had  the  slightest  interest  in  the 
case.  But  he  wished  to  point  out  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  (Mr.  Biggar) 
that,  in  his  opinion,  the  House,  before 
taking  up  this  cause,  which  had  been 
heard  both  in  official  Departments  and 
in  a  Court  of  Law,  should  have  pre- 
sented to  it  some  evidence  that  there  nad 
been  a  miscarriage  of  justice.  For  a 
long  time  previous  to  his  going  to  the 
Admiralty  he  had  given  Mr.  Clare  a 
considerable  number  of  interviews  upon 
the  subject  of  his  claim,  and  he  was 
bound  to  state  that,  at  that  time,  when 
he  was  entirely  free  from  any  prejudice 

Mr.  Biggar 


against  it,  he  was  never  able  to  discover 
that  it  rested  upon  any  solid  ground. 
If  he  believed  that  Mr.  John  Clare  had, 
in  the  smallest  degree,  contributed  to 
the  improvement  of  Naval  architecture, 
he  would  be  ready  to  back  up  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  in  his  proposal  for  a 
Committee,  because,  in  his  opinion,  the 
facts  that  a  verdict  had    been   giren 
against  him,  and  that  time  had  elapsed, 
were  not  sufficient  reasons  for  the  re- 
fusal of  justice  if  it  could  be  made  dear 
that  there  were  any  solid  grounds  to  go 
upon.     He  would  be  willing,  in  that 
case,  that  a  Committee  shoidd  be  ap- 
pointed, were  it  only  for  the  satisfaction 
of  a  man  so  assiduous  as  Mr.  Clare. 
But  it  was  too  serious  a  matter  that  the 
House  should  appoint  a  Committee  of 
its  Members  to    inquire    into    a  plea 
merely  because  that  plea  had  been  sys- 
tematically asserted  and  re-asserted.  As 
a  suggestion  to  the  hon.  Member  for 
Cavan,  he  would  willingly  meet  the  hon. 
Member  and  Mr.  Clare,  who  had  an 
honest  belief  in  the  justice  of  his  claim, 
to  hear  what  he  had  to  say ;  and,  in  the 
event  of  anything  being  produoed  that 
would  justify  a  change  of  opinion  on  his 
part,  Mr.  Clare  and  his  hon.  Friend 
should  have  the  benefit  of  it ;  though, 
as  he  had  said,  from  the  intimate  know- 
ledge of  the  case  which  he  possessed,  he 
felt  that  Mr.  Clare  was  without  claim. 

Mr.  BIGGAE  did  not  think  that  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Pembroke  (Mr.  E.  J.  Eeed)  had  affected 
anything  he  had  said  in  regard  to  the 
case.  The  verdict  against  Mr.  Clare  in 
a  Court  of  Law  was  given  upon  the  evi- 
dence of  Mr.  Scott  BusseU  and  Sir 
Charles  Fox.  Both  those  gentlemen 
specifically  averred  that  Mr.  Clare's  plan 
was  not  a  novelty.  Since  that  period 
Mr.  Clare  had  been  able  to  show  that 
both  those  gentlemen  were  mistaken.  If 
the  argument,  therefore,  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Pembroke  were  based  upon 
that  ground  he  thought  that  it  failed, 
and  that  Mr.  Clare  was  not  entitled  to 
an  inquiry.  The  Committee  had  onlj 
heard  an  ex  parte  statement  of  the  case, 
and  had  not  had  an  opportunity  of  judg- 
ing of  its  merits.  He  was  thoroaehlj 
convinced  in  his  own  mind  that  lir. 
Clare  was  entitled  to  the  inquiry. 

Captain  PIM  said,  that  he  felt  very 
strongly  for  Mr.  Clare,  and  considered 
that  he  had  a  very  good  case ;  he  there- 
fore hoped  that  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 


1778 


Supptjf — 


[July  81, 1879J 


If^avy  EttimatM,         1774 


First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would  be 
able  to  give  some  encouragement  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  to  believe  that 
what  he  had  asked  for  would  be  granted. 
He  would  point  out  to  the  hon.  Member 
for  Pembroke  that  Mr.  Clare  claimed  to 
be  the  original  inventor  of  the  wing  pas- 
sage bulkhead.  If  he  were  the  originator 
of  that  bulkhead  he  thought  that  some 
oonsideration  should  be  shown  him.  It 
would  do  no  harm  whatever  if  the  ques- 
tion were  re- opened  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty by  appointing  one  or  two  gen- 
tlemen to  decide  upon  its  merits.  If  the 
hon.  Member  for  Cavan  went  to  a  divi- 
sion upon  the  question  he  should  cer- 
tainly vote  with  him. 

Mb.  SAMUDA  hoped  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  would  not  go  to 
a  division.  He  was  sure  that  he  had  not 
been  fully  informed  as  to  what  took 
place  at  the  trial  when  Mr.  Clare 
Drought  forward  his  claim  against  the 
Admiralty.  Whatever  Mr.  Scott  Russell, 
and  the  other  gentleman  who  gave  evi- 
dence, might  have  said,  he  could  state 
most  distinctly  that  at  that  trial  there 
was  no  claim  on  the  part  of  Mr.  Clare 
to  have  been  the  originator  of  what  was 
alleged  by  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member 
for  Cavan  to  be  his  invention.  The 
daim  put  forward  by  Mr.  Clare  was  for 
having  been  the  first  to  build  a  vessel  in 
a  particular  form  with  regard  to  cellular 
compartments.  The  description  which 
he  gave  of  his  invention  was,  in  all  re- 
spects, absolutely  and  entirely  the  same 
as  that  which  had  been  used  in  the 
Great  Western  many  years  before,  and 
with  which  vessel  Mr.  Clare  had  had 
nothing  to  do.  It  was  not  solely  upon 
the  evidence  of  Mr.  Scott  Bussell  that 
the  verdict  was  given,  for  he  (Mr. 
Samuda)  was  one  of  the  witnesses  whom 
the  Admiralty  called  to  give  evidence 
with  respect  to  the  matter.  He  called 
attention  to  the  fact  that  Mr.  Clare  had 
called  upon  him  and  endeavoured  to  ex- 
plain his  invention,  and  that  he  then 
showed  him  that  two  or  three  years 
before  the  date  of  his  invention  the  de- 
sign in  question  had  been  used  upon  the 
Thunderer.  He  showed  Mr.  Clare  his 
drawings  in  order  to  convince  him  that 
the  plan  had  been  invented  long  before 
he  brought  it  out.  He  had  no  wish  to 
prevent  Mr.  Clare  obtaining  the  fullest 
advantage  he  could  ;  but  he  felt  called 
upon  to  say  as  much  as  he  had  in  order 


that  it  might  not  go  forth  to  the  world 
that  the  Admiralty  had  done  anything 
in  a  high  handed  manner  against  Mr. 
Clare ;  but  when  he  was  asked  to  give 
evidence  with  regard  to  the  matter  in 
question  he  felt  it  his  duty  to  do  so. 

Mr.  a.  F.  EGERTON  said,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Cavan  must  anticipate  the 
only  reply  which  the  Government  could 
give  to  his  Motion.  He  would  again 
repeat  what  he  had  said  on  a  previous 
occasion  when  the  matter  was  brought 
forward,  that  the  Admiralty  could  not 
grant  the  inquiry  asked  for.  The  case 
of  Mr.  Clare  had  been  tried  in  two 
Courts  of  Law — it  had  been  tried  by  the 
officers  of  the  Admiralty,  and  it  had 
been  referred  to  the  Law  Officers  of  the 
Crown.  On  every  occasion  it  had  been 
decided  against  Mr.  Clare,  and  ho  could 
see  no  ground  for  re-opening  the  matter 
then.  He  thought  he  was  speaking  the 
sentiment  of  his  right  hon.  Friend  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  when  he 
stated  that  they  must  decline  to  grant  a 
Committee  upon  the  case. 

Mr.  PARNELL  had  always  thought 
that  it  would  be  much  more  satisfactory 
if  the  Admiralty  would  grant  a  reference 
to  a  gentleman  in  the  matter  of  the 
claims  of  Mr.  Clare.  He  did  not  think 
that  the  testimony  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr.  Samuda) 
could  be  considered  very  satisfactory,  for 
the  hon.  Member  had  informed  them  that 
he  was  more  or  less  an  ex  parte  witness 
on  the  trial  in  question.  He  must  re- 
mind the  Committee  that  one  of  the 
claims  of  Mr.  Clare  at  the  trial  was  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets 
was  using  his  invention  in  his  office  of 
contractor  for  the  Navy. 

Mr.  SAMUDA  said,  that  if  he 
might  be  allowed  to  interrupt  the  hon. 
Member  for  a  moment  he  could  explain 
the  matter.  When  Mr.  Clare  came  to 
his  office  he  explained  to  him  that,  in 
former  years,  he  had  built  vessels  for 
the  Admiralty  in  the  form  which  he 
described  as  being  one  of  his  inventions. 
That  was  a  vessel  with  armour  plates 
on  the  outside  and  teak  behind,  then 
armoured  plates  and  wood  behind,  and 
that  vessel  was  built  long  before  Mr.  Clare 
had  any  patent  at  all.  At  thetimehe  (Mr. 
Samuda)  gave  evidence  in  Court,  ho  had 
no  wish  to  give  evidence  against  anyone ; 
but  he  only  stated  what  he  knew  of  the 
matter.  Mr.  Clare  did  not  then  set  ui 
the  claim  which  was  now  brougl 
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ward,  but  lie  only  claimed  to  build 
vessels  in  compartments  in  a  manner  in 
which  they  had  been  built  previously  for 
the  Admiralty.  From  the  evidence  of 
one  witness  it  was  perfectly  clear  that  a 
vessel  called  the  Great  Western  had  been 
built  in  precisely  the  same  way  that  Mr. 
Clare  had  claimed  as  his  invention,  and 
which  he  said  the  Government  had 
adopted.  So  far  as  he  was  concerned  he 
had  nothing  more  to  do  with  Mr.  Clare 
than  the  hon.  Member. 

Mr.  PAENELL  had  not  misunderstood 
what  the  hon.  Member  had  previously 
said.    He  was  only  giving  his  version  of 
the  matter  in  rather  different  words. 
He  did  not  say  that  the  hon.  Gentleman 
himself  admitted  that  one  of  Mr.  Clare's 
claims  was  against  him  in  his  office  as 
contractor  of  the  Navy,  but  he  main- 
tained that  the    hon.  Gentleman   had 
made  use  of  one  of  Mr.  Clare's  patents. 
At  all  events,  that  was  the  statement  of 
Mr.  Clare ;  but  he  did  not  say  that  that 
was  the  statement  of  the  hon.  Member 
himself.    All  that  showed  how  necessary 
it  was  that  the  matter  should  be  set  at 
rest  by  a  fair  and  independent  inquiry. 
It  had  always  struck  him,  with  reference 
to  Mr.  Clare's  claims,  that  the  Admiralty 
at  the  trial  had  to  go  back  30  or  35  years 
to  meet  them.      Then,  so  far  as  the 
statement  of  Mr.   Clare  went,  he   had 
never  heard  any  counter-statement  from 
the  Admiralty.     The  misfortune  of  the 
case  was  that  the  Government  had  never 
attempted  to  answer  the  case  made  out. 
They  had  that  night  heard  a  great  many 
isioxQ  details  with   regard  to  the  case 
than  they  had  ever  listened  to  before. 
One  of  the  chief  arguments  of  Mr.  Clare 
was  that  the  Government  were  obliged 
to   go  back  20  or  30  years  in  order  to 
show  that,   25  years  ago,  a  vessel  was 
built  of  a  similar  pattern  to  that  which 
he  claimed.   By  that  means,  they  sought 
to  show  that  his  patent  was  not  well- 
founded.     It  looked  very  much  as  if  the 
Admiralty  of  that  day  was  obliged  to 
resort  to  a  strange  defence,  when  they 
went  back   so  many  years  in  order  to 
find  an  instance  to  bring  forward  in  op- 
position to  Mr.  Clare.     Why  did  they 
not  bring  forward  some  recent  example, 
such  as  the  hon.  Member  had  told  them 
of  ?    If  Mr.  Clare  had  no  case,  let  it  be 
answered  properly.     But,  although  the 
matter    had     been     brought     forward 
several  times,  yet,  on  no  occasion,  had 
any  attempt  been  made  to  disprove  his 
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case.  He  certainly  oonld  not  see  that 
they  would  have  no  other  resource  than 
to  have  the  matter  fairly  disposed  of  bj 
the  House  of  Commons,  if  the  Cbvem- 
ment  would  not  appoint  two  or  three 
gentlemen  to  investigate  it. 

Mb.  BIGGAK  was  very  unwilling  to 
press  the  case  farther,  and  he  coidd  onlj 
say  that  he  had  not,  by   any  meaiu, 
stated  all  that  Mr.  Clare  had  wished  him 
to  say  with  regard  to  the  matter.    He 
would,  however,  read  to  the  House  an 
affidavit  which  had  been  made  by  Mr. 
John  Morrison,  foreman  shipbuilder  of 
the  late  Mr.   Laird,   the  Member  for 
Birkenhead,  which  entirely  contradicted 
the  evidence  of  Sir  Charles  Fox,  upon 
which  the  matter  was  decided  agamst 
Mr.  Clare.    Mr.  Morrison  said  that  the 
greater  part  of  Sir  Charles  Fox's  evi- 
dence was  untrue.     The  truth  was,  that 
Sir  Charles  Fox  had  nothing  to  do  with 
the  building  of  the  vessel  Alhurkt,  and 
that  it  came  under  his  (Morrison's)  own 
superintendence,  and  he  was  peifeody 
certain  that  it  had  no  lon^tudinalfiramye- 
work.     The  vessel  was  built  with  tem- 
porary ribbons,  which  were  taken  away 
as  the  fittings  were  progressing.     Sir 
Charles  Fox   did  not   superintrad  the 
building  the  vessel,  which  was  under  his 
(Morrison's)  charge  from  the  beginning 
to  the  end.     From  his  great  experience 
in  shipbuilding,  the  witness  stated  he 
could  vouch  for  the  novelty  of  the  in- 
vention.    He  only  wished  to  point  ont 
that,  upon  the  merits,    he  thought  Mr. 
Clare  had  won  his  case,  and  that  he  was 
entitled  to  an  inquiry.     As,  however,  he 
should  be  in  a  small  minority,  he  ahoold 
not  take  a  division. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  wished  to  say  a  few 
words  with  respect  to  Naval  chaplains, 
and  he  should  like  to  have  some  infor- 
mation from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  with  re- 
spect to  the  Minute  published  last  year. 
At  the  present  time,  the  BomanCaUiolic 
sailors  in  the  Navy  seldom  had  the  ad- 
vantages of  the  administration  of  mem- 
bers of  their  own  religion.  When  in 
foreign  ports  the  men  were  sent  to  Eo- 
man  Catholic  churches;  but  the  priests 
at  those  places  did  not  understand  Eng- 
lish. He  wished  to  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  whether  he  would  take  anj 


1777 


Supply--^ 


{July  31,  1879} 


lTaf>y  Estimates.  1778 


means  to  provide  more  religious  advan- 
tages for  the  Eoman  Catholics  in  the 
Navy  ?  He  would  like  to  know  whether 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  intended  ap- 
pointing Koman  Catholic  chaplains?  He 
did  not  wish  to  ask  the  Committee  to 
ooDsider  the  propriety  of  placing  Boman 
Catholic  chaplains  upon  each  ship  of 
war,  for  upon  many  of  those  ships  there 
was  but  a  small  number  of  Boman  Ca- 
tholics. But  he  did  think  that  the  Ad- 
miralty might  place  Boman  Catholic 
Naval  chaplains  at  the  principal  Naval 
centres,  where  they  did  not  exist  at 
present.  He  knew  many  officers  of  Her 
Majesty's  Navy  who  thought  very  highly 
of  that  proposal,  for  they  found  that  the 
influence  of  the  chaplains  civilized  their 
men  and  made  them  less  liable  to  fall 
into  crime.  There  was  another  matter. 
Invalid  ships  were  sent  back  from  India 
with  sick  on  board,  without  the  presence 
of  Boman  Catholic  chaplains.  It  was 
hard  on  a  man,  who  probably  knew  that 
he  would  not  see  the  shores  of  England, 
bat  would  die  on  the  passage  home,  to 
prepare  to  g^  to  the  other  world  without 
the  consolations  of  religion.  He  would 
press  upon  the  Government  the  neces- 
sity of  providing  more  Boman  Catholic 
chaplains  at  the  principal  Naval  centres 
at  home  and  abroad,  and  also  on  board 
invalid  ships.  Upon  those  points,  he 
thought  they  had  a  right  to  expect  some 
satisuuitory  statement.  No  doubt,  it 
was  a  rather  knotty  point  with  regard 
to  the  invalid  ships ;  and,  perhaps,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  say  that  it 
was  a  matter  for  the  War  Department 
to  deal  with,  and  if  they  went  to  the 
War  Department,  they  would  probably 
be  told  that  the  question  should  be 
brought  before  the  Government  of  India, 
who  paid  for  recruiting  the  strength  of 
regiments  in  this  country,  and  for  their 
transports  out  and  home.  He  would 
not  enter  into  those  questions;  but 
he  trusted  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  not  refer  the  matter  to  another 
Department,  but  would  arrive  at  a  satis- 
factory settlement  of  it  himself.  Then, 
with  reg^ard  to  foreign  ports — sometimes 
a  large  number  of  our  vessels  were 
lying  in  foreign  ports.  During  the 
Eastern  complications  there  was  a 
large  Squadron  stationed  in  Besika  Bay, 
in  the  Mediterranean.  He  thought 
the  authorities  should  make  some  local 
arrangements  to  provide  for  the  reli- 
gions instruction  to  men  under  such 
exceptional  circumstances  as  those.  But 


it  was  not  only  in  foreign  ports,  but 
in  home  ports,  that  the  Boman  Catholic 
chaplains  had  no  locw  standi.  In  PortS' 
mouth,  Plymouth,  and  other  places,  they 
saw  the  men  for  three-quarters  of  an 
hour  on  a  Sunday  morning,  whereas  the 
Protestant  chaplains  had  opportunities 
for  going  amongst  the  men  every  day  in 
the  week. 

The  CHAIBMAN  drew  the  atten- 
tion of  the  hon.  Member  to  the  fact  that 
the  discussion  in  which  he  was  engaged 
would  more  properly  have  been  raised 
upon  Vote  1,  which  contained  the  item 
for  the  salaries  of  chaplains. 

Mr.  a.  MOOBE  rose  to  a  point  of 
Order.  He  wished  to  move  a  reduction  of 
the  Vote  in  respect  of  the  salary  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty.  He  thought  he  was  en- 
titled to  do  that,  and  he  brought  for- 
ward a  grievance  which  he  considered 
existed  in  certain  Departments  of  the 
Naval  Service. 

The  CHAIBMAN  said,  he  must  point 
out  to  the  hon.  Member  that,  although 
he  was  entitled  to  move  the  reduction  of 
the  salary  of  an  Admiralty  official,  yet  he 
was  not  entitled  on  such  a  Motion  to 
enter  into  matters  which  formed  the 
subject  of  another  Vote.  The  question 
which  the  hon.  Member  now  raised 
ought  to  have  been  discussed  on  Vote  1 . 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  it  was  rather  a 
long  time  ago  since  Vote  2  was  before 
the  Committee  ;  but  now  he  was  re- 
minded of  the  matter,  perhaps  he  might 
be  allowed  to  say  that  when  Vote  1 
passed  through  the  Committee  at  a  late 
period  of  the  night,  when  he  moved  to 
report  Progress  in  order  that  there  might 
be  an  opportunity  of  discussing  the  Vote, 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  very  anxious 
to  get  money  for  the  Navy,  and  it  was 
promised  either  by  him,  or  by  someone 
else,  that  if  the  Vote  was  allowed  to  pass 
without  disussion.  Members  should  be 
afforded  opportunity  upon  subsequent 
Votes  for  the  discussion  of  any  Motion 
that  could  be  discussed  on  Vote  1 .  He  did 
not  know  whether  that  would  bear  upon 
the  present  point  or  not;  but,  as  he  recol- 
lected what  took  place  at  that  time,  he 
thought  it  desirable  to  remind  the  Com- 
mittee. 

Mr.  BIGGAB  said,  that  there  was 
another  question  with  regard    to  the 
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member  that  when  his  hon.  and  learned 
Friend  the  Member  for  Louth  (Mr. 
Sullivan)  raised  a  question  as  to  the 
chaplains  at  Delagoa  Bay,  a  promise 
was  made  to  him  that  chaplains  should 
be  supplied  to  that  place.  If  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  not  give  a 
more  specific  promise  with  regard  to 
that  question,  he  thought  it  open  to  the 
hon.  Member  for  Clonmel  (Mr.  A. 
Moore)  to  complain  of  the  want  of  atten- 
tion to  the  undertaking  made  by  the 
the  Government.  For  that  reason,  he 
thought  they  were  right  in  moving  the 
reduction  of  the  salary  of  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty. 

Me.  CHILDERS  said,  that  it  was  not 
quite  accurate  to  say  that  Vote  1  dealt 
with  that  matter,  for  Vote  1  only  dealt 
with  chaplains  of  the  Church  of  England. 
It  would  be  found  that  Vote  14  provided 
for  chaplains  of  the  Eoman  Catholic  and 
all  other  denominations.  He  thought 
it  would  be  more  regular,  therefore,  to 
raise  the  question  which  was  now  sought 
to  be  brought  forward  upon  Vote  14. 

Me.  a.  MOORE  expressed  his  will- 
ingness to  accede  to  the  suggestion  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member 
for  Pontefract  and  to  bring  the  matter 
forward  upon  Vote  14. 

The  chairman  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  would  not  be  out  of  Order  in 
raising  that  question  upon  Vote  14, 
which  was  for  all  chaplains  not  being 
members  of  the  Church  of  England. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  wished  to  move 
that  Progress  be  reported.  His  reason 
was  that  they  had  had  an  Army  Disci- 
pline and  Regulation  Bill,  which  had 
occupied  the  House  something  like  four 
weeks,  or  24  days,  by  which  the  reglua- 
tions  and  government  of  the  Army  had, 
to  a  large  degree,  been  altered.  They 
were  promised,  that  immediately  the 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  Bill  was 
concluded,  a  Bill  dealing  with  Naval 
Discipline  should  be  produced ;  but  that 
Bill  had  passed  away,  and  up  to  the 
present  time  the  House  had  not  heard 
one  word  from  the  Government  or  from 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
ofthe  Admiralty  in  regard  to  it.  All  they 
had  to  depend  upon  was  the  vague  pro- 
mise of  the  Government  that  it  was  their 
intention  to  bring  in  such  a  Bill.  He 
ventured  to  say  that  the  provisions  of  the 
Naval  Discipline  Act  were  as  severe- 
nay,  they  were  more  severe — than  the 
ions  of  the  late  Army  Regulations. 

^  Biggar 


They  were  called  upon  to  vote  large 
sums  of  money  for  the  purposes  of  the 
Navy;  but,  before  they  did  so,  he  thought 
they  were  entitled  to  know  what  was  to 
be  done  with  regard  to  the  discipline  of 
the  Navy  ?  It  was  now  the  law  that,  in 
the  Army,  a  soldier  should  not  receire 
more  than  25  lashes. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  to  the 
hon.  Member,  that  the  question  which 
he  intended  to  raise  would  be  more  ger- 
mane to  Vote  1 3  on  account  of  naval 
courts  martial. 

Mb.  a.  MOORE  understood  that  the 
Question  before  the  Oomniittee  was  that 
Progress  be  reported. 

The  CHAIRMAN  said,  that  in  moving 
to  report  Progress,  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  was  entirely  out  of  Order  in 
entering  upon  the  discussion  of  matters 
that  arose  upon  a  subsequent  Vote. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  said,  that  his 
Motion  was  to  report  Prog^ress,  and  if 
he  had  incidentally  referred  to  any  sub- 
sequent Vote,  it  was  not  his  intention  to 
do  so.  His  intention  was  to  impress 
upon  the  mind  of  the  House  that  they 
had  legislated  for  the  benefit  of  the 
soldier,  and  that  they  were  not  entitled 
to  vote  money  for  the  Navy  until  they 
had  legislated  for  the  benefit  of  the 
sailor.  He  had  said  before,  and  he  re- 
peated it,  that  the  Navy  Discipline  Act, 
in  its  whole  form,  was  outrageous  and 
cruel  in  regard  to  the  treatment  of  the 
sailor  as  the  Army  Act  formerly  was  in 
regard  to  the  soldier.  They  were  told 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman,  in  regard 
to  sentences  passed,  that  they  satisfied 
him ;  but  he  thought  that  if  there  was 
any  cruel  and  outrageous  sentence 
passed  upon  any  individual  in  Her  Ma- 
jesty *s  Service,  Parliament  ought  to 
stop  it.  He  considered  that  Parliament 
and  the  country,  as  well  as  the  rig^t 
hon.  Gentleman,  should  know  what  the 
conduct  of  the  man  had  been,  and  why 
he  was  to  be  called  upon  to  suffer  severe 
punishment.  In  the  Army  Discipline 
and  Regulation  Bill  the  functions  of 
courts  martial  were  submitted  to  the 
House,  and  great  innoTations  had  been 
made  with  respect  to  them ;  the  func- 
tions of  the  Provost  Marshal  had 
also  been  submitted  to  the  Hoose,  and 
great  modifications  made  in  his  powo^ 
Courts  martial  in  the  Navy  were  very 
similar  to  courts  martial  in  the  Army, 
and  he  did  not  think  that  they  ought 
to  vote  any  money  at  all  for  the  Naty 
until  they  had  a  Bill  before  fhem  with 
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regard  to  Naval  Discipline.  He  begged 
to  move  to  report  Progress,  and  ask 
leave  to  sit  again. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mr,  Mac- 
danald,) 

Mr.  W.  H.  smith  trusted  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  was  not 
Berioos  in  proposing  to  report  Progress 
at  that  hour  of  the  evening,  especially  as 
it  would  be  perfectly  open  to  him  to 
raise  a  question  to  which  he  referred  to- 
morrow. He  might,  however,  state  that 
immediately  the  determination  of  the 
House  in  reference  to  flogging  in  the 
Army  was  arrived  at,  an  Admiralty  Cir- 
oolar  had  been  issued  directing  that  the 
maximum  number  of  lashes  to  be  given 
in  the  Navy  should  be  reduced  to  25 ;  and, 
therefore,  the  spirit  of  the  undertaking 
given  to  the  House  had  been  fulfilled. 
He  was  anxious,  at  the  right  time,  to 
bring  in  a  Bill  relating  to  the  whole 
sabject  of  discipline  in  the  Navy ;  but 
he  trusted  that  the  hon.  Member  would 
now  withdraw  his  Motion,  and  permit 
the  discussion  to  proceed. 

Mb.  PAENELL  certainly  thought  it 
would  be  most  convenient  to  discuss  that 
question  upon  Vote  13  (Administration 
m  Martial  Law).     He  would  suggest  to 
the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  that  he 
should  withdraw  his  Motion  to  report 
Progress,  and  should  allow  them  to  go 
on  with  the  Votes  until  they  arrived  at 
Vote   13.     He  hoped,   then,  that  they 
would  have  some  more  distinct  declara- 
tion from  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  than  they 
hadyethad.  He  had  told  them  that,  after 
the  decision  of  the  House  with  respect  to 
the  Army  Discipline  and  Eegulation  Bill, 
the  number  of   lashes  should    be  re- 
duced to  25,  he  had  issued  orders  that 
the  same  practice  should  be  carried  out 
in    the  Navy.      But  he  did  not  give 
orders  in  regard  to  the  other  reductions 
of  punishment  sanctioned  by  the  Army 
Discipline  Act.     The  old  Mutiny  Act 
contained  provisions  for   solitary  con- 
finement and  solitary  imprisonment ;  all 
those  clauses  were  struck  out  of  the 
Army    Discipline    Act    they  had   just 
passed.     Last  year,  and  the  year  before, 
some  hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the 
House  drew  attention  to  the  question  of 
solitary  confinement,  and  the  result  of 
their  exertions  was  that,  when  the  Army 
Discipline   and    Begulation   Bill    was 


brought  before  the  House  the  punish- 
ment of  solitary  confinement  was  given 
up,  and  there  was  now  no  power  to 
punish  a  soldier  by  solitary  confine- 
ment as  a  part  of  his  original  sen- 
tence. A  soldier  could  only  now  be 
punished  with  solitary  confinement,  for 
breach  of  prison  discipline,  under  the 
Prisons  Acts.  When  they  reached 
Vote  13,  he  hoped  that  they  would 
have  an  assurance  from  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty that  he  would  not  allow  any 
more  sentences  of  solitary  confinement 
to  be  inflicted  by  courts  martial  as  part 
of  original  sentences.  The  old  Navy 
Discipline  Act  ran  on  all  fours  with  the 
old  Army  Mutiny  Act.  It  had  been  ad- 
mitted that  there  should  not  be  more 
extreme  punishment  in  the  Navy  than  in 
the  Army ;  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
could  not  with  any  consistency  refuse  to 
grant  the  request  they  now  made  that, 
as  solitary  confinement  had  been  given 
up  in  the  Army,  it  should  also  be  g^ven 
up  in  the  Navy.  It  would  be  easy  for 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  give  such 
directions  as  would  place  the  discipline 
of  the  Navy  upon  the  same  footing 
as  that  of  the  Army.  He  hoped,  there- 
fore, that  by  the  time  they  came  to 
Vote  13,  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  be  able  to  see  his  way  to  make 
the  announcement  to  the  Committee  that 
he  would  direct  that  the  punishment  of 
solitary  confinement  should  not  be  in- 
flicted as  part  of  an  original  sentence. 

Me.  O'CONNOR  POWEE  thought 
that  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  (Mr. 
Macdonald)  ought  to  be  satisfied  with 
the  explanation  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman, so  far  as  it  had  gone,  and  he 
would  venture  to  support  the  appeal  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Meath  TMr.  Par- 
nell)  that  he  should  witharaw  his 
Motion.  The  abolition  of  solitary  con- 
finement, and  other  punishments  in  which 
alterations  had  been  made  by  the  Army 
Discipline  Act,  could  be  extended  to  the 
Navy  without  legislation  and  by  regula- 
tion only.  He  expected  the  ri^ht  hon. 
Gentleman  would  probably  tell  them 
that,  owing  to  the  time  the  Army  Dis- 
cipline and  Kegulation  Bill  took,  he 
had  been  unable  to  introduce  a  Bill  of 
the  same  character  with  regard  to  the 
Navy  during  that  Session — that  would 
be  the  most  satisfactory  explanation. 
And  if  he  were  able  to  make  an  order 
reducing  the  number  of  lashes 
he  woiud   also  be  able  to 
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order  reducing  the  other  punishments 
in  the  Navy  to  a  level  with  those  in  the 
Army.  In  that  manner  the  objections 
of  the  hon.  Member  for  Stafford  might 
be  anticipated.  He  was  sure  that  the 
hon.  Member  for  Stafford  did  not  wish 
to  delay  Business^  but  only  to  get  an 
assurance  from  the  right  hon.  Gendeman 
that  all  the  reductions  in  the  punish- 
ments effected  by  the  Army  Discipline 
Act  would  also  be  extended  to  the 
Navy. 

Mji.  CALLAN  wished  to  have  further 
explanations  with  reference  to  the  cats 
which  had  been  left  in  the  Cloak  Boom 
for  the  inspection  of  hon.  Members. 
When  he  saw  the  cats  at  the  Admiralty, 
one  of  them  bore  the  inscription — **  Navy 
cat;  specimen  lodged  in  Storekeeper's 
Department  many  years  since ;  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Dockyard,  Portsmouth."  When 
that  cat  was  placed  in  the  Cloak  Boom, 
the  following  inscription  was  substi- 
tuted : — ''  Cat  provided  for  use  on  board 
Her  Majesty's  ships  for  seamen  and 
marines."  The  hon.  Member  for  Meath 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  as  to  whether  the 
endorsement  upon  the  cat  in  the  Cloak 
Boom  was  the  same  as  that  which  ap- 
peared upon  it  a  week  before,  when  he 
(Mr.  Callan)  saw  it  at  the  Admiralty.  The 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty,  probably  not  speaking 
from  his  own  personal  knowledge,  but 
from  that  supplied  by  one  of  his  subordi- 
nates, answered  that  it  was  the  same. 
He  (Mr.  Callan)  could  aver  that  no  such 
endorsement  as  he  had  last  mentioned 
ever  appeared  on  any  cat  which  he  saw 
at  the  Admiralty.  The  statement  that 
the  endorsement  was  the  same  was 
without  a  shadow  of  foundation.  It  was 
an  utter  falsehood  supplied  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  by  some  derk  at  the 
Admiralty.  Before  Progress  was  re- 
ported, he  wished  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  was  prepared  to 
have  an  inquiiy  to  discover  the  person 
who  had  supplied  him  with  so  wholly 
false  a  statement  ?  Would  he  institute 
an  inquiry  to  ascertain  who  was  the 
party  responsible  for  that  intentional 
mis-statement — ^he  would  maintain  it  was 
an  intentional  mis-statement — ^it  was  a 
statement  in  direct  contravention  of  the 
facts?  Would  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man defend  it,  or  would  he  cause  an 
inquiry  to  be  made  to  ascertain  who 
was  responsible  for  that  false  and  un- 
founded statement  ? 

Mr,  (y  Connor  Power 


Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH  had  hoped  ihat 
the  subject  to  which  the  hon.  Gentle- 
man had  referred  had  been  dropped. 
The  statement  which  he  made  in  that 
House  was,  to  the  best  of  his  belief, 
perfectly  accurate.  If  the  hon.  Gktnde- 
man  would  compare  the  statement  he 
had  made  with  the  statements  that  he 
had  admitted  were  aecnrate,  he  would 
see  that  the  difference  between  the  two 
was  not  so  great  as  to  make  it  the 
interest  of  any  person  to  misrepresent 
the  facts.  It  did  not  appear  to  bimthat 
there  was  any  such  important  difference 
in  the  labels  attached  to  the  cat  as  to 
show  that  there  was  any  intention  to  de- 
ceive the  House.  The  hon.  Gentleman 
would  remember  that  he  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  was  responsihle  for  the  substitu- 
tion of  the  labels.  The  previous  label 
was  one  which  gave  no  information  to  the 
House,  and  it  was  only  to  make  the 
matter  clearer ;  but  he  had  no  expecta- 
tion of  obtaining  any  other  result  than 
he  had  already  given  to  the  House  some 
time  ago — ^namely,  that  the  label  was 
one  which  was  attached  to  the  cat  in 
the  first  instance.  Of  course,  he  accepted 
the  statement  which  the  hon.  Member 
made. 

Mb.  callan  said,  that  when  he  saw 
the  cat,  it  had  a  certain  inscription  upon 
it ;  but  when  it  was  placed  in  the  Cloak 
Boom,  it  bore  another  inscription ;  and 
now  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  took  upon 
himself  the  responsibility  of  the  state- 
ment, it  became  more  serious.  That 
was  not  the  first  occasion  on  which  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  found  that  he 
had  been  inaccurately  informed.  He 
was  prepared  to  prove  that  the  state- 
ment made  by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  to  his 
own  certain  knowledge,  upon  the  evidence 
of  his  subordinates,  was  utterly  without 
foundation,  and  was  false  and  misleading. 
He  asked  that  an  inquiry  should  be 
instituted  to  discover  and  visit  with 
punishment  the  person  responsible  for 
that  false  and  unfounded  statement ;  or, 
in  the  alternative,  whether  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  was  prepared  himselFto 
accept  the  responsibility  of  making  the 
statement. 

Question  put. 

The  Committee  divided: — ^Ayes  10  ; 
Noes  161:  Majority  I51.--(l>iv.  list. 
No.  200.) 
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Mb.  a.  MOOEE  would  like  to 
aak,  before  this  Vote  was  passed,  what 
the  system  of  Audit  was  in  the  Ad- 
miralty ?  Was  it  the  same  as  it  was 
in  the  War  Office,  and  did  the  ao- 
eonnts  go  before  8ir  William  Dunbar  ? 
If  they  did  not,  to  whom  were  they 
tabmitted  ? 

Mb.  W.  n.  SMITH  replied,  that  the 
system  of  Audit  was  the  same  in  both 
Departments. 

CAPTAiir  PIM  asked  for  some  explana- 
tion as  to  the  re-organization  which  was 
promised  at  the  Admiralty.  By  a  Be- 
turn  dated  the  14th  June,  1878,  there 
was  to  be  an  immediate  saving  of 
£2,478,  whilst,  according  to  the  Vote, 
there  had  been  an  actual  increase  in  the 
oosi  of  the  Office  of  £500.  He  shoiUd 
like  to  have  some  explanation  of  the 
failnre  to  carry  out  the  saving  announced 
in  the  Hetum  of  last  year  ? 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  repUed,  that  in 
the  reorganization  of  the  Accountant 
General's  Department  the  cost  had  been 
reduced  so  that  there  was  actually  a 
saving  of  £2,800. 

Captain  PIM  pointed  out  that,  under 
the  head  of  '*  Naval  Department,  Cleri- 
cal Staff,"  there  could  be  no  question 
there  was  £500  increase  while  they  were 
promised  a  reduction  of  £2,478.  If  the 
fight  hon.  Gentleman  would  look  at 
psffe  14,  hewoiUd  see  the  matter  was  as 
ne  had  stated. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  replied,  that  there 
had  been  no  re-organization  in  that  De- 
partment at  all.  The  re-organization 
promised  was  in  the  Accountant  Ge- 
neral's Department,  and  that  had  taken 
^sce.  The  re-organization  of  the  Staff 
m  the  Naval  Department  was  under  con- 
sideration. 

Captain  PIM  said,  with  regard  to 
another  portion  of  the  Vote,  he  should 
like  to  nave  some  explanation  of  the 
purchase  of  the  Independencia,  now  called 
the  Neptune,  for  £614,000.  The  ship 
was  a  broken-down  craft  altogether, 
and  the  amount  given  for  her  was  largely 
in  excess  of  the  cost  of  ships  of  larger 
displacement.  A  new  ship  of  1 0,000  tons 
did  not  cost  that  sum,  while  the  Inde- 
pendeneia  was  only  9, 000  tons.  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  this  ship  had  been 
tried  for  stability,  and  whether  she  was 
reaUy  a  safe  ship  ?  She  had  her  back 
broken  in  launching,  and  he  should  not 
have  thought  her  worth  half  the  sum 
mentioned. 


The  chairman  :  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  that  the 
question  he  raises  does  not  come  under 
this  Vote. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

(3.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

**That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £193,870,  be 
granted  to  Her  M^osty,  to  defray  the  Ex- 
penses of  the  Coast  Guard  Service,  Eoyal  Naral 
Reserve,  and  Seamen  and  Marino  rensioneira 
Reserve,  and  Royal  Naval  Artillery  Yohinteers, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1880. 

Captain  PIM  said,  he  must  call  at- 
tention to  the  Royal  Naval  Eeserve, 
and  he  should  beg  to  move  to  reduce  the 
Vote  by  £139,000,  the  amount  set  down 
for  that  force  in  the  Votes.  His  reason 
for  doing  this  was  that  he  was  the 
officer  sent  down  to  organize  this  Eoyal 
Naval  Eeserve  some  years  ago,  and  he 
had  taken  the  greatest  interest  in  it  ever 
since;  and  he  now  said,  without  fear 
of  contradiction,  that  the  force  was  a 
sham  and  a  delusion.  If  England  were 
at  war  this  moment  she  could  not  count 
on  1,000  out  of  the  20,000  men  put  down 
in  the  Vote.  Even  if  that  number  were 
available,  we  could  not  ^Qi  a  single  man 
away  from  the  merchant  ships  into  the 
Navy,  because  the  majority  of  crews 
in  the  Merchant  Service  consisted  of 
foreigners,  who,  of  course,  in  the  event 
of  war,  would  go  to  their  own  countries. 
From  a  Petition  presented  by  seamen  to 
the  House,  he  had  no  hesitation  in  say- 
ing that  the  Government  would  find  it 
utterly  impossible  to  find  in  the  Mer- 
cantile Marine  so  many  as  30,000 
British  seamen.  As  to  there  being 
anything  like  20,000  in  the  Eeserve, 
that  could  not  be  the  case,  and  even  if 
they  were  enlisted  it  would  be  impos- 
sible for  them  to  leave  their  ships  to 
serve  in  the  Navy  in  case  of  a  war. 
There  clearly  would  not  be  one  man  to 
each  ship  in  the  Mercantile  Marine,  for 
we  had  26,000  ships.  The  Eeserve,  he 
maintained,  was  a  sham  and  a  delusion, 
and  it  was  a  very  great  mistake  to  pay 
this  sum  every  year  for  what  was  no 
use,  when  with  the  greatest  possible  ease 
volunteer  seamen  could  be  raised  all 
along  the  coast.  He  had  done  his  very 
best,  on  several  occasions,  to  point  out 
the  true  state  of  the  case,  and  he  should 
now  feel  it  his  duty  to  divide  t\\a  Cwj^ 
mittee  on  thi&poml. 
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Motion  made,  and  Qnestion  propoeed, 

"That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £64,870,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  £z^ 
penfles  of  the  Coast  Guard  Service,  Royal  Naval 
Beaerre,  and  Seamen  and  Marine  Pensioners 
Reserve,  and  Royal  Naval  Artillery  Volnnteers, 
which  will  come  in  course  of  payment  during 
the  year  ending  on  the  3l8t  day  of  March 
1880."— (Ca/»^«in  Pirn,) 


Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  his  hon. 
and  gallant  Friend  would  not  expect 
bim  to  follow  him  in  his  objection  to 
the  Eoyal  Naval  Beeerve.  For  bis  part, 
he  believed  them  to  be  a  meet  useful  and 
trustworthy  body  of  men.  He  was  not 
responsible  for  their  establishment ;  but 
he  thought  that  his  right  hon.  Friends 
opposite  who  did  establish  that  force 
believed  that  they  could  place  great  re- 
liance on  it.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gen- 
tleman said  that  all  these  men  would 
be  wanted  for  the  merchant  ships  in 
time  of  war.  As  a  matter  of  fact,  a  good 
many  of  them  were  constantly  under 
drill  at  home,  and  these,  at  all  events, 
would  be  available.  Besides,  as  they 
all  knew,  one  of  the  results  and  condi- 
tions of  warfare  was  a  certain  interfer- 
ence with  the  Mercantile  sea  service  of 
the  country.  And,  no  doubt,  if  England 
were  engaged  in  war,  there  would  be  a 
less  number  of  ships  sailing  under  the 
British  Flag  than  at  present.  He  had 
no  doubt  that  the  Naval  Beserve  would 
be  a  very  valuable  assistance  to  our 
Navy  in  time  of  war,  and  he  quite  be- 
lieved that  the  number  of  men  put  down 
would  be  available. 

M&.  A.  MOOBE  said,  in  reference  to 
the  question  he  had  raised  a  moment 
ago  as  to  the  Audit  of  the  Navy,  he  found 
that  Sir  William  Dunbar  reported  on 
the  Navy  Accounts — 

"I  certify  that  this  account  has  been  ex- 
amined by  officers  under  my  directions  in  ac- 
cordance with  and  to  the  extent  prescribed  by 
the  29  k  30  Viet.  c.  29,  and  that  it  is  a  correct 
statement  of  the  Appropriation  Act  of  1877. 

(Signed)        *'  William  Dunbab.*' 

He  wanted  to  ask  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  meaning  of  the  reservation 
contained  in  the  words  ''to  the  extent 
prescribed?" 

The  CHAIRMAN:  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman  is  not  in  Order  in  raising  that 
point  on  the  question  of  the  Vote  for 
"the  Coast  Guard  and  Bojal  Naval 
Beserve."  His  question  had  reference 
to  the  system  of  Audit  for  the  Admiralty 


Office,  and  he  is  not  in  Order  in  raimng 
it  now. 

Question  pnt,  and  nsyaiived. 

Original  Qnestion  again  proposed* 

CAPTAnr  Pm  asked,  if  the  First  liord 
of  the  Admiralty  would  be  good  enough 
to  give  him  an  undertaking  that  he 
womd  look  into  this  matter  ?  If  his  con- 
tention were  right,  all  the  Soyal  Naval 
Beserve  men  would  be  required  on  board 
the  merchant  ships  in  the  event  of  war. 
Then,  surely,  it  was  not  worth  while 
going  on  paying  these  men;  and  he 
hop^  his  right  hon.  Friend  would  con- 
sider the  matter,  which  was  certainly 
of  veiy  great  importance. 

Mb.  G0SGH£N    said,  this    subject 
had  been  constantly  inquired  into,  and 
had  been  before  various  administrators 
at  the  Admiralty,  and  their  contention 
was  that  the  assertion  of  the  hon.  and 
gallant  GFentleman  was  not  correct,  and 
tiiat  the  force  of  the  Boyal  Naval  Be- 
serve was  of  use.    The  qnestion  wu 
fully  inquired  into  under  previous  A^d- 
ministrations,  and  both  his  right  hon. 
Friend  (Mr.  Childers)  and  himself,  when 
they  were  at  the  Admiralty,   were  of 
opinion  that  the  Boyal  Naval  Beserve 
was  a  very  strong  force,  which,  in  time 
of  difficulty,  would  be  of  the  greatest 
service  to  the  country.    He  might  add 
that,   in   1867,   his  right  hon.    Friend 
actually  invited  a  certain  number  of  men 
to  come  forward  and  assist  in  manning 
some  of  the  ships  by  way  of  experiment, 
and  the  men  were  not  only  forthcoming, 
but  they  conducted  themselves  exceed- 
ingly well. 

Caftai^  PDi  remarked,  that  that 
was  in  time  of  peace. 

Original  Question  put,  and  a^§ed  to, 

(4.)  £105,576  (Scientific  Branch). 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVBE  said,  he 
wished  to  take  this  opportunity  of  asking 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  whether 
he  had  made  any  inquiry  into  the  result 
of  the  recent  system  of  admitting  cadets 
into  the  Naval  Service.  The  (3onmiittee 
would  recollect  that,  some  years  ago,  a 
change  was  made  in  the  regulations  by 
which  cadets  were  admitted  into  the 
Naval  Service,  and  that,  in  place  of 
the  principle  of  examination  established 
by  his  right  hon.  Friend  near  him,  the 
old  principle  of  nomination  was  re- 
adopted.    He  had  twice  taken  the  sense 
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of  the  House  on  this  important  question 
with  the  view  of  the  restoration  of  com- 
petitive examination  in  the  appointment 
of  cadets  ;  and  he  would  have  raised  the 
question  again  during  this  Session,  but 
that  that  he  was  anxious  to  give  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  W. 
H.  Smith)  a  full  opportunity  of  making 
inquiries  on  the  suoject  himself,  and  of 
ooming  to  some  decision  on  it  personallj 
before  he  did  so.  Therefore,  during  the 
Session  he  had  not  brought  this  matter 
before  the  House  as  he  had  intended  to 
do.  He  should  be  glad  to  know,  how- 
ever, whether  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  made  those  inquiries,  and  whether 
he  now  proposed  to  make  any  change 
in  the  present  system,  and  to  revert  to 
anything  like  competitive  examination  ? 
He  had  reason  to  believe  that  the  recent 
change  in  the  admission  of  cadets  had 
not  been  beneficial  to  the  Service.  The 
class  of  boys  appointed  under  the  sys- 
tem of  pure  nomination  had  not  been  so 
satisfactory  as  the  class  of  boys  ap- 
pointed under  the  system  introduced  by 
his  right  hon.  Friend.  The  Committee 
would  be  glad  to  know  whether  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  gone  into 
this  question,  and  especially  whether 
he  had  taken  the  opinion  of  those  gen- 
tlemen who  had  had  the  opportunity  of 
comparing  the  results  of  these  examina- 
tions with  the  examinations  adopted 
under  the  system  of  competition. 

Mb.  E.  J.  REED  wished  to  suggest 
to  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  the 
desirability  of  giving  the  House  in  future 
farther  information  about  these  scientific 
branches.  He  often  himself  found  con- 
uderable  difficulty  in  tracing  their  opera- 
tions ;  and  he  had  no  doubt  other  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  had  experienced  the 
same  extreme  inconvenience  which  arose 
from  the  fact  that,  although  each  of  the 
Departments  sent  out  an  annual  Eeport, 
those  Reports  never  came  into  the  posses- 
sion of  Parliament.  This  was  the  case, 
not  only  with  the  Observatory,  but  also 
of  that  very  important  College,  the  Naval 
College,  with  regard  to  which  the  House 
had  voted  large  sums  annually,  and  in 
which  the  House  felt  deep  interest,  and 
ought,  therefore,  to  have  some  informa- 
tion. It  was  eminently  true,  also,  of  the 
Hydrographic  Department.  He  very 
frequently  came  across  ofiicial  statements 
of  the  operations  of  that  Department ; 
but  he  did  not  think  they  ought  to  have 
to  hunt  them  up  from  the  publications 


of  various  scientific  bodies.  He  would 
therefore  suggest,  for  the  consideration 
of  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty, 
whether  the  annual  Reports  of  these 
several  branches  coiUd  not  be  laid  upon 
the  Table  of  the  House,  to  enable  Mem- 
bers, at  any  rate,  to  discuss  these  Votes 
with  more  information  at  hand  than 
they  had  at  present  ?  He  might  take 
that  opportunity  of  saying  that  he  had 
recently  had  the  means  of  looking  very 
closely  into  that  branch  of  the  Service. 
He  knew  that  that  Service  was  conducted 
with  exceptional  rules,  and  with  con- 
siderable exemptions  from  the  ordinary 
routine,  and  he  therefore  made  it  his 
duty,  when  he  was  recently  in  Hong 
Kong  and  Japan,  to  make  inquiries  into 
the  operations  of  the  Service  there.  He 
thought  it  was  a  proper  thing  to  do,  as 
a  Member  of  the  House,  by  chance  in 
those  distant  parts;  and  he  was  very 
glad  to  say  that  he  was  not  only  satisfied, 
but  he  was  extremely  pleased  with  the 
condition  in  which  he  found  both  the 
Chinese  and  Japanese  Services.  They 
were  doing  most  excellent  work  in 
a  most  excellent  manner ;  and  in  the 
case  of  both  branches  he  was  extremely 
satisfied.  He,  consequently,  regretted 
more  than  ever  that  they  were  so  entirely 
without  information  as  to  the  operations 
of  these  branches. 

Captain  PIM  wished  to  endorse 
every  word  that  had  fallen  from  the  hon. 
Member.  There  was  no  doubt  whatever 
that  the  information  given  on  this  mat- 
ter, and,  indeed,  on  all  the  Votes,  was 
meagreness  itself.  He  held  in  his  hand 
the  Report  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy 
of  the  United  States,  and  nothing  could 
be  more  clear  or  more  full.  It  gave,  in 
a  readable  form,  all  the  information 
they  wanted,  and,  surely,  it  would  be  no 
trouble  on  the  part  of  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  to  prepare  a  similar  state- 
ment, and  lay  it  on  the  Table  with  the 
Votes,  so  that  hon.  Members  would  bo 
able  to  look  into  those  matters,  and  take 
up  those  points,  in  which  they  felt  an 
interest.  They  certainly  ought  not  to 
have  to  wade  through  a  mass  of  figures 
which  were  as  vague  and  as  ill  put  to- 
gether as  anything  he  had  ever  seen. 

Mr.  CHILDERS  observed  that  there 
were  one  or  two  questions  in  connec- 
tion with  this  Vote  on  which  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  might  give 
them  a  little  information.  In  the  first 
place,  they  had  not  beeii  ^\)l\.  Sh 
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sesrion  of  the  Beports  and  resnlts  of 
the  obserrationB  of  the  transit  of  Yenua. 
These  observations  were  now  a  good 
many  years  old,  and  the  primary  object 
of  the  Vote,  wbich  he  had  the  honour  to 
more  himself,  was  to  correct  the  mea- 
surement of  the  distance  between  the 
snn  and  the  earth.  A  yery  large  ex- 
penditure was  granted  primarily,  tiiongh 
not  solely,  for  that  purpose  ;  and  he  had 
not  yet  seen  the  result  of  that  very  care- 
ful inquiry.  They  had  had  a  Beport  of 
the  observations  of  the  transit ;  but  the 
question  which  it  was  to  settle,  and 
which  was  of  very  great  value  indeed, 
had  never  yet,  so  far  as  he  was  aware, 
been  indicated  to  Parliament  or  the 
public  at  all.  Then,  with  reference  to 
the  sale  of  charts  and  nautical  almanacs 
by  the  Admiralty,  he  found  that  the 
sale  of  charts  was  advancing  very  satis- 
factorily, and  he  was  glad  of  that,  be- 
cause they  were  of  great  value  to  the 
Service.  On  the  other  hand,  there  was 
a  very  decided  falling  off  in  the  sale  of 
nautical  almanacs,  although,  so  far  as 
he  was  aware,  the  demand  for  such 
works  had  not  fallen  off  within  the  last 
few  years.  Then,  he  wished  to  ask  a 
question  with  regard  to  the  Service  of 
our  Colonies.  At  page  28  it  was  stated 
that  the  moiety  of  the  charges  of  the 
Survey  of  certain  Colonies  enumerated 
were  discharged  out  of  the  Naval  Vote. 
If  he  was  not  mistaken,  although  one  of 
the  Colonies  offered  to  continue  the 
previous  charges,  for  some  reason  or 
other  not  generally  imderstood,  the 
Survey  had  been  abandoned.  He  was 
alluding  to  the  Survey  of  Tasmania.  As 
to  the  point  which  his  hon.  Friend  had 
raised  m  reference  to  cadets,  he  hoped 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiitdty  would 
give  careful  consideration  to  that  subject, 
because  he  had  reason  to  know  that 
though,  in  some  respects,  the  cadets  of 
last  year  were  more  satisfactory  than  the 
cadets  of  the  two  previous  years,  yet  that 
a  very  considerable  number  of  boys  of 
inferior  calibre  had  come  in  compared 
with  those  who  used  to  be  introduced. 

Mb.  ONSLOW  would  like  to  know 
exactly  how  these  cadets  were  appointed  ? 
There  was  great  ignorance  on  the  part 
of  the  public  as  to  who  had  the  nomi- 
nation. He  had  been  told  that  the 
Admiralty  had  a  certain  number ;  that 
captains,  when  their  ships  were  commis- 
sioned, also  had  a  certain  number.  But 
although  he  had  tried  to  get  to  the  bot- 


tom  of  the  matter,  he  still  remained  in 
perfect  ignorance  about  it.  He  should 
like  to  luk  whether  it  ought  not  to  be 
incumbent  upon  the  First  Lord,  and 
those  who  had  the  power  of  miilriiig 
these  appointments,  to  consider  first  the 
claims  oi  those  officers  who  had  served 
Her  Majesty  in  the  Army  or  in  the 
Navy  ?  He  thought  all  these  appoint- 
ments should  be  nutde  quite  indepen- 
dently of  Party  considerations,  and  tiitt 
officers  of  the  two  Services  who  gallantly 
fought  for  their  country  should  certainly 
be  first  considered.  He  was  afraid  that 
was  not  the  primary  consideration,  and 
he  would,  therefore,  impress  upon  his 
right  hon.  Friend  how  incumbent  it  wu 
upon  him  to  give  up  everv  other  daim 
to  such  as  those  he  had  mentioned. 

Major  NOLAN  would  be  very  glad  to 
know  whether  there  really  was  a 
marked  superiority  in  those  cadets  who 
came  in  by  nomination  over  those  who 
came  in  by  competition?  It  must  be 
remembered  that  great  injustice  was 
done  by  boys  being  shut  out  on  the 
nomination  system.  In  the  other  Ser- 
vices the  appointments  were  perfecUj 
open,  and  young  men  had  a  chance  of 
getting  into  the  Army,  or  into  the  Civil 
Service,  or  into  the  Services  in  India.  He 
thought  there  ought  to  be  no  nomina- 
tions, except  in  special  cases  like  the 
Guards.  But  the  Navy  was  a  marked 
exception,  and  he  could  not  understand 
why  it  should  be  so.  The  appointments 
were  very  valuable,  and  much  sought 
after.  The  pay  was  very  small  at  fint; 
but  if  they  looked  through  the  list,  thej 
would  find  there  were  a  g^ood  manj 
prizes  and  a  good  many  substantial  re- 
wards open  to  lads,  and  yet  there  was 
no  means  of  getting  into  the  Navy  ex- 
cept through  private  friendship  with 
the  Gt>vemment.  It  was  impossible  for 
an  ordinary  man  to  get  his  son  in.  If 
there  were  competitive  examinations,  the 
cleverest  boy  would  win.  If  there  were 
mixed  examinations  properly  conducted, 
though  that  was  very  difficult,  the  best 
boy  would  also  win.  But,  at  the  pre- 
sent moment,  a  certain  number  of  va- 
cancies were  given  to  sons  of  officers  in 
the  Army  and  Navy,  and  the  remainder 
were  left  entirely  and  exclusively  in  the 
hands  of  the  Oovemment.  The  system 
was  an  anomaly,  and  ought  not  to  exist 
He  did  not  mean  to  say  for  a  moment 
that  the  present  First  Lord  had  not  ad- 
ministered it  quite  as  fairly  as  any  other 
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YiiBt  Lord,  or  as  well  as  it  could  be  ad- 
mxQiBtered;  but  the  whole  system  ap- 
peared to  him  totally  wrong  and  totally 
opposed  to  the  spirit  of  Uie  day.  To 
justify  that,  the  First  Lord  ought,  at 
least,  to  be  able  to  show  that  he  got  better 
boTs  by  that  system  than  by  the  oompe- 
titiYe  examinations. 

Oaptaik  PIM  observed  that  the  Go- 
Yemment  certainly  ought  to  get  the  best 
cadets  it  was  possible  to  have,  for  he 
found,  by  reference  to  the  Betums,  that 
each  one  cost  the  country  upwards  of 
£300  a-year. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  he  could 
hardly  suppose  a  First  Lord  to  exist 
who  would  not  be  exceedingly  glad  to 
adopt  the  system  of  competition,  and  to 
be  relieved  from  the  responsibility  of 
selecting  candidates  to  be  nominated  for 
the  test  examination  for  cadetships. 
Since  he  had  been  in  Office  he  had  very 
carefully  considered  the  question  put  to 
him  by  his  hon.  Friend.  It  was  cer-i 
tain  that  the  system  of  cram  adopted  in 
order  to  get  the  boys  up  to  the  degree 
of  knowledge  to  pass  the  competitive 
examinations  formerly  required  at  the 
age  of  13  seriously  affected  their  physical 
health.  That  was  the  reason  for  the 
change  that  had  been  made.  He  was 
prepared  to  say  that  the  reason  was  a 
good  one ;  but  he  desired  to  treat  the 
question  as  an  open  one,  and  to  give  it 
his  best  attention  and  consideration. 
The  matter,  however,  could  only  be  de- 
cided by  watching  the  boys  as  they 
passed  out  of  the  Britannia,  He  had 
done  so,  and  he  had  thought  it  right 
to  raise  the  standard  considerably,  and 
to  require  a  larger  number  of  marks 
to  pass  the  test  examination  than  for- 
merly. The  fact  was  that  a  consider- 
able number  of  rejections  at  the  test 
or  entrance  examinations  took  place 
every  half-year,  and  although  they  had 
not  got  back  to  the  system  of  their 
predecessors  in  requiring  competition, 
there  was  yet  a  severe  examination  for 
boys  before  they  could  pass  into  the 
Service.  His  hon.  Friend  (Mr.  Onslow) 
had  referred  to  the  system  of  nomina- 
tion. He  could  assure  him  that,  so  far 
as  the  First  Lord  was  concerned,  he  had 
always  considered  the  claims  for  nomi- 
nation in  this  order — first  of  all,  he 
placed  the  claims  of  a  naval  officer,  next 
he  had  considered  the  claims  of  an  Army 
officer,  thinking  that  both  those  should 
stand  first,  because  they  were  men  who 
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had  served  their  country.  In  any  nomi- 
nation which  he  had  to  g^ve  away,  the 
two  Services  had  the  first  preference, 
and  then  came  the  persons  who  had 
served  the  country  in  other  ways,  or 
who  had  a  claim  to  be  considered,  for 
some  reason  or  other,  before  the  outside 
public.  That  was  the  principle  on  which 
he  had  acted ;  and  his  naval  Colleagues, 
he  believed,  acted  on  very  much  the 
same  principle.  A  certain  number  of 
officers  also  had  power  to  g^ve  nomina- 
tions; but  it  was  always  understood  that 
every  nomination  was  subject  to  the 
boy  passing  a  test  examination  of  a 
very  severe  character,  and  if  he  did 
not  pass  that  he  failed  to  enter  the  Ser- 
vice. He  thought  the  system  was  now 
very  much  more  satisfactory  than  it  was, 
and  the  attainments  of  the  cadets  were 
of  such  a  character  as  to  give  promise  for 
the  future.  As  to  the  transit  of  Venus, 
the  reduction  of  the  observations  had 
been  a  very  long  and  serious  matter. 
His  right  hon.  Friend  was  aware  that 
the  officer  who  was  now  in  charge 
and  at  the  head  of  the  Observatory 
was  a  gentleman  who  was  entitled  to 
a  great  deal  of  consideration,  for  he  had 
rendered  very  great  services  to  the 
State,  and  it  was  not  possible  to  press 
him  in  the  same  way  as  they  would 
have  pressed  a  younger  man.  He  had 
requested  the  Board  of  Visitors  of  the 
Observatory  to  take  the  subject  into  con- 
sideration, and  they  had  now  made 
certain  recommendations  which  he  had 
himself  urged  upon  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  and  which  he 
had  no  doubt  would  be  acceded  to.  As 
the  result,  he  hoped  they  would  very 
soon  have  the  full  scientific  results  of  that 
observation.  With  reference  to  the  sale 
of  nautical  almanacs,  he  was  not  aware 
of  any  reason  for  the  falling  off.  With 
regard  to  the  survey  of  the  coasts  of 
Tasmania,  he  had  some  recollection  that 
in  regard  to  one  Service,  at  any  rate, 
the  Colonial  Secretary  caused  a  suspen- 
sion for  a  time  of  the  arrangement;  but 
he  was  not  able  to  say  for  the  moment 
whether  that  was  the  Tasmanian  survey 
or  not.  If  his  ri^ht  hon.  Friend  would 
ask  him  the  question  later  on,  he  would 
take  care  that  it  should  be  answered. 
It  was  their  object  to  maintain  these 
Services  as  completely  and  efficiently 
as  possible,  and,  as  his  right  hon.  Friend 
was  aware,  a  very  considerable  num- 
ber of  the  staff  was  employed  oa 

8M 


1795 


Supply — 


(COMMONS  1 


Navp  jEBiimatei. 


1796 


suirey.  In  Tasmanian  and  Australian 
waters  they  had  done  very  good  work, 
and  no  one  could  possibly  doubt  that 
the  results  had  been  very  valuable.  The 
hon.  Member  for  Pembroke  (Mr.  E.  J. 
Reed)  had  asked  for  further  information 
as  to  the  scientific  branches.  He  thought 
the  request  that  the  annual  Beports  of 
these  branches  should  be  published  a 
very  reasonable  request,  and  he  would 
endeavour  to  comply  with  it  in  the  course 
of  this  year,  or,  at  any  rate,  before  the 
Estimates  for  the  next  year  were  pre- 
sented. The  Reports  of  the  Observatory, 
for  instance,  and  some  other  statements, 
were  likely  to  be  very  interesting.  He 
might  add  that  he  had  thought  it  necessary 
to  take  authority  to  place  the  lieutenants 
who  were  students  at  the  Royal  Naval 
College  on  full  pay.  It  appeared  to  him 
very  desirable  that  the  young  men  who 
were  ordered  to  stay  in  the  College  for 
a  term  commencing  in  October  and 
ending  in  June  should  submit  them- 
selves to  discipline.  They  would,  there- 
fore, be  placed  on  full  pay,  and  wear 
uniform  in  future. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  said,  his  in- 
formation was  that  the  boys  appointed 
by  pure  nomination  were  decidealy  less 
intelligent  than  those  appointed  on  com- 
petitive examination.  He  was  aware 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  had  met 
with  good  results  in  his  endeavour  to 
raise  the  educational  standard  of  the 
boys  nominated ;  but  the  fact  remained 
that  under  a  system  of  competitive  exa- 
mination, even  when  limited,  every  in- 
ducement was  offered  to  parents  and 
guardians  to  make  clever  boys  into 
sailors,  while  under  the  system  of  pure 
nomination  parents  and  others  generally 
selected  the  stupid  boys  for  the  Navy ; 
and  a  very  stupid  class  of  boys  was 
now  being  nominated  under  a  system  of 
cramming  that  just  enabled  them  to 
pass  the  test  examination.  The  general 
result  of  the  present  system  was  that 
a  class  of  boys  was  now  appointed 
to  the  Navy  decidedly  inferior  to  that 
appointed  under  the  old  system.  He 
asked  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  whether 
he  had  endeavoured  to  ascertain  if  this 
was  a  fact  from  the  Director  of  Naval 
Education,  who  had  examined  boys 
under  both  systems  ? 

Major  NOLAN  suggested  that  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  should  as- 
certain the  physical  capacity  of  a  certain 
number    or    boys    who    had     entered 
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through  competitive  examination,  by 
medical  test,  at  the  end  of  two  or  three 
years  after  admission. 

Mr.  W.  H.  SMITH  said,  his  impree- 
sion  was  that  there  was  no  distinction 
between  the  boys  admitted  under  tbe 
two  systems.  If  the  boys  who  now  en- 
tered the  Navy  by  nomination  were 
stupid,  they  must  be  of  a  wonderful  de- 
scription, because  they  passed  a  severe 
examination  with  satisfactory  results. 
He  admitted  that  two  years  ago  there 
had  been  some  falling  back;  but  that 
was  not  the  case  at  me  present  time. 
He  would,  however,  obtain  further  in- 
formation upon  the  subject. 

Captaik  PIM  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  whether  the 
officers  appointed  to  the  command  of 
surveying  vessels  were  appointed  with- 
out any  regard  to  their  practical  know- 
ledge of  the  Service  in  which  they  were 
to  be  engaged,  as  in  the  recent  case  of 
the  Alert  ? 

Mr.  ETLANDS  said,  that  two  years 
ago  he  had  brought  under  the  notice  of 
the  House  the  question   of  the  Naval 
College  at  Greenwich.      At  that  time 
there  were  a  great  many  complaints  as 
to  the  way  in  which  this  institution  was 
conducted,  and  there  were  those  who 
believed  that  there  was    in   connection 
with  it  a  considerable  amount  of  expen- 
diture for  which  the  country  obtained 
no  adequate  return.     In  consequence  of 
the  discussion  which  took  place  on  that 
occasion  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiraltj 
promised  that  in  future,  before  the  Esti- 
mates of  each  year  were  taken,  there 
should  be  a  Keport  presented  in  connec- 
tion with  the  College ;   that  the  House 
should  be  furnished  with  a  full  account 
of  the  duties  performed  there ;  the  num- 
ber of  students ;   and,  in  short,  with  a 
Heport  upon  the  whole  subject.   He  be- 
lieved that   Return  had   not  been  laid 
upon  the  Table.     It  was  true  a  Com- 
mittee of  Inquiry  had  reported  upon  the 
subject ;   but  that  was  an  entirely  dif- 
ferent matter  from   the  annual  Bepoit 
which  had  been  promised  to  Parliament, 
for  the  purpose  of  enabling  the  Com- 
mittee to  judge  of  the  results  of  the  ex- 
penditure they  were  asked  to  vote  for. 
He  felt  that  the  fact  of  the  Committee 
not  having  been    ^mished  with  this 
annual  Eeport  was   the  result  entirelj 
of  an  oversight,  and  that  it  was  only 
necessary  to  allude  to  the  circumstance 
in  order  to  secure  its  being  presented  in 
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fatore.  He  thought  he  had  gathered 
from  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
that  the  promised  Eeport  should  contain 
information  with  regard  to  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  College  ;*  and  in  connection 
with  that  he  hoped  it  would  be  shown 
by  the  Beport  that  the  large  staff  of 
IVofessors  and  other  officers  of  the 
College  were  all  usefully  employed  and 
all  required;  but  upon  that  he  would 
not  venture  to  express  an  opinion.  With 
regard  to  the  various  items  of  expendi- 
ture, it  seemed  to  him  very  difficult  to 
show  that  they  were  not  excessive  ;  and, 
perhaps,  the  Admiralty  would  look  into 
these  matters.  The  number  of  police 
officers  and  artificers,  the  charges  for 
fael,  furniture,  and  stores,  were  all 
upon  a  scale  which  he  could  not  ima- 
gine to  be  within  reasonable  limits ;  on 
file  contrary,  they  seemed  to  be  very  ex- 
cessive. The  police  wages,  he  observed, 
were  put  down  at  the  extraordinary 
sum  of  £1,497.  The  allowances  to  ser- 
vants, wages,  and  general  mess  and  staff 
expenses  were  also  very  high,  and  there 
were  other  items  which  would  appear  to 
admit  of  reduction.  He  thought  it 
very  necessary  that  the  House  in  future 
should  have  a  full  annual  Heport  of  the 
resnlta  of  the  College. 

Sib  MASSEY  LOPES  did  not  think 
the  expenditure  on  account  of  the  Naval 
College  was  excessive.  The  Estimates 
had  been  very  severely  criticized. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

(5.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  oxceeding  £1,356,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty  to  defray  the  Expenses 
of  the  Dockyards  and  Naval  lards  at  Home 
and  Abroad,  which  will  come  in  course  of  pay« 
ment  during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day 
of  March  1880." 

Captain  PRICE  said,  it  would  be  in- 
teresting to  the  Committee,  and  to  the 
Public  Service  generally,  to  have  some 
statement  as  to  the  result  of  the  scheme 
for  the  re-organization  of  the  Dock- 
yard Clerical  Staff.  He  had  some  rea- 
son to  think  that  the  senior  members  of 
the  staff  were  tolerably  satisfied  with 
what  had  been  done ;  but  amongst  the 
lower  grades,  however,  this  satisfaction 
did  not  exist.  There  was  one  class  of 
clerks,  called  Admiralty  writers,  a  nu- 
merous and  important  body,  who  felt 
thev  had  been  hardly  treated.  They 
ha^  been  promised  promotion  to  the 
Ijower    Division    of  Clerks  —  a  rank 


which,  under  the  new  scheme,  was  abo- 
lished with  reference  to  the  Dockyards. 
Surely  some  compensation  ought  to  be 
given  to  these  gentlemen,  who  had  been 
expecting  the  promotion  which  had  been 
held  out  to  them  for  the  last  three  years 
by  Order  in  Council,  and  which  had  been 
since  ignored,  even  though  their  names 
had  been  given  in  to  the  Admiralty  for 
promotion,  in  obedience  to  a  letter  sent 
to  the  Yard.  As  far  as  he  could  judge, 
no  compensation  was  to  be  given  to 
these  persons.  He  believed  also  an- 
other class,  the  mechanic  writers,  whose 
duties  and  knowledge  were  rather  more 
technical  than  those  of  the  ordinary 
writers,  were  dissatisfied  with  a  clause 
in  the  instructions  which  said  that  they 
were  to  give  any  extra  time  that  might 
be  demanded  from  them  without  their 
having  any  claim  for  extra  pay.  The 
answer,  he  understood,  on  the  part  of 
the  Admiralty,  was  that  they  did  not 
intend  to  ask  these  writers  to  give  any 
extra  time.  That  was  all  very  well ; 
but  why,  then,  was  such  a  provision  in- 
serted in  the  regulations  ?  He  trusted 
that  the  Admiralty  would  not  call  upon 
these  writers  to  do  extra  work  without 
extra  pay.  There  was  another  matter 
of  great  importance  in  connection  with 
this  subject.  The  Committee  would  be 
aware  that  the  persons  employed  in  the 
factories  throughout  the  Yard  were  of 
two  classes — namely,  those  upon  the  list 
of  the  establishment,  and  those  who  were 
hired  temporarily.  For  obvious  rea- 
sons, the  latter  received  a  somewhat 
higher  rate  of  pay  than  those  upon  the 
establishment.  But  it  was  not  from 
chpice  that  they  were  only  **  hired 
men ;  "  they  wanted  to  be  placed  upon 
the  establishment,  and  serve  Her  Ma- 
jesty continuously  in  the  Dockyards, 
and  some  of  them  contended  that 
having  served  in  their  present  capacity 
for  long  periods,  say  20  or  30  years, 
they  were  entitled  to  receive  a  pension, 
or,  at  all  events,  a  good  gratuity.  In 
1846  the  Admiralty  had  taken  this 
question  into  consideration,  and  had 
awarded  to  the  hired  men  a  small  gra- 
tuity on  retirement,  on  account  of  their 
age,  after  a  certain  period  of  service,  of 
£1  for  every  year's  service.  But  it  was 
subsequently  seen  that  this  system  would 
not  work  satisfactorily,  because  a  man 
receiving  10«.  a-week  pay  would  get 
the  same  gratuity  as  a  man  who  reo<^ 
40«.  a-week,  and  a  c\iQSi^^^«A 
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which  a  week's  pay  was  to  be  given  as  i  £70,000  a-year.      Now,   he  had  often 


a  gratuity  for  every  year's  service.     He 
had  in  hu  mind  the  effect  of  this  system 
upon  two  men.      The  hired  man  having 
served  for  30  years,  would  receive  on 
discharge  the  sum  of  £63,  or  just  about 
enough  to  keep  his  wife  and  family  for 
a  year;    while  the  establishment  man, 
who  had  been  earning  nearly  the  same 
wages  as  the  other — namely,  42«.  a-week 
— would,  after  a  shorter  period  of  service, 
receive  a  pension  of  £55  per  annum. 
The    discrepancy    between    these    two 
cases    was  something  enormous.      He 
was  aware  that  the  Government  were 
taking  this  question  into  consideration ; 
and  their  object  was  now  to  establish,  if 
not  all  factory  men,  at  all  events,  a  con- 
siderable number  of  them  by  degrees. 
But  this  was  poor  consolation  to  those 
who  had  been  serving  continuously  in 
the  factory  since  its  establishment,  and 
were  now  too  old  to  benefit  by  such  a 
change.   His  view  was  that  the  Govern- 
ment might  give  the  hired  men,  who 
had  served  for  a  long  period,  half  the 
amount  of  pension  g^ven  to  the  estab- 
lishment men,  or  else  a  very  consider- 
able increase  in  their  gratuity;  say,  a 
month's  pay  for  every  year's  service.  He 
had  listened  to  the  speech  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Hastings  (Mr.  T.  Brassey) 
with    great    pleasure ;    and  whilst    he 
agreed  with  everything  that  had  fallen 
from  him,  especially  as  to  the  necessity 
of  improving  the    position  of   certain 
officers  in  the  Dockyards,  he  was  bound 
to  say  that,  as  regarded  their  salaries 
pure  and  simple,  they  should  be  asked 
to  wait  for  a  time,  and  give  their  sub- 
ordinates a  chance.     It  must  be  remem- 
bered that  a  number  of  these  gentlemen 
had  lately  had  an   increase  of  salary. 
He  did  not  say  their  salaries  had  been 
increased  sufficiently;  on  the  contrary, 
he  hoped  that  before  long  they  would  be 
increased  still  further  ;  but  the  subordi- 
nate officers  had  received  little  or  no  in- 
crease at  all  lately.     He  thought  he  was 
correct  in  saying  that  the  greater  num- 
ber of  foremen  in  the  Yards  were  re- 
ceiving the  same  salaries  as  were   re- 
ceived 60  years  ago.      Something  had 
been   said    by    the    hon.   Member    for 
Burnley  (Mr.  Rylands)  on  the  subject 
of  the  police  employed  about  the  Dock- 
yards, and  in  connection  with  the  Naval 
College    at  Greenwich.      He    believed 
that  the  amount  paid  for  the  police  ser- 
vice at  the  Dockyards  throughout  the 


thought  that  this  larg^  sum  might  1m 
reduced  to  a  certain  appreciable  extent 
by  introducing  pensioners  to  discham 
police  duties  in  oonnection  with  the 
Dockyards.  This  system  had  already 
been  tried  with  success  in  some  of  the 
small  Yards  abroad.  He  could  not  eee 
why  pensioners,  having  undergone  a 
suitable  course  of  training,  say  for  a  jear, 
should  not  undertake  this  work  in  Eng- 
land, and  work  iinder  the  direction  (A 
the  police  authorities.  Their  dntiee 
would  soon  be  learned,  and.  their  ser- 
vices could,  no  doubt,  be  obtained  for  a 
small  additional  amount  of  pay  over  their 
pensions.  This  plan,  he  thought,  would 
effect  a  large  saving  in  the  Estimateii. 

Mr.  D.  JENKINS  said,  that  some  of 
the  items  of  the  Vote  appeared  to  him 
very  extraordinary.  For  instance,  thej 
had  a  commodore  receiving  £600  a-year, 
and  a  second  officer  receiving  £896  a- 
year,  and  another  £200  a-year,  and  tkey 
also  had  an  item  of  £782  for  Admiral^ 
assistants;  but  the  total  Service  vaa 
to  be  only  £1,100.  He  thought  that 
those  large  items  ought  to  be  explained 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord.  It  seemed  to  him  that  the  ex- 
penditure at  the  Dockyard  of  Hong 
Kong  was  very  large,  considering  that 
there  were  only  small  gunboats  employed 
on  that  station,  and  that  only  a  small 
number  of  artificers  were  in  the  Dock- 
yard. He  wished  to  point  out  to  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  what  he  thought 
would  be  a  great  improvement  upon  the 
present  system  with  regard  to  me  gun- 
boats— namely,  that  they  should  be 
brought  home  rather  more  frequentlj 
than  at  the  present  time — the  passage 
could  be  easily  made  by  means  of  the 
Suez  Canal.  By  so  doing,  the  expense 
would  be. saved  of  sending  men  to  join 
the  gunboats  at  foreign  stations,  and 
the  Service  would  be  improved  if  the 
gunboats  .were  sent  home  for  repairs. 
He  would  shggest,  also,  that  no  expen- 
sive repairs  to  ships  should  be  executed 
abroad,  but  that  tiiey  should  be  smt  to 
Dockyards  nearer  home,  like  that  at 
Malta,  where  the  Dockyard  was  in  a 
very  efficient  state,  and  would  be  aTail- 
able  for  the  repair  of  ships  upon  distant 
stations.  He  thought  they  required 
additional  information  as  rc^^arded  the 
expenditure  under  thit  Vote.  They 
voted  about  £200,000  f-T  the  expeme 
of  foreign  Dockyards,    aid  he  thought 
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giTen  as  to  how  that  money  was  ex- 
pended on  foreign  stations.  More  par- 
tionlarlj  with  regard  to  the  expenditure 
at  Hong  Kong  he  should  like  to  hare 
some  information. 

Mb.  SAMUDA  observed,  that  when 
his  right  hon  ]^end  made  a  statement 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Session  he  asked 
for  some  Betums,  in  order  that  he  might 
ascertain  the  amount  of  work  performed 
and  compare  it  with  the  work  promised. 
It  would  be  within  the  reooUeotion  of 
the  Committee  that  it  had  been  shown 
that  a  g^at  disparity  existed  between 
the  figures  stated  by  the  Gt>Yemment 
and  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Beading 
(Mr.  Lefevre).  But  his  object  was  parti- 
cularly to  draw  the  attention  of  his  right 
hon.  Friend  to  what  he  conceived  to  be  a 
great  failure  in  the  way  in  which  the  Esti- 
mates were  put  before  the  House  and  of 
the  way  in  which  the  Admiralty  accounts 
were  kept.  It  must  be  perfectly  clear 
that  the  first  thing  for .  them  all  to 
possess,  in  order  that  they  might  know 
what  they  were  doing,  was  to  have  a 
clear  knowledge  of  the  engagements 
they  were  entering  into  and  what  part 
of  them  they  were  carrying  forward 
to  the  next  year.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  that  was  not  satisfactorily  done 
by  the  present  system.  He  wished  to 
draw  especial  attention  to  the  nec^sity 
of  makmg  some  change.  He  did  not 
wish  to  lay  any  stress  upon  the  short- 
comings of  the  Government,  and  the 
difference  between  what  was  promised 
and  what  was  performed;  but  he  did 
desire  that  everyone  in  the  House  should 
have  the  means  of  ascertaining  what 
had  been  performed  and  to  compare  it 
with  what  had  been  promised.  Last 
year  he  found  that  they  were  pro- 
mised 8,600  tons  of  armour-plated 
vessels;  but  only  4,800  had  been  com- 
pleted. Formerly  it  was  the  custom  to 
calculate  the  amoimt  of  shipping  by 
builders'  tonnage ;  but  in  1874  a  change 
was  made,  by  wbich  the  builders'  ton- 
nage was  entirely  set  aside,  and,  in  lieu 
thereof,  the  Admiralty  adopted  a  system 
of  calculating,  not  by  the  displacement 
tonnage,  but  by  a  system  representing 
the  ton  weight  in  the  hull.  It  was,  how- 
ever, stated  in  the  Estimates  how  much 
the  vessel  was  to  cost  and  how  much  was 
to  be  provided  in  the  particular  year  to 
meet  that  Estimate.  That  would  appear 
to  give  them  some  idea  of  what  they 
did  in  particular  years  and  what  they 


left  undone ;  but  the  Oommittee  would 
observe  that  the  way  in  which  the 
Estimates  were  now  drawn  up  did  not 
even  g^ve  them  that  information,  because, 
when  the  cost  of  a  vessel  increased,  as  it 
constantly  did,  alterations  were  made  in 
succeeding  years,  which  disturbed  all  pre- 
vious reference  to  progress  and  cost,  audit 
was  utterly  impossible  to  arrive  at  the 
ultimate  cost.  That  mode  of  calcula- 
tion must  lead  to  complications  which 
no  one  could  follow.  He  would  ask  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  if  he  could  not 
simplify  the  Estimates,  and  enable  them 
to  understand  what  they  were  doibg. 
First,  when  in  cases  where  the  Estimates 
were  to  be  put  before  them  for  the  con- 
struction of  vessels,  the  Committee 
ought  to  know  what  would  be  the  gross 
liability  that  they  were  assuming.  They 
should  not  have  put  before  them,  as 
was  the  new  practice,  merely  an  Estimate 
for  building  so  many  hundred  tons  in 
the  course  of  the  year.  They  were  only 
asked  to  vote  money  for  that  number  of 
tons ;  but  by  so  doing  they  might,  and  in 
many  cases  were,  incurring  the  liability 
to  spend  a  very  large  additional  sum  of 
money  in  completing  those  vessels.  They 
ought  to  have  before  them  the  total  sum 
of  money  which  they  would  have  to 
vote,  not  in  the  present  year  only,  but  in 
all  succeeding  years,  for  the  completion 
of  the  vessels;  if  in  any  succeeding 
year  a  reference  was  made  to  the  money 
spent  on  these  vessels,  then  they  would 
Imow  how  much  they  had  expended, 
and  what  it  was  intended  to  ex- 
pend, and  how  much  they  would  be 
liable  to  expend  in  the  future,  and  in 
that  way  they  would  be  able  to  know 
what  they  were  doing.  At  the  present 
moment  they  could  not  tell  anything  be- 
yond the  fact  that  it  was  intended  to  build 
so  many  tons  in  the  course  of  the  year. 
Then  the  cost  of  the  vessels  was  often 
found  to  be  greater  than  was  originally 
estimated  for,  and  additional  expense 
was  thereby  incurred.  It  was  important 
that  those  who  followed  the  Estimates 
should  be  able  to  lay  their  fingers  upon 
such  things  to  show  that  they  had,  for 
instance,  voted  £5,000,000  liabilities,  of 
which  they  had  paid  £1,000,000  and 
had  carried  over  £4,000,000.  They 
ought  to  have  the  knowledge  before 
them  of  what  their  liabilities  were,  and 
they  should  not  be  left  in  the  dark  as  to 
this  important  matter  when  asked  to  vote 
money  for  the  construction  of  new  ships. 
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A  Supplemental  Vote  ought  to  be  made 
in  the  Estimates  of  the  liabilities  that 
they  were  incurring,  and  of  the  increased 
cost  that  had  been  found  necessary  in 
respect  of  certain  vessels.  He  trusted 
that  when  that  matter  came  next  before 
the  House  they  would  be  able  to  under- 
stand by  looking  at  the  figures  put  before 
them  what  was  being  done.  He  was 
sure  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
would  see  that  when  so  much  smaller 
an  amount  of  tonnage  was  completed 
than  was  contemplated  it  was  a  most 
serious  thing.  He  did  not  intend  to  go 
into  that  matter ;  but  still  there  was  a 
very  great  difference  between  what  was 
completed  and  what  was  promised.  He 
thought  that  the  Navy  Estimates  ought 
to  be  placed  before  them  in  such  a  way 
as  an  ordinary  business  man  would 
place  before  him  his  own  obligations 
and  keep  them  from  time  to  time  be- 
fore his  notice.  They  would  then 
know  what  their  liabilities  were,  and 
be  able  to  understand  the  questions  be- 
fore them. 

Mr.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  wished  to  say 
a  few  words  upon  the  Vote,  though  he 
did  not  desire  to  enter  into  the  wider 
question  to  which  he    drew  attention 
at  the  beginning  of  the  Session.     As 
the  Admiralty  had  not  been   able  to 
make    any    answer    to    the    criticisms 
which   he    then    brought   forward,   he 
must  assume  that  the  truth  of  them 
was  accepted.     He  should  confine  him- 
self on  the  present  occasion  to  making 
some  remarks  on  the  work  performed 
during  the  past  year  in  the  Dockyards, 
and   compare  it  with  the  programme 
laid  before  the  Committee   when  the 
Estimates  were  last  before  it.     A  Re- 
turn had  been  laid  upon  the  Table  of 
the   House,    showing    the    programme 
last  year  as  compared   with  the  work 
performed  during  the  year.     That  ac- 
count seemed  to  him  to  be  very  unsatis- 
factory.    He  found  that  it  was  promised 
that  13,408  tons  of  vessels   would   be 
completed  in  the  Dockyards  during  the 
year.     According  to   the  Return,  only 
10,062  tons  had  been  completed,  instead 
of  the  much  larger  number  promised ; 
and  that  notwithstanding  the  fact  that 
a  very  much  larger  number  of  men  had 
been  employed  in  the  Dockyards.  It  was 
also  noticeable  that  a  very  small  pro- 
portion of  the  vessels  completed  were 
iron-dads.    A  deduction  should  be  made 
from  that  on  acoount  of  the  veaaels  paid 
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for  out  of  the  Vote  of  Credit.    Those 
vessels  had  been  repaired,  their  arma- 
ment had  been  taken  out,  and  their 
fittings  replaced  ;  while,  in  the  case  of 
the  Superb,  the  rigging  had  been  re- 
modelled.    When  a  deduction  was  made 
in  respect  of  those  vessels  it  left  but  a 
small  amount  of  tonnage  for  the  new 
iron-clads  constructed  in  the  Dockyards. 
In  fact,  so  little  had  been  spent  on  build- 
ing that  it  might  almost  be  left  out  of 
account.     It  was  promised  that  about 
600  tons  should  be  completed  in  respect 
of  each  of  the  four  new  iron-dads  in 
course  of  construction ;   of  one  vessel  16 
tons  had  been  built,  of  another  30  tons, 
and  of  a  third  50  tons,  while  the  fourth 
was  not  commenced.     As  regarded  the 
Agamemnon,  it  was  promised  that  2^335 
tons  should  be  built,  but  only  997  tons 
had  been  completed ;  1 ,625  tons  were  pro- 
mised in  the  case  of  the  Ajoje,  but  only  890 
tons  had  been  constructed.  The  InJUiiUt 
had  now  been  eight  years  on  the  stocks, 
and  had  not  yet  been  completed.  When 
the  present  Qovernment  came  into  Office 
it  was  one  of  their  principal  charges 
against  their  Predecessors  that  they  had 
not  made  sufficiently  rapid  progress  with 
the  Inflexible;   and    they,    aooordingij, 
asked  for  an  additional  vote  of  money 
to  hasten  the  completion  of  that  veseeL 
It  was  promised  that  during  the  past 
year  1,383  tons  of  the  InflexibU  should 
be  completed,  and  that  the  vessel  should 
be  off  the  stocks  during  the  financial 
year.    That  had  not  been  done,  and  the 
vessel  was  still  in  arrear.     That  was  a 
serious  matter,    because   the  InJUiiUt 
was  a  vessel  of  a  peculiar  kind,  and  it 
was  most  desirable  that  its  oompletion 
should  be  hastened  so  far  as  possible, 
in  order  that  they  might  have  expe- 
rience of  her  qualities,  and  that  that  ex- 
perience should  be  made  use  of  to  guide 
them  as  to  what  alterations  were  neces- 
sary in  other  vessels  of  the  same  kind 
then   being  laid    down.      The   monej 
which  was  required  to  be  expended  upon 
the  Inflexible  appeared  to  have  been  di- 
verted to  making  alterations  in  a  vessel 
called  the  Independencia,  and  now  stjled 
the  Neptune,    When  he  last  addressed 
the  House  he  referred  to  the  case  of  the 
Independeneia,  and  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  endeavoured  to  give  some 
explanation,   which,    however,   did  not 
appear  to  him  to  be  satisfactory.    The 
Independencia  was  a  vessel  bought  from 
the  Brazilian  Oovemment  for  £614,000, 
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including  £44,000  for  her  armament. 
The  purchase  was  justified  by  the  Oo- 
▼emment  on  the  g^und  that  the  vessel 
was  a  powerful  one,  and  in  a  position 
to  g^  to  sea  at  once.  If  so,  there  might 
have  been  some  good  reason  for  her 
purchase  ;  but  no  sooner  was  she  pur- 
chased than  a  board  of  officers  in  the 
Admiralty  proceeded  to  condemn  her 
armament.  The  Director  of  Naval 
Ordnance  said  that  he  would  not  be 
responsible  for  sending  such  a  vessel 
to  sea.  Another  board  of  officers  con- 
demned her  fittings,  and  the  third  board 
condemned  her  masts,  yards,  and  other 
equipments.  The  result  was  that  that 
vessel,  which  was  bought  at  the  extra- 
vagant price  he  had  mentioned,  was 
sent  into  the  Dockyard,  and  £34,000  was 
spent  upon  her  during  the  past  year. 
He  observed  that  provision  had  been 
made  for  a  further  expenditure  of 
£14,000  or  £15,000  upon  her.  Thus, 
£45,000  would  be  spent  in  altering  and 
converting  that  vessel,  and  in  replacing 
her  armament,  masts,  yards,  and  fittings. 
The  result  was  that  the  £44,000  given 
for  her  armament  would  be  entirely 
wasted.  That  appeared  to  him  to  be  a 
most  foolish  transaction.  If  the  vessel 
were  ready  to  go  to  sea,  why  was  she 
sent  to  the  Dockyard,  and  that  enormous 
sum  expended  upon  her  ?  On  the  other 
hand,  if  not  fit  to  go  to  sea,  why  was 
such  an  extravagant  price  paid  for 
her,  or  why  was  she  bought  at  all?  He 
believed  that  it  would  have  been  far 
better  to  have  expended  the  money  in 
hastening  on  the  completion  of  the  In- 
flexible. For  a  very  much  less  sum  of 
money  the  Inflexible  might  have  been 
finished;  that  powerful  vessel  might 
have  been  already  at  sea,  and  they  would 
have  gained  that  experience  of  her 
qualities  which  would  have  guided  them 
in  the  construction  of  the  other  vessels 
now  being  built.  That  appeared  to  him 
to  have  been  a  most  unfortunate  trans- 
action, and  one  of  a  most  serious  cha- 
racter. As  he  had  said,  during  the  past 
year  only  10,062  tons  of  vessels  had 
been  built,  against  13,000  tons  promised, 
and  the  falling  off  had  been  almost  en- 
tirely in  iron-dads.  He  would  like  to  go 
back  three  or  four  years,  in  order  to 
show  the  gradual  falling  off  there  had 
been  in  the  ship-building  in  the  Dock- 
yards. He  would  confine  himself  to 
making  the  comparison  during  the  past 
four  or  five  years  that  the  present  Ad- 


ministration had  been  in  Office.  In 
1875-6,  18,114  tons  of  vessels  were  built 
in  the  Dockyards,  and  16,000  men  were 
employed  in  the  work.  In  1876-7, 
13,437  tons  were  built  in  the  Dockyards; 
and  in   1877-8,   12,052  tons  were  com- 

Eleted.  Last  year  only  10,062  were 
uilt,  and  a  larger  number  of  men  was 
employed.  They  had  thus  a  continued 
diminution  in  the  tonnage  of  vessels 
built,  while  in  each  year  the  same  num- 
ber of  men  was  employed,  except  last 
year,  when  the  number  of  men  was  in- 
creased. The  falling  off  had  been  prin- 
cipally in  iron-clads ;  but,  from  the  Ke- 
tum  before  them,  he  was  unable  to  say 
how  the  money  which  ought  to  have 
been  expended  in  building  iron-clads 
had  been  spent,  unless  it  were  expended 
upon  the  Independencia,  the  Superb,  and 
another  vessel.  In  the  Estimates  now 
before  them,  he  found  that  there  was 
a  smaller  Estimate  for  the  tonnage  of 
vessels  to  be  built  in  Dockyards  than 
he  could  recollect  in  any  previous  year. 
It  was  proposed  to  build  12,151  tons  of 
vessels,  of  which  7,193  tons  were  pro- 

Eosed  to  be  iron-dads.  He  should  have 
een  glad  if  the  right  hon.  Q-entleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had 
promised  them  that  the  Inflexible  should 
be  finished ;  but  it  appeared  that  her 
completion  was  again  to  be  postponed  for 
another  year.  With  regard  to  the  other 
vessels  proposed  to  be  built,  he  observed 
that  it  was  intended  to  go  on  with  the 
Ajax  and  the  A ffamemnon,  and  also  to  add 
some  work  to  the  Polyphemm.  With  re- 
spect to  the  other  vessels  it  was  no  use 
discussing  what  they  would  be,  consider- 
ing what  little  progress  would  be  made 
with  the  iron-clads.  He  believed  that  it 
would  be  better  to  complete  vessels  like 
the  Inflexible f  the  AjaXy  and  the  Agamem- 
non, instead  of  doing  work  upon  vessels 
of  less  importance.  He  would  not  de- 
tain the  Committee  any  longer  at  that 
period  of  the  night,  except  to  add  his 
protest  against  the  Navy  Estimates  being 
Drought  forward  at  that  time  of  the 
Session.  The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  had  told 
them  that  it  was  owing  to  exceptional 
circumstances  ;  but  it  was  the  fact  that 
last  year  the  same  thing  was  done.  It  was 
then  said  that  exceptional  circumstances 
were  the  cause  of  the  delay ;  but  if  they 
went  10  years  back,  they  would  find  no 
other  instance  of  the  Navy  Estimates 
having  been  postpgned  to  so  late  a  period. 
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In  1870y  the  Navy  Estimates  occupied  six 
nights  in  discussion,  and  were  completed 
before  the  29th  of  July.  In  1871,  1872, 
1873,  1874,  1875,  and  1876,  four  to  six 
nights  were  expended  in  the  discussion 
of  the  Navy  Estimates.  In  1877,  the 
Navy  Estimates  took  six  nights,  and 
were  finished  before  the  18th  of  June. 
He  thought  that  it  was  evident  that  the 
ordinary  work  of  the  Navy  could  not  be 
properly  discussed  in  less  than  fiye 
nights.  It  was  now  proposed  that  the 
Navy  Estimates  should  only  occupy  one 
night,  and  that  would  not  give  the 
House  proper  opportunity  for  discussion. 
The  right  hon.  Gentleman  at  tiie  head 
of  the  Navy  should  recollect  that  the 
audience  in  the  House  upon  these  mat- 
ters was  a  select  one.  ^ut  there  was 
another  audience  outside  the  House— a 
much  laiger  number  who  were  deeply 
interested  in  all  questions  concerning 
the  Navy,  and  in  order  that  the  public 
might  be  informed  upon  naval  matters 
they  ought  to  be  able  to  read  the  debates 
and  to  form  an  opinion,  and  to  see  that 
justice  was  being  done  to  the  many  im- 
portant questions  that  so  much  inte- 
rested the  public.  If  the  discussions 
were  brougnt  on  at  that  late  period  of 
the  night  full  justice  could  not  be  done 
to  the  outside  public,  for  full  reports 
could  not  be  given.  No  one  would, 
therefore,  know  outside  the  House  what 
was  being  done  there,  and  a  very  great 
injuiy  was  done,  not  only  the  Public 
Service  generally,  but  to  the  whole  of 
the  public  interested  in  naval  matters. 

Mb.  a.  F.  EGEBTON  said,  that  on 
the  last  occasion  when  th^  Navy  Esti- 
mates were  under  discussion,  the  hon. 
Member  for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Lefevre) 
made  an  attack  upon  the  whole  policy  of 
naval  administration  since  the  time  he 
was  in  Office.  The  hon.  Member  alleged 
that  no  answer  had  been  given  to  him ; 
but  he  would  like  to  tell  ike  hon.  Gen- 
tleman that  in  a  few  days  he  would  see 
what  he  thought  would  be  a  most  con- 
clusive answer.  The  policy  that  he  com- 
plained of  during  Mr.  Ward  Hunt's  and 
his  right  hon.  Friend's  administration 
was  thisit  they  had  been  in  the  habit  of 
repairing  instead  of  building  ships.  He 
might  say  that  the  great  object  of  the 
Admirally  had  been  to  place  upon  the 
water  an  efficient  Fleet.  They  had  not 
always  been  able  to  carry  out  that  pro- 
gramme ;  but  they  had  done  so  to  the 
best  of  their  abiUty.    Their  complaint 

JKr.  Shaw  Lrf^w 


against  the  Liberal  Administration  was 
that  they  did  not  pay  anffident  attention 
to  the  repairs  of  ships ;  when  they  came 
into  Office  they  found  a  vast  number  of 
ships  in  a  very  bad  state  of  repair,  and 
they  considered  it  incumbent  upon  them 
to  put  those  vessels  in  good  omer.    He 
would  not  ffo  into  details  at  that  hour  of 
the  night ;  but  he  would  give  one  or  two 
figures  to  show  that  the  results  of  the 
present  administration    had   not  been 
such  as  had  been  alleged.    On  the  1st 
of  January,    1874,   there  were  but  16 
armoured  ^ps  in  good  order,  and  on 
the  1st  of  January,  1879,  there  were  26. 
That  was  owin^  to  the  care  which  his 
right  hon.    Fnend    had    displayed  in 
causing  those  ships  to  be  kept  in  proper 
repair.      The  House  and  the  country 
should  remember  that  repairs  to  ships 
were  of  far  more   importance  at  this 
time  than  they  were  20  years  ago.    An 
iron  ship  was  practically  indestructible, 
and  when  they  had  got  her  they  must 
make  the  best  of  her.    It  was  much 
better  to  keep  her  in  proper  repair  than 
to  allow  her  to  rust  away  in  a  comer. 
On  the  1st  of  January,  1874,  there  were 
27  armoured  vessels,  and  on  the  Ist  of 
January,  1879,  66  armoured  vessels.  In 
unarmoured  ships  they  had,   in  1874, 
108  in  good  condition,  and  in  1879,  160. 
The  wooden  ships,  in  January,   1874, 
amounted  to  81 ;  but  in  January,  1879, 
they  had  diminished  to  38,  as  that  dsss 
of  vessels  had  practically  passed  from 
the  Navy.    Those  figures  showed  oon- 
dusively  the  results  of  their  adminis- 
tration.   The  result  of  their  administra- 
tion had  been  to  put  upon  the  sea  Fleets 
such  as  had  never  existed  before,  and 
that,  surely,  ought  to  be  the  proper  re- 
jsult  of  good  Administration.   It  was  said 
that  they  had  spent  more  money ;  but 
they  had  got  their  money's  worth,  and 
when  the  country  had  measured  and 
considered  the  results  he  had  given  he 
thought  it  would  be  satisfied  that  they 
had  not  spent  the  money  with  which 
they  had  been  intrusted   improperly; 
but  that,  speaking  generally,  their  Fleets 
were  in  much  better  order  than  they 
had  ever  been  before. 

Mb.  E.  J.  BEED  said,  that  after  the 
speech  which  had  just  been  made  he 
thought  they  ought  to  report  Progress. 
He  did  not,  however,  intend  to  propose 
that  Motion.  He  so  far  concurred  with 
the  remarks  of  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Beading  (Mr.  Shaw  Le- 
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fevre)  that  lie  intended,  before  the  end 
of  the  Session,  to  give  Notice  of  his  in- 
tention next  Session  to  bring  before  the 
House  a  Motion  to  the  effect  that  Her 
Majesty's  Goyemment,  having  deprived 
the  House  of  all  just  control  over  the 
Expenditure,  the  Votes  in  Oommittee 
should  be  postponed  until  that  control 
had  been  re-established.  He  did  not 
know  that  he  should  have  said  anything 
at  all  at  that  time  but  for  some  remarks 
which  fell  from  his  hon.  Friend  the  Se- 
cretary to  the  Admiralty,  in  replying  to 
the  observations  made.  He  had  recently 
been  at  Hong  Kong,  and  had  examined 
the  works  there,  and  had  been  very 
much  pleased  with  them.  No  doubt, 
the  Estimate  for  them  seemed  somewhat 
large,  and  he  should  not  have  been 
pleased  unless  there  had  been  something 
behind  the  Estimate.  The  work  was 
done  by  the  carpenters  of  the  ships  that 
required  to  be  repaired  at  Hong  Kong. 
By  that  means,  it  was  possible  for  the 
Qovemment  to  keep  a  small  and  efficient 
staff  in  the  Dockyard  in  Hong  Kong 
to  superintend  the  work,  or  otherwise 
they  would  have  to  incur  great  expense 
by  sending  out  artificers.  The  China 
Station  was  to  be  supplied,  he  believed, 
with  a  number  of  small  craft.  Those 
vessels  were  quite  unsuitable  to  steam 
against  sea,  or  to  brave  the  monsoons 
that  prevailed  there.  It  was,  therefore, 
desirable  to  repair  and  refit  those  vessels 
at  Hong  Kong.  In  December  last,  he 
noticed  that  a  great  deal  of  valuable 
work  was  done  there,  and  he  was  of 
opinion  that  the  expenditure  at  Hong 
Kong  was  fuUy  justified.  He  did  not 
say  that  the  money  expended  on  their 
own  Dockyards  was  not  required  ;  but 
he  considered  that  the  Dockyard  at. 
Hong  Kong  did  important  service,  even 
if  it  cost  somewhat  more  than  the  other 
naval  establishments.  He  thought  his 
hon.  Friend  would  agree  with  him  that 
that  was  a  very  important  consideration. 
He  was  not  surprised  that  the  hon. 
Member  for  the  Tower  Hamlets  (Mr. 
Samuda)  objected  to  the  change  that  had 
been  made  in  the  method  of  measuring 
the  progress  of  vessels.  His  hon.  Friend 
had,  in  passing,  referred  to  the  desir- 
ability of  hastening  the  completion  of 
the  Inflexible:  and  he  agreed  Uiat,  until 
she  was  completed  and  they  had  ob- 
tained experience  of  her  qualities,  many 
important  questions  would  be  undecided. 
The  discussion  with  respect  to  her  turned 


upon  what  would  happen  when  the  ship 
went  into  action.  He  hoped  the  House 
would  not  be  satisfied  with  the  ship 
merely  going  to  sea>  and  would  not 
come  to  a  conclusion  until  the  vessel 
had  been  tried  in  action.  He  did  not 
intend  to  go  into  the  question  which  had 
been  raised  in  a  manner  he  had  not  ex- 
pected. When  the  House  entered  into 
the  inquiry  he  hoped  that  it  would  not 
be  narrowed,  and  that  it  would  be  pur- 
sued with  determination.  He  might  ob- 
serve, also,  that  not  the  slighest  particle 
of  information  had  been  given  concern- 
ing the  Ajiix  and  the  Agatnemnon,  He 
would  not  prolong  the  discussion,  but 
would  only  make  one  remark  about  the 
purchase  of  the  Independeneia,  The  fact 
had  been  noticed  that  it  had  been  con- 
sidered desirable  to  keep  her  a  consider- 
able time  in  the  Dockyard  and  to  spend 
a  large  sum  of  money  upon  her.  As 
regaraed  the  armament  of  the  vessel,  he 
confessed  that  he  felt  some  surprise  at 
what  had  been  done,  when  he  remem- 
bered that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  stated  in 
his  most  positive  manner  that  the  pur- 
chase of  the  Independencia  would  afford 
an  opportunity  for  a  practical  trial  at 
sea  of  the  Whitworth  gun,  which  had 
been  for  some  time  desirable.  Many 
persons  at  the  time  prognosticated  that 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  never 
carry  out  that  trial,  but  that  the  people 
behind  him,  in  connection  with  the  Navy, 
would  be  too  strong  for  him.  He  had 
hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would 
be  stronger  than  the  persons  who  moved 
him  from  behind ;  but  he  was  sony  to 
find  that  the  trial  had  been  abandoned. 
With  regard  to  the  other  part  of  the 
expenditure,  he  thought  that  a  great 
part  of  it  was  justified,  and  that  the 
Independencia  required  considerable  alter- 
ation. But  if  it  were  intended,  the 
moment  she  was  purchased,  to  make  her 
available  for  the  defence  of  the  country 
in  case  of  war,  then  the  object  had  not 
been  fulfilled.  However,  he,  for  one, 
did  not  blame  the  Government  for  making 
considerable  alterations  in  the  Indepen- 
dencia, and  rendering  her  fit  for  the  ser- 
vice of  this  country.  He  wished  to  join 
in  the  protest  which  had  been  made 
against  the  Estimates  being  taken  at 
that  period  of  the  Session. 

Mb.  GOSOHEN  said,  that  it  was  im- 
possible for  the  House  to  deal  with  the 
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Babsequent  five  years.  Using  builders' 
measurement,  it  was  found  that  from  the 
1st  of  April  1869  to  the  1st  of  April 
1874,  there  were  built  of  armoured 
vessels  29,423  tons  in  the  Dockyards) 
and  21,439  tons  by  contract,  the  total  of 
armoured  vessels  beins  50,862  tons. 
Then,  of  unarmoured  ^ps,  there  was 
built  between  Ist  April  1869  and  1st 
April  1874,  37,579  tons  in  the  Dockyards 
and  10,343  tons  by  contract,  making  a 
total  of  47,992  tons.  Thus  the  total 
amount  of  tonnage  completed  in  the  five 
years  was  98,784  tons,  of  which  67,002 
tons  were  built  in  the  Dockyards,  and 
31,782  tons  by  contract.  From  the  1st 
of  April,  1874,  to  1st  of  April,  1879,  there 
were  built  in  the  Dockyards  36,354  tons, 
and  by  contract  11,036  tons,  making  a 
total  of  47,390  tons  of  armoured  vessels. 
Of  unarmoured  vessels  built  in  the  Dock- 
yards, there  were  38,945  tons,  and  by 
contract,  35,301  tons,  making  a  total  of 
armoured  vessels  built  in  the  five  years 
of  74,246  tons.  Thus,  the  total  amount 
of  tonnage,  both  armoured  and  un- 
armoured, completed  between  1874-9 
was  121,636  tons,  of  which  75,299  tons 
were  built  in  the  Dockyards,  and  46,337 
by  contract.  Therefore,  during  the  last 
five  years,  the  present  Government  had 
built  23  per  cent  more  tonnage  of 
vessels  than  the  Liberal  Administration 
in  the  preceding  five  years.  He  might 
state  that,  in  1877-8,  a  total  of  19,647 
tons  was  added  to  the  Navy  by  purchase 
out  of  the  Vote  of  Credit ;  of  that  amount 
14,808  tons  were  of  armoured  shipping, 
and  4,839  of  unarmoured  shipping. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  they  were 
under  very  great  disadvantage  in  testing 
the  Beturn  which  had  been  brought 
before  the  House  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman. The  Beturn  before  the  House 
estimated  the  amount  of  shipping  in  tons, 
builders'  measurement,  for  the  late  Go- 
vernment; but  in  ton  weight  of  hull 
for  the  present  Government.  There  was 
no  means  of  comparing  the  ton  weight 
with  the  builders'  measurement.  Could 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  give  them  any 
data  by  which  they  could  compare  the 
different  Estimates  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  he 
could  not  give  the  information  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  wished.  He 
placed  implicit  reliance  upon  the  accu- 
racy of  the  figures  which  had  been  com- 
piled by  officials  who  had  been  appointed 
by  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  hunself. 

Mr.  V.  S.  Smith 


Mb.  GOSCHEN  said,  that  upon  the 
evidence  of  the  Comptroller,  who  was  a 
personal  friend  of  his,  he  placed  im- 
plicit reliance.    But  it  was  upon  the  re- 
sults of  the  figures  that  the  question 
arose.     A  conversion  had  been  made 
from    builders'  measurement  into    ton 
wei^t,  and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  r^irst  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  did  not 
know  any  relation  between    the  two. 
They  had  one  Beturn  presented  to  the 
House  by  one  of  the  Members  of  the 
Admiralty  in  ton  weight  and  anotiier  in 
builders'  weight ;    and  the  Admiialty 
were  unable  to  inform  the   House  of 
Commons   what  was    the   relationship 
between  those  two  sets  of  calcnlationB. 
Five  years  ago  he  would  have  answered 
any  questions  put  to  him  by  hon.  Mem- 
bers upon  that  subject.   He  would  again 
assert  that  if  a  Itetum  had  been  pre- 
sented by  him  in  the  manner  in  whieh 
the  present  had  been  framed,  and  expla- 
nations were  not  forthcoming,  he  should 
have  considered  it  necessary  to  have 
given  them  to  the  House ;  but  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  would  not  adopt  that 
course.     He  was  entirely  in  his  right  in 
asking,  and  he  thought  tiie  House  would 
be  wrong  if  it  did  not  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  inform  them  how  those 
terms  had  been  converted?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  must  be  aware  that  it 
made    a  very  considerable    difference. 
The  hoA.  Member  for  Beading  had  made 
a  comparison  between  the  results  of  the 
past  and  present  administration  of  the 
Navy  according  to  the  figures  that  were 
in  use  when  they  were  at  the  Admiraltj; 
but  the  official  Beturn  now  quoted  by 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  was  prepared  on  a 
different  system  of  calculation.     They 
were  unable  to  follow  each  individual 
ship,  and  they  were  therefore  unable  to 
foUow  that  Beturn.      They  could  not 
really  make   any  progress    in    under- 
standing the  figures  put  before  them 
until  they  knew  how  they  had  been  con- 
verted.   He  was,  of  course,   aware  of 
the  difficulty  of  discussing  those  ques- 
tions at  that  time  of  the  night ;  they  had 
sat  there  very  patiently  wmle  matters  of 
much  inferior  importance  were  being 
discussed,  and  he  must  apologize  to  the 
Committee  if  he  had  allowed  himself  to 
be  carried  away  by  feeling  too  strongly 
the  importance  of  the  subxect. 

Mb.  PABNELL  asked  if  the  right 
hon.  Gtontleman  the  Member  for  the 
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(Sty  of  London  (Mr.  Gosohen)  could 
tell  the  Committee  the  difference  be- 
tween builders'  measurement  and  ton 
woiffht  ?  Perhaps  that  would  be  .  a 
good  opportunity  to  discuss  the  question 
of  Beserve  men,  with  which  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  alleged  himself  to 
be  acquainted.  

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  that 
before  they  entered  into  a  discussion 
upon  the  subject  alluded  to  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Meath  (Mr.  Famell)  he 
must  express  his  surprise  that  the  Ee- 
tums  from  which  the  riffht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
had  quoted  had  not  been  laid  upon  the 
Table  of  the  House  in  time  for  a  fair 
diacussion  to  take  place  upon  them. 
They  ought  to  have  known  that  those 
Betums  were  to  be  presented  to  the 
House.  He  could  not  but  think  that 
those  Hetums  had  only  been  drawn  up 
in  order  that  they  might  be  used  by  the 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Financial  Secretary 
to  the  Admiralty  in  Lancashire  during 
the  ooming  Recess.  He  agreed  with  the 
obserrations  that  had  been  made  by  the 
light  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  as  to  the  undesirability  of 
making  the  Navy  the  subject  of  a  Party 
fight.  He  only  trusted  that  those  ob- 
serrations were  addressed  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  to  his  own  Secretiu>y, 
and  that  he  would  mark  and  digest 
them.  During  the  last  Becess  the  hon. 
Gontleman  the  Financial  Secretary  to 
the  Admiralty  had  taken  the  opportunity 
of  making  g^ave  charges  against  the 
Naval  Administration  of  the  late  Go- 
vernment. With  reference  to  the  Be- 
toms,  from  which  quotations  had  been 
made,  there  'were  great  differences  be- 
tween the  fig^es  £here  given  and  the  cal- 
culations which  he  had  made.  He  did  hope 
that  the  Government  would  give  them 
such  information  as  would  enable  them 
to  oompare  the  builders'  measurement 
with  the  weight  in  tonnage,  and  in  that 
manner  to  be  in  a  position  to  verify  the 
calculations. 

Mb.  £.  J.  BEED  said,  that  with  re- 
gard to  the  Whitworth  guns  there  was 
a  very  important  question  as  to  their 
penetration  of  a  vessel  under  water. 
They  had  hoped  and  expected  that  an 
opportunity  would  have  arisen  in  the 
ease  of  the  Ind^pendeneia  for  that  ques- 
tion to  be  tried,  and  the  ground  of  their 
eomplaint  was  that  it  had  not  been 
tried. 


Mb.  D.  JENKINS  maintained  that 
gunboats  could  be  brought  home  for 
repair  instead  of  being  repaired  abroad 
with  greater  efficiency  to  the  Public  Ser- 
vice ;  instead  of  that  they  were  left  to 
lay  for  nine-tenths  of  their  time  in  the 
Chinese  rivers.  Li  his  opinion,  a  great 
number  of  those  gunboats  could  be 
brought  home,  to  the  great  advantage  of 
the  crews  and  to  economy  in  the  Public 
Service.  The  chaise  for  the  number  of 
men  employed  at  the  Dockyard  at  Hong 
Kong  was  very  much  gpreater  than  the 
expense  incurred  for  a  like  number  of 
men  in  the  Home  Dockyards. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  moved  to  report  Pro- 
gress, as  he  thought  that  the  subject  had 
not  been  thoroughly  discussed,  and  that 
it  could  not  be  adequately  discussed  at 
that  hour. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Frog^ess, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (^Mr,  Arthur 
Moore,) 

Captain  PIM  observed,  that  hon. 
Members  interested  in  Dockyards,  and 
in  nautical  matters,  had  come  down  that 
evening  to  discuss  questions  upon  the 
Naval  Estimates,  and  it  would  be  in- 
convenient to  have  the  discussion  over 
again.  He  thought  that  it  would  be 
highly  desirable  to  take  the  Vote  then. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  said,  that  the  hon. 
Member  seemed  to  think  that  the  sub- 
jects under  discussion  were  only  interest- 
ing to  a  section  of  hon.^  Members.  He, 
in  common  with  several  of  his  hon. 
Friends  near  him,  took  a  very  great  in- 
terest in  the  questions  that  would  arise 
in  connection  with  Vote  13. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  that  they 
did  not  intend  to  go  as  far  as  that  Vote. 
He  thought  that,  after  the  discussion 
they  had  upon  the  present  Vote,  they 
might  reasonably  come  to  some  decision 
upon  it. 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  would  be  satisfied  if 
Progress  were  reported  when  they 
reached  Vote  13. 

Mb.  GOSCHEN  suggested  that  those 
Votes  upon  which  questions  were  not 
raised  should  be  taken,  and  that  they 
should  report  Progress  when  they  ar- 
rived at  tnose  Votes  upon  which  discus- 
sions arose.  

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  expressed  his 
willingness  to  adopt  that  course. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  said,  that  the  ques- 
tions raised  in  connection  withtihAl^^^^V 
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yard  at  Hohg  Kong  desenred  the  atten- 
tion of  the  Admiralty.  £11,500  waa 
voted  in  respect  of  the  officers  to  look 
after  53  men  ;  and  there  was  one  police- 
man'f  or  eveiy  1 0  men.  The  Commodore 
in  charge  of  the  Yard  got  £1,488  a- 
year.  In  all  probability,  the  duty  of  the 
Commodore  consisted  in  walking  about 
with  a  telescope  nnder  his  arm  and 
Bwearinfi^  at  the  men.  He  thought  that 
it  was  clear  that  there  were  a  number 
of  officers  in  that  Dockyard  that  were 
not  required.  He  did  not  think  that  in 
an  establishment  of  312  men  only  so 
much  as  £1,100  should  be  paid  to  the 
officers.  He  thought  the  expenses  of 
that  Yard  were  a  subject  to  which  the 
Government  might  look  with  advantage. 
Mb.  E.  J.  BEED  thought  that  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dundee 
was  unacquainted  with  the  circumstances 
connected  with  the  Hong  Kong  Dock- 
yard. The  Commodore  was  not  a  resi- 
dent in  the  Dockyard,  but  had  other 
duties  to  perform  as  Senior  Besident  in 
the  Port  of  Hong  Kong.  TTig  hon. 
Friend  was  wrong  in  supposing  that  the 
establishment  consisted  only  of  312  men. 
When  work  was  required  to  be  done  at 
Hong  Kong  the  whole  of  the  carpenters 
of  the  Fleet  landed  and  performed  the 
work  under  the  superintendence  of  the 
Dockyard  authorities.  From  his  per- 
sonal observation,  he  could  affirm  that 
the  Commodore  did  not  walk  about  with 
a  telescope  under  his  arm,  as  the  hon. 
Gentleman  had  knagined. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Majob  NOLAN  complained  that  they 
had  no  Dockyards  in  Ireland.  Out  of 
£11,000,000  spent  in  Dockyards,  only 
£1,300  was  expended  in  Ireland.  The 
sum  spent  upon  Dockyards  in  Ireland 
was  reaUy  contemptible.  It  was  a  great 
injustice  to  Ireland  that  that  should  be 
the  case,  for  he  had  always  considered 
that  there  was  no  strategical  reason 
for  it.  Some  of  the  ports  on  the  West 
Coast  of  Ireland  would  be  much  better 
adanted  for  Dockyards  than  any  in  Eng- 
land. There  was  so  great  a  difference 
between  what  was  spent  in  Ireland  on 
those  matters  and  the  amount  spent  in 
the  other  two  countries  that  he  only 
wondered  that  Irish  Members  had  not 
made  a  greater  stand  upon  the  question 
than  they  had  done. 

Original  Qnestion  put,  and  agrmd  U. 
Mr.  B.  JmMm 


(6.)    £76,570,  TictuaHing  Yards  at 
Home  and  Abroad,  agreed  to. 

(7.)  £67,030,  Medical  Establishments 
at  Home  and  Abroad,  agreed  to. 


U. 


(8.)  £21,408,  Marine  Divisions,  o^rMcf 
Besolutions  to  be  reported. 


Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £1,030,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeatj,  to  defray  the  Expense 
of  Naral  Stores  for  Bmlding,  Bepairing,  and 
Ootfitting  the  Fleetand  Coast  Guard,  which  will 
oome  in  coiuBe  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880." 

Captadt  PIM  asked  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admi> 
ralty  to  postpone  the  consideration  of 
that  Vote,  as  some  questions  arose  in 
connection  with  it. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

"That  a  snm,  not  exceeding  £566,749,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeety,  to  defny  the  Expenw 
of  New  Works,  Buddings,  Yard  Machinery,  and 
Repairs,  which  will  come  in  oonrse  of  payment 
during  the  year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  Mirch 
1880.'^ 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Ques- 
tion, "That  the  Chairman  do  report 
Progress,  and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,"— 
{Mr.  Wilium  Henry  8mUh,y-y^ut,  and 
agreed  to. 

House  reswned. 

BesQlutions  to  be  reported  To-wiorrow, 
at  Two  of  the  dock ; 

• 

Committee  also  regort  Progress;  to 
sit  again  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
dock. 


EAST    IKDIA    LQAK  (OOFSOUDATXD  FUKD) 

[ajmuitijcs]. 

(^NMubiW  in  Oommittee. 

(In  the  Committee.) 

.SeM/fvd;  That  it  is  expedient  to  authorise  th« 
Commissionen  of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  to 
raise  a  sum  or  soms  of  money,  not  exceeding  in 
the  whole  £2,000,000  sfeeriing,  by  the  creation 
of  Three  Pounds  per  Geatnm  per  At>««w«  per. 
manent  Annnities,  diargeable  on  the  Consoli- 
dated Fund  of  the  United  Kingdom,  for  the 
porpoee  of  making  a  Loan  to  the  Secretary  of 
State  in  CoancQ  <n  India. 

Beeohition  to  be  wnoiied  Ib-MsmMr,  at  Two 
of  thedook. 
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BANKKTJPTCY  LAW  AMENDMENT  (r#. 

committed)  BILL  [Lordt], 

{Mr.  Attorney  General,) 

[bill  254.]      OOMHITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
<*  That  tlus  House  will,  upon  Saturday, 
resolve  itself  into  the  said  Committee." 

Notice  taken,  that  40  Members  were 
not  present;  House  counted,  and  40 
Members  not  being  present, 

.   Home  adjouxned  at  Three  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    L0ED8, 
Friday,  Ut  Auyusi,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— Public  Bill»— JVr*f  Beading— 
East  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fund)  *  (172). 

Second  Reading — Lord  Clerk  Register  (Scot- 
land) ♦  (164) ;  Border  Summons  •  (170). 

Committee  —  Report  —  Petroleum  Act  (1871) 
Amendment  (161). 

Report — Industrial  Schools  (Powers  of  School 
Boards)*  (163). 

T%ird  Reading — Summary  Jurisdiction  ♦  (162) ; 
New  Forest  Act  (1877)  Amendment  *  (140), 
tm^  patted. 


LtTNACY    INQUIRY   (IRELAND) 
COMMISSION. 

QUESTION.        OBSEHYATIONS. 

Lord  O'HAGAN,  in  rising  to  call 
attention  to  the  Eeport  of  the  late  Irish 
Lnnatio  Inquiiy  Commission ;  and  to 
ask  a  Question,  said :  My  Lords,  some 
time  ago,  I  ventured  to  make  a  state- 
ment to  your  Lordships  —  perhaps, 
at  too  great  a  length — as  to  the  miser- 
able condition  of  some  thousands  of 
imbeciles  and  idiots  amongst  the  poor 
of  Ireland,  and  I  presented  a  Bill  de- 
signed for  the  improvement  of  their  con- 
dition. On  that  occasion  my  noble  Friend 
opposite  (the  Duke  of  Hichmond  and 
Ghordon)  promised,  on  behalf  of  the  Go- 
vernment, that  the  subject  should  receive 
their  prompt  attention,  and,  feeling  that 
it  would  so  be  dealt  with  more  effectually, 
I  withdrew  the  Bill.  I  am  bound  to  say 
that  the  undertaking  was  not  forgotten. 
A  Commission  was  issued  to  inquire 


generally  as  to  Lunacy  in  Ireland ;  the 
ommissioners  were  veiy  competent  and 
able  men,  and  they  have  produced  a 
masterly  Eeport,  giving  proof  of  great 
industry  and  conscientious  care,  and  con- 
taining a  large  mass  of  important  infor- 
mation. It  concluded  with  wise  and 
humane  suggestions.  So  far,  useful  pro- 
gress has  been  made ;  but  months  have 
elapsed,  and  I  am  not  aware  that  any- 
thing has  been  done  to  carry  those  sug- 
gestions into  practical  effect.  Tour 
Lordships  will,  therefore,  perhaps,  for- 
give me  if  I  invite  your  attention  to 
them,  and  indicate  in  a  few  words  the 
pressing  importance  of  adopting,  with 
such  modifications  as  may  seem  de- 
sirable, the  beneficial  changes  which  are 
made  imperative  by  the  lamentable  state 
of  multitudes  of  our  fellow-beings.  Let 
me  ask  the  attention  of  the  House  to 
the  case  of  neglected  lunatics  in  Ireland. 
It  is  the  most  pressing,  as  it  is  the  most 
deplorable.  In  the  year  1857  a  Boyal 
Commission  ascertained  that  there  were 
3,352  lunatics  at  large,  of  whom  no 
fewer  than  1,583  were  returned  as  ''neg- 
lected." And  this  Beport  informs  us 
that  wrfchin  the  last  20  years  the  number 
of  that  class  increased  oy  more  than  1 00 
per  cent — from  3,352  to  6, 709 — without, 
in  the  opinion  of  the  Commissioners, 
'*  any  diminution  in  the  proportion 
of  those  who  may  still  be  classed  as 
neglected."  So  that,  at  this  moment, 
there  would  appear  to  be  3,352,  ''  neg- 
lected lunatics  "  in .  Ireland.  What 
is  the  life  of  these  wretched  people? 
How  does  it  affect  their  famines  and 
the  country  around  them  ?  Your  Lord- 
ships will  best  understand  the  answer 
from  the  details  of  an  individual  case 
described  in  a  letter  which  is  contained 
in  the  Beport  of  the  Inspectors  of  Lunacy, 
and  embodied  in  the  Beport  of  the  Com- 
missioners— 

'  *■  On  approaching  a  small  farmhouse  at  a  place 

called near in  the  county ,  I 

heard  a  most  peculiar  howUng  noise,  and,  to  my 
horror,  when  I  came  near  the  house  I  saw  a 
lunatic  stark  naked,  confined  to  a  room  and 
looking  through  the  wooden  bars  that  closed 
the  windows,  for  there  was  no  class  whatever. 
He  is  about  19  years  of  age,  and  I  heard  from 
his  mother  that  up  to  10  or  11  years  he  was  a 
most  intelligent  boy ;  but  at  that  age  he  suddenly 
lost  the  power  of  speech  and  became  moody  and 
abstracted,  wandering  about  the  fields  alone,  and 
constantly  uttering  a  low  muttering  noise,  and 
with  incessant  tendency  to  mischief.  By  care- 
ful watching  the  family  preyented  him  injuring 
himself  or  others,  until,  of  late,  he  has  got  so 
strong  and  unmanageable,  and  his  inclination 
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for  dettmoiioa  if  so  ^freat,  that  they  hare  been 
obliged  to  confine  him  m  the  room  I  haye  deecribed. 
He  breabi  the  window  directly  it  is  glazed, 
tears  his  bedclothes  into  shreds,  and  will  not 
allow  a  stitch  of  clothing  to  remain  on  his  body ; 
besides,  his  habits  are  most  disgusting.  It  is 
really  a  sad  case,  and  the  more  so  as  there  are 
two  gprown-up  sisters  in  the  house." 

Now,  my  Lords,  this  is  only  one  of 
nearly  4,000  cases,  whicli  may  be  better 
or  worse  according  to  the  circumstances, 
but  none  of  which  are  protected  by  any 
intervention  of  the  law  from  exhibiting 
themselves  in  as  shocking  an  aspect. 
The  Commissioners  themselves  state  the 
results  of  their  own  observations  in  very 
startling  words — 

'*  We  took  occasion,  ourselves,  to  visit  seveiral 
of  these  cases  in  different  parts  of  the  country. 
Some  of  them  we  found  in  a  deplorably  neglected 
condition ;  others  disturbing  the  arrangements 
of  a  whole  family,  the  head  of  which  would 
willingly  contribute  a  small  sum  towards  main- 
tenance in  some  suitable  place  of  refuge.  It 
admits  of  no  doubt  that  many  a  case,  if  taken 
in  hand  at  an  early  stage,  might  have  been  re- 
stored to  society  instead  of  lapsing  into  hopeless 
incurable  insanity*  Serious  evil  often  results 
from  the  freedom  with  which  idiots  of  botii 
sexes  are  permitted  to  wander  abroad,  often 
teased  and  goaded  to  frenzy  by  thoughtless 
children,  often  the  victims  of  ill-treatment  or 
the  perpetrators  of  offences  far  worse." 

Surely  such  a  state  of  things  should  not 
be  permitted  to  continue,  and  especially 
as  it  may  be  mitigated,  even  if  it  be  not 
removed.  The  legislation  of  Ireland  is 
sadly  behind  that  of  England  in  this  un- 
happy matter.  In  both  countries — as, 
indeed,  throughout  the  world — ^there 
was  long  a  grievous  indifference  to  the 
most  afflicted  of  the  human  race.  Only 
when  the  life  of  George  m.  was 
threatened  by  a  lunatic  in  England  did 
Parliament  interfere,  and  send  the  in- 
sane to  gaols.  Only  in  1838,  when  it 
was  discovered  that  gaols  were  not  fit 
receptacles  for  them,  was  provision  made 
for  committing  them  to  asylums;  and 
only  in  the  Oonsolidating  Act  of  1853 
were  provisions  made  for  such  inspec- 
tion and  report  as  were  needful  for  their 
protection  and  the  safety  of  their  neigh- 
Dours.  I  lament  to  say  that  Ireland  was 
left  without  even  the  benefit  of  the  Act 
of  1799  until  1838,  and  th&t  the  advan- 
tages which  the  Act  of  that  year  gave  to 
England  were  not  extended  to  her 
lunatics  until  1867 ;  whilst  you  will 
scarcely  believe  that  the  salutary  reforms 
of  1853  have  not  to  this  hour  been  made 
operative  in  Ireland.  On  this,  the  Com- 
missioners observe  in  their  Beport — 
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**  The  interests  of  the  public,  no  less  than  of 
the  insane,  require  that  means  should  be  sdopled 
to  ascertain  that  sill  of  that  class  are  properly 
cared  for.  This  can  only  be  done  by  substi- 
tuting the  visit  of  a  medical  man  for  that  of 
the  constable,  and  a  professional  report  for  the 
incomplete  return  that  is  now  made.  If  it  were 
the  duty  of  the  dispensary  medical  officer  to 
visit  ana  report  upon  the  condition  and  treat- 
ment of  every  '  lunatic*  within  his  district,  as 
it  is  the  duty  of  district  medical  officers,  in  con- 
sideration ca  a  moderate  fixed  remuneration,  to 
visit  and  report  upon  the  condition  of  pauper 
lunatics  in  England,  incalculable  benefit  would 
be  conferred  both  upon  the  patients  and  the 
general  public.  The  visit  of  the  medical  man, 
instead  of  being  received  with  suspicion  or  hesi- 
tation, would  be  welcome  as  that  of  a  friend, 
in  most  cases  known  to  the  family,  to  whom  all 
necessary  information  would  be  freely  com- 
municated. By  such  means,  too,  the  statistics 
of  lunacy  at  large  might  be  made  as  complete 
as  are  those  of  the  asylums." 

My  Lords,  need  I  say  more  to  press  on 
the  consideration  of  this  House  and  of 
the  GK>vemment  the  absolute  necessity 
of  applying  a  remedy  to  an  evil  so  enor- 
mous— ^and  this,  especially,  when  sudi  a 
remedy  has  been  applied;  and  applied 
successfully,  to  a  large  extent  in  this 
country  ?  The  want  of  identical  legis- 
lation, when  the  needs  and  conditions  of 
England  and  Ireland  require  and  justify 
it,  is  of  incalculable  mischief.  A  BiU 
which  your  Lordships  passed  yesterday 
evening,  affording  to  the  oommercid 
community  in  Lreland  the  protection 
which  England  obtained  in  a  former 
Session,  illustrates  that  mischief;  but 
the  disparity  in  the  matter  with  which  I 
am  deiuing  now  is  far  more  unwanant- 
able  and  of  far  greater  evil.  I  do  not 
mean  to  detain  me  House ;  but  I  must 
entreat  the  Oovemment  to  give  speedy 
consideration  to  the  general  recommend- 
ations of  the  Beport  which  affects  nearly 
20,000  lunatics.  They  propose  the  classi- 
fication of  asylums  for  the  purpose  of 
curative  treatment,  the  care  of  chronic 
cases,  and  the  allocation  of  workhouses 
as  auxiliaries  for  the  benefit  of  the  quiet 
and  harmless  amongst  the  insane.  These, 
and  other  sugg^tions,  they  urge  with 
great  force  and  persuasiveness,  and  they 
very  emphatically  remark  that  there  is 
no  hope  of  effective  change  except 
through  the  interference  of  Sie  Execu- 
tive. They  point  to  the  recommendations 
of  the  Boyal  Commission  of  1857,  and  a 
Committee  of  the  House  of  Commons  in 
1858,  largely  identical  with  their  own, 
and  show  how  they  have  been  equally 
disregarded.  I  trust  that  it  may  not  be 
so  again.      I  think  that  this  earnest 
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aotmsel  of  men  of  hi&^h  authority,  backed 
by  the  evidence  of  most  faithworthy 
witnesses,  and  capable  of  being  followed 
with  facility  if  attention  be  only  g^ven 
to  it,  will  not  again  be  neglected  and 
contemned.  The  Commissioners  and  the 
Inspectors  of  Lunacy  differ  as  to  ma- 
terial points  on  the  modus  operandi.  The 
Inspectors  desire  the  extension  of  the 
district  asylums.  The  Commissioners  do 
not  agree  with  them,  and  that  extension 
is  suspended.  I  cannot  judge  between 
them.  The  Inspectors  are  men  of  high 
position  and  large  experience,  and  the 
Clommissioners  have  every  title  to  be 
favourably  heard.  But  no  time  is  to  be 
lost  in  settling  the  controversy.  The 
poor  lunatic  suffers  whilst  it  is  not 
authoritatively  settled,  and  I  trust  and 
hope  that  the  Government  will  recognize 
the  responsibility  this  Report  unques- 
tionably cfiksts  upon  them,  and  take  such 
measures  as  will  do  away  with  the  social 
mischief  which  it  so  painfully  discloses. 
I  conclude,  my  Lords,  by  asking  whe- 
ther any  proceedings  have  been  taken 
or  resolved  on  to  carry  into  effect  the 
suggestions  of  the  Commissioners  ? 

The  lord  CHANCELLOR :  I  am 
not  surprised  that  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  has  referred  to  the  Report  of 
the  Commissioners.  The  subject  is  cer- 
tainly a  very  important  one,  and  the 
Report  is  a  very  voluminous  document. 
It  occupies  over  100  pages,  and  there 
are  some  200  pages  more  of  Appendix, 
containing  evidence  and  other  informa- 
tion. The  subject  which  this  Report 
travels  over  is  about  the  most  difficult 
that  can  be  dealt  with.  It  includes  the 
question  of  the  administration  of  the 
Jroor  Law,  the  best  mode  of  treatment 
for  curable  lunatics  and  of  those  unhappy 
classes,  incurable  lunatics  and  imbeciles ; 
and  there  is  underlying  the  whole  the 
important  question  of  finance.  It  is 
further  complicated,  I  am  sorry  to  say, 
by  a  certain  amount  of  difference  of 
opinion  between  the  public  functionaries 
who  have  been  investigating  the  sub- 
ject. I  would  only  say,  in  answer  to 
the  Question  which  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  has  asked,  that  the  Report  was 
made  in  February  last,  and  has  en- 
gaged, and  will  continue  to  engage,  the 
most  anxious  attention  of  Her  Majesty's 
Government.  I  trust  it  will  not  be  in 
the  category  of  those  Reports  which 
have  gone  before  and  have  produced  no 
result,  and  that  the  Government  may  be 
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able,  before  long,  to  see  their  way  to 
act  upon  some  of  the  recommendations 
of  the  Commissioners'  Report.  I  am 
not  able  to  give  my  noble  and  learned 
Friend  any  further  answer  than  that  at 
the  present  moment. 

THE  LATE  PRINCE  IMPERIAL. 

MOTION  FOR   PAPERS. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN:  My 
Lords,  I  rise  to  ask  the  Question  which 
stands  in  my  name,  and  to  move  for 
copies  of  certain  documents,  because 
I  think  it  is  a  fitting  time  for  your  Lord- 
ships' House  and  the  country  to  have 
some  information  concerning  a  subject 
which  has  exercised  men's  minds  to  a 
considerable  extent  for  some  time,  and 
has  excited  a  good  deal  of  feeling 
throughout  the  country.  It  is  exactly 
a  month  since  my  noble  Friend  on  my 
right  (Lord  Truro)  asked  a  Question  in 
this  House  concerning  the  position  of 
the  late  Prince  Imperial,  and  made,  at 
the  same  time,  certain  remarks  about 
the  conduct  of  affairs  in  South  Africa. 
My  noble  Friend  opposite  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War,  in  his  reply, 
commented  rather  severely  upon  the 
tenour  of  the  noble  Lord's  speech.  He 
said  he  thought  it  was  a  pity  that  the 
noble  Lord  should  take  advantage  of 
his  privilege  of  free  speech  to  throw 
broadcast,  without  proof,  without  wait- 
ing for  reliable  information,  his  censures 
as  he  had  done,  loud  and  long,  and 
couched  in  almost  violent  language ; 
and  this,  he  said,  the  noble  Lord  had 
done  on  nothing  better  than  the  irre- 
sponsible statements  of  journalists.  I 
hope -I  shall  not  be  betrayed  to  use  any 
language  that  might  be  described  as 
almost  violent ;  but  if  I  am  to  wait  to 
exercise  my  privilege  of  free  speech  until 
we  have  some  information  from  Her 
Majesty's  Government  I  might  as  well 
abandon  my  right  of  free  speech  alto- 
gether. We  have  had  since  then  the 
newspapers  full  of  these  '*  irresponsible 
statements  of  journalists;"  but  not  one 
word  of  responsible  and  reliable  infor- 
mation from  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment. The  position  which  the  Prince 
Imperial  occupied  with  our  Forces 
has  been,  and  is,  involved  in  a  good 
deal  of  obscurity.  The  noble  Lord,  on 
the  occasion  to  which  I  have  alluded, 
asked  whether  the  Prince  Imperial 
was  in  command  on  the  Ist  of  June.   In 
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his  reply  to  the  noble  Lord,  the  Under 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  said  that  the 
Prince  Imperial  could  not  have  been 
in  command,  because  he  could  not  bear 
any  commission  from  Her  Majesty ;  and 
he  added,  in  the  same  speech,  tnat  he 
could  not  have  been  in  command,  be- 
cause he  was  in  the  presence  of  an  officer 
a  great  deal  senior  to  him.  Either 
one  of  these  statements  taken  alone 
might  be  considered  good,  though  not 
conclusive  evidence,  that  the  Prince  Im- 
perial was  not  in  command.  It  would 
not  be  conclusive,  because  it  is  quite 
possible  that  an  officer  might  be,  under 
certain  circumstances,  put  over  the  head 
of  an  officer  senior  to  him,  and  it  is  con- 
ceivable that  an  individual  not  bearing 
the  commission  of  Her  Majesty  might 
be  in  command  of  a  party.  Taken  to- 
gether, the  two  statements  afifbrd  no 
proof  whatever.  If  the  Prince  Imperial 
held  no  commission  or  appointment,  he 
could  not  have  been  in  the  presence  of 
an  officer  senior  to  him.  He  might  not 
be  the  junior  of  that  officer;  but  he  might 
have  held  some  appointment  or  commis- 
sion. The  noble  and  illustrious  Duke 
(the  Duke  of  Cambridge)  read  two 
letters  in  your  Lordships'  House — one 
from  Lord  Chelmsford,  the  other  from 
Sir  Bartle  Frere.  The  letter  from  Lord 
Chelmsford  is  the  only  one  that  concerns 
me  at  present.  It  was  to  the  effect  that 
the  Prince  Imperial  was  anxious  to  serve 
with  our  troops  in  South  Africa-;  that 
Her  Majesty's  Government  would  not 
sanction  that ;  but  that  he  had  the  sanc- 
tion of  the  noble  and  illustrious  Duke's 
writing  to  Lord  Chelmsford  to  recom- 
mend the  Prince  Imperial  to  him.  ,  He 
was  recommended  to  enable  the  Prince 
Imperial  to  see  as  much  service  as  he 
could  with  our  troops  in  the  field.  At 
the  same  time,  he  was  told  to  take  care 
of  the  Prince  Imperial.  It  is  obvious 
that  the  object  of  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment, in  not  allowing  the  Prince  to  serve 
with  our  troo'ps,  was  to  guard  against 
his  running  a  certain  risk ;  but,  with  all 
respect  for  the  accumulated  wisdom  of 
Her  Majesty's  Government,  certainly 
the  means  they  took  were  not  calculated 
to  carry  out  the  aim  they  had  in  view. 
They  allow  the  Prince  Imperial  to  go 
out  as  an  irresponsible  individual.  It 
would  have  been  wiser,  I  think,  if  they 
had  attached  him  to  Lord  Chelmsford  in 
some  definite  capacity.  If  they  had 
allowed  that,  it  w6uld  have  been  pos- 
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sible    for    the    Commander-in-Chief  in 
South    AIi^cEL    to  have  prevented  him 
running  any  false  risks  which  it  is  very 
natural  and  unavoidable  that  a  young 
and  brave  man  would  run  in  his  desire 
to  see  some  active  service,  especially  in 
such  a  campaign  as  was  waged  in  South 
Africa.     Lord    Chelmsford  was  giren 
a    task    which    it  was  impossible  for 
him  to  fulfil.     As  a  matter  of  fact,  we 
know  Lord  Chelmsford  did  attach  the 
Prince  Imperial  to  his  personal  Staff. 
The     Secretary     of    State     for    War 
read  extracts  from  two  private  letters, 
and  from  one  official  letter,  from  Lord 
Chelmsford  stating  that  he  had  made 
the    Prince    Imperial    an    extra   aids- 
de-campf  and  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  in  *'  another  place,"  and  the  Under 
Secretary    of   State    for  War   in   this 
House,  stated  that  that  was  probably 
done  to  enable  the  Prince  Imperial  to 
draw  forage  and  food.    We  do  not  know 
what  that  was  probably  done  for.    We 
want  to  know  what  it  was  done  for.    I 
think  it  would  be  interesting  to  your 
Lordships  to  see  a  copy  of  the  orders 
by  which  the  Prince  Imperial  was  at- 
tached to  the  Staff  of  the  General  com- 
manding in  South  Africa.     I  am  quite 
aware  that  it  is  customary,  when  a  noa- 
combatant  and    civilian    is  allowed  to 
accompany  the  Forces  into  the  field,  to 
g^ve  him  certain  facilities  and  a  certain 
position.     He  is  allowed  to  pass  freely 
within  the  lines,  and  is  usually  offered 
the  rank  of  lieutenant,  or  captain,  or 
some  rank  suitable  to  him,  to  enable  him 
to  draw  forage  and  rations ;  to  be  billeted 
if  there  are  any  quarters  to  be  billeted 
for  ;  to  have  facilities  for  transportation, 
and  so  on.     But  there  the  matter  ceases. 
The  individual    so  treated    cannot  be 
called  upon  to  perform  any  kind  of  mili- 
tary duty.     The  authorities  cannot  de- 
mand his  services   in  any  way.     The 
authorities  are  not  responsible  for  his 
well-being   or  his  life  in   the  smallest 
degree.     If  that  was  the  position   oc- 
cupied by  the  late  Prince  Imperial,  it  is 
well  that  your  Lordships  and  the  country 
should  know  it  for  certain,  and  at  once; 
for,  in  that  case,  nobody  is  responsible 
for  the  Prince  Imperial,  and  the  country 
would  learn  with  a  sense  of  relief  that 
no  British  soldier  or  officer  was  respon- 
sible for  him ;  and  that,  consequently, 
there  has  been  no  neglect  of  duty.     Un- 
fortunately, it  does  not  appear  certain 
that  the  Plince  was  a  mere  spectator. 
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It  is  quite  possible  for  a  civilian  to  be 
employed  in  a  definite  capacity.  Your 
Lordships  will  excuse  my  being  per- 
sonal ;  but  I  would  say  that  I  know 
that  from  my  own  experience.  I  had 
the  honour  of  accompanying  an  English 
expedition  in  the  field.  I  had  left  the 
Service  and  was  a  civilian ;  but  I  was 
attached  to  the  Quartermaster  General 
in  a  definite  capacity.  My  services 
were  at  the  disposal  of  the  Quarter- 
master General,  and  he  was  entitled  to 
oommand  them ;  and  he  was  responsible 
for  my  life  in  the  same  way  that  any 
ofiGicer  is  responsible  for  the  lives  of 
those  subordinate  to  him.  It  appears 
to  me  that  that  was  the  position  oc- 
cupied by  the  late  Prince  Imperial  ; 
and,  if  so,  I  want  to  know  who  was  re- 
sponsible for  him?  It  has  been  ru- 
moured that  the  late  Prince  Imperial  was 
nven  some  command  in  some  Native  or 
Colonial  Force.  I  have  no  idea  whether 
there  is  any  truth  in  that  report.  If 
not,  it  would  be  well  that  it  should  be 
authoritatively  denied  by  Her  Majesty's 
Gx)vemment.  Well,  then,  we  know  that 
the  Prince  Imperial  was  transferred 
from  the  Staff  of  the  General  command- 
ing in  South  Africa  to  the  Quarter- 
master General's  department.  We  have 
a  telegram  from  Lord  Chelmsford  saying 
that  the  Prince  was,  on  the  1st  of  June, 
acting  under  the  orders  of  the  Assistant 
Quartermaster  General.  It  would  be 
interesting  to  see  a  copy  of  the  orders 
by  which  the  Prince  Imperial  was  trans- 
ferred from  Lord  Chelmsford's  Staff  to 
the  department  of  the  Quartermaster 
General.  It  appears  to  me  that  the 
statement  which  nas  been  made  in  both 
Houses,  that  the  late  Prince  Imperial 
was  a  mere  spectator,  is  quite  incompa- 
tible with  the  fact  that  he  was  appointed 
an  aide'de-camp  of  Lord  Chelmsford's 
Staff,  and  that  he  was  employed  by  the 
Assistant  Quartermaster  General  to  do 
a  specific  duty — namely,  to  fix  a  locality 
for  a  camp.  Is  it  possible  for  a  man  to 
be  an  aid$'d$'Camp  without  being  liable 
to  perform  military  duty  ?  I  would  wish 
to  consider  principally  the  position  occu- 
pied by  the  Prince  on  the  1st  of  June. 
We  have  had  various  statements,  some 
made  by  Lieutenant  Carey,  by  the 
troopers  who  formed  part  of  the  escort, 
and  by  Colonel  Harrison.  It  has  been 
said  that  the  Prince  gave  the  word  of 
command  which  was  obeyed  by  the 
troopers ;  that  he  disregarded  the  advice 


of  Lieutenant  Carey  when  he  was  urged 
to  wait  for  the  Basutos  who  were  to 
have  formed  part  of  the  escort,  when  he 
was  recommended  to  alight  and  off- 
saddle  on  the  ridge  instead  of  in  the  ex- 
posed position  where  he  did  off-saddle, 
and  when  he  was  advised  to  leave ;  and 
we  know  that  the  Prince  carried  written 
instructions  which  were  lost  with  him.  In 
order  to  clear  up  the  matter  surrounding 
the  Prince's  position  on  the  1st  of  June,  I 
moved  for  copies  of  the  orders  or  in- 
structions on  which  the  Prince  Imperial 
was  acting  on  that  day.  The  position  of 
Lieutenant  Carey  was  also  very  doubt- 
ful; and  it  is  scandalous  that  there 
should  be  any  uncertainty  about  a  matter 
of  such  importance.  It  has  been  stated 
that  he  was  in  command  of  a  reconnoi- 
tring party ;  that  he  was  in  command  of 
an  escort ;  and  that  he  was  present  merely 
as  a  volunteer,  because  he  knew  the 
groimd  well,  having  been  over  it  before. 
There  is  one  very  simple  method  of 
solving  all  these  di^culties  ;  that  is  for 
the  Government  themselves  to  lay  upon 
the  Table  >  copy  of  the  orders  which 
were  given  to  Lieutenant  Carey  on  the 
1st  of  June.  If  Lieutenant  Carey  was 
not  detailed  for  duty  on  orders,  either 
the  statement  that  he  was  present  as  a 
volunteer  is  correct,  or  the  campaign  in 
South  Africa  has  been  conducted  in  a 
manner  very  different  from  that  in  which 
warlike  operations  are  invariably  con- 
ducted by  civilized  nations.  Purther,  I 
move  for  copies  of  the  charges  upon 
which  Lieutenant  Carey  was  arraigned. 
I  presume  that  the  proceedings  of  the 
court  martial  have  been  now  for  some 
time  before  the  Judge  Advocate  General, 
and  that  there  can  be  no  difiiculty  in 
giving  your  Lordships  information  as  to 
the  charges.  It  is  obvious  that  there 
are  two  charges  upon  which  he  may 
have  been  tried— neglect  of  taking 
proper  precaution,  and  misbehaviour  in 
face  of  the  enemy.  The  whole  thing 
depends,  of  course,  upon  the  position 
which  Lieutenant  Carey  held.  If  he 
was  in  command  of  a  reconnoitring 
party,  then  he  was  to  blame  for  not 
taking  the  ordinary  precaution  which  a 
man  would  take  if  he  was  at  all  ac- 
quainted with  savages  and  their  mode 
of  carrying  on  war.  If  he  was  in  com- 
mand of  the  escort  merely,  he  cannot 
be  held  accountable,  because  he  would 
be  entirely  under  the  orders  of  the  Prinos  ^ 
Imperial,  and  would  no  more  have  diOi^H 
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tated  to  the  Prince  than  an  officer  of 
one  of  the  Household  Cavalry  Begi- 
ments,  commanding  an  escort  accom- 
panying Her  Majesty  to  a  let  is  at  St. 
James's  Palace,   could  dictate  to  Her 
Majesty  as  to  when  she  was  to  go,  or 
when  ^e  was  to  leave.    If  Lieutenant 
Carey    was    a    mere    volunteer,     still 
less,   in  that  case,  could  blame  attach 
to  him.    Prom  all  that  can  be  gathered, 
it    is    quite    certain    that    no    danger 
whatever    was    apprehended.     Smaller 
bodies  of  men  had  traversed  the  coun- 
try in  security.    Basutos   were  scout- 
ing on  the  otiier  side;   General  Mar- 
shall's   Cavalry  were    close  at  hand  ; 
Colonel  Wood's  camp  was  only  one  mile 
distant;  General  Newdigate  was  at  a 
distance  of  only  four  miles.     The  small- 
ness  of  the  escort  shows  that  no  danger 
was  apprehended.     The  party  had  un- 
saddled and  tethered  their  horses ;  their 
carbines  were  not  even  loaded ;  and  it 
appears  that  the  expedition  was  looked 
upon  more  in  the  light  of  a  military 
pic-nic  than  anything  else.     If,  there- 
fore, Lieutenant  Carey  is  to  blame  for 
not  having  taken  proper  precautions, 
it  appears  to  me  that  at  least  an  equal 
amount  of  blame  attaches  to  the  officer, 
whoever  he  was,  who  allowed  the  Prince 
to  go  out  under  such  mistaken  notions, 
and  with  such  an  inadequate  idea  of  the 
danger  that  he  incurred.     If  Lieutenant 
Carey  has  been  tried  for  misbehaviour, 
that  is  quite  another  matter.     We  know 
enough    about    the    circumstances    to 
be  able  to  form  some  idea  of  the  na- 
ture of  the  surprise.     The   horses,  as 
I  have  said,  were  unsaddled  and  tethered ; 
the  men  were  cooking,  and  were  scat- 
tered about  the  place,  resting  themselves. 
The  alarm  was  given,  and  the  command 
to  mount  was  ordered  with  such  precipi- 
tation that,  according  to  the  statements 
of  the  troopers,  scarcely  any  one  of  them 
had  time  to  get  into  his  saddle  properly. 
It  appears  as  though  each  man  threw 
himself   on  his  horse,   and   made  his 
escape  as  speedily  as  possible.     Is  it 
conceivable  that  any  officer,  under  such 
circumstances,   could   have  rallied    his 
men  in  a  few  minutes,  and  could  have 
been  aware  of  what  was  going  on  about 
him,  even  if  it  had  been  his  ^uty  to 
rally  and  halt  them.     If   Lieutenant 
Carey  were  in  command  of  a  recon- 
noitring party,  it  clearly  was  not  his 
duty  to  offer  any  resistance.    The  duty 
of  a  party  employed  in  feeling  for  the 
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enemy  is  to  carry  information  of  thor 
presence  the  moment  that  you  feel  them. 
It  might  be  impossible  to  judge  of  the 
number  of  the  Zulus.     They  might  bare 
been  in  force ;  and  if  ihey  had  been  in 
force,  and  the  little  party  had  lost  their 
lives,  the  result  might  have  been  a  sur- 
prise, and,  possibly,  the  destruction  of 
the  troops  in  the  neighbourhood.      I 
would  asK  your  Lordships  to  pay  special 
attention  to  the  fact  that  it  is  not  the  duty 
of  a  reconnoitring  party  to  stop  and 
fight,    but  to  get  out  of  the  a&ir  as 
soon  as  possible,  and  convey  the  intelli- 
gence to  the  first  body  of  troops.      Be- 
sides, my  Lords,  we  have  been  told  that 
the  Prince  Imperial  was  merely  a  spec- 
tator.     If  that  be  the  case,  it  would 
surely  have   been    most    culpable    for 
Lieutenant  Carey  to  have  imperilled  his 
life,  and  the  lives  of  his  men,  and  con- 
sequently to  have  endangered  the  safety 
of  the  camps  and  the  troops,  in   the 
vicinity,  for  the  sake  of  endeavouring  to 
save  the  life  of  a  mere  spectator,  how- 
ever exalted  the  rank  of  the  spectator 
might  be,  and  however  peculiar  the  cir- 
cumstances surrounding  him.     That  is 
the  real  difficulty  of  this  question.      It 
is  almost  impossible  to  look  at  it  with 
perfectly  impartial  eyes.     The  position 
of  the  individual  who  there  lost  his  life 
is  so  peculiar  that  men's  minds  are  in- 
definitely influenced  by  it.      It  is  not 
easy  to  find  a  single  l^e  regarded  with 
the  utmost  affection  of  which  the  human 
heart  is  capable,  calling  forth  the  deepest 
friendship    of   friends    and    comrades, 
around  which,  at  the  same  time,  cluster 
and  cling  all  the  hopes  and  aspirations 
of  a  g^eat  Party  of  a  great  nation ;  and 
it  is  not  unreasonable  to  suppose  that 
Lieutenant  Carey's  case  has  been  some- 
what prejudiced  on  that  account.      As  a 
matter  of  fact,  it  appears  to  me  to  have 
been  prejudiced  in  various  ways.     He 
was  removed  from  his  Staff  employment. 
Previous  to  the  Court  of  Inquiry  and 
the  court  martial,  statements,  prejudicial 
to  him,   have  appeared  in  the  news- 
papers.    The   Times  published  a  letter, 
some    little    time   ago,   signed,    "  One 
present,"  and  written  from  the  Army 
and  Navy  Club,  comparing  Lieutenant 
Carey's  conduct  with  that  of  another 
officer,  under  what  might  be  considered 
to  be  similar  circumstances.   The  circiim- 
stances  were  not  at  all  similar.  The  igno- 
rance of  the  writer  on  military  matters 
was  only  equalled  by  his  want  of  decency 
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ia  attempting  to  prejudice  the  public 
mind  against  a  man  awaiting  his  trial. 
The  circumstances  were  not  at  all  simi- 
-lar,  and  no  comparison  could  be  made. 
But,  unfortunately,  the  general  public 
are  so  ignorant  of  military  affairs  that 
they  cannot  fail  to  be  prejudiced  by  such 
a  letter.  Moreover,  the  Prime  Minister, 
speaking  in  this  House,  made  use  of  an 
expression  which  I  fear  may  have  tended 
to  prejudice  Lieutenant  Carey's  case. 
The  noble  Earl  at  the  head  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  said  that  the  life  of 
the  Prince  Imperial  had,  in  his  opinion, 
been  so  **  needlessly  and  cruelly  sacri- 
ficed." I  understood  the  noble  Earl  to 
mean  by  that  word  **  needlessly,"  that 
so  valuable  a  life,  one  which  had  such 
great  possibilities  before  it,  had  been 
sacrificed  for  no  great  object,  and  with 
no  adequate  results;  but  it  is  obvious 
that  another  meaning  could  be  attached 
to  the  word,  and  I  fear  that  many  of 
those  who  naturally  weigh  and  ponder 
the  words  of  a  Prime  Minister  might 
think  that  the  noble  Earl  considered 
that  his  life  might  and  ought  to  have 
been  saved  by  those  who  were  present. 
Moreover,  the  newspapers,  in  speaking 
of  the  matter  and  writing  of  the  Court 
of  Inquiry  and  court  martial,  made  con- 
stant allusion  to  the  late  Prince  Impe- 
rial, to  the  inquiry  into  all  the  circum- 
stances attending  his  death ;  but  made 
scarcely  any  mention  whatever  of  the 
two  troopers  who  lost  their  lives  on  the 
same  occasion.  This  cannot  fail  to  make 
people  think  that  if  it  had  been  merely 
a  question  of  the  lives  of  those  two 
troopers,  possibly  the  affair  would  have 
attracted  no  attention  whatever,  and 
Lieutenant  Carey  would  not  have  been 
blamed  to  the  extent  that  he  has  been. 
There  is  some  danger  that  the  public 
mind  may  be  prejudiced  against  Lieu- 
tenant Carey.  There  is  danger  also  that 
strong  re-action  may  set  in  which  might 
cause  some  miscarriage  of  justice.  For, 
as  your  Lordships  are  well  aware,  the 
English  people  will  not  stand  for  a  mo- 
ment the  notion  that  any  responsibility 
should  be  cast  upon  the  shoulders  of  a 
man  who  ought  not  properly  to  be  made 
to  bear  it.  They  will  not  for  a  moment 
suffer  Lieutenant  Carey  in  any  way  to  be 
made  a  scapegoat  of  in  this  matter,  or  to 
be  treated  differently  on  account  of  the 
illustrious  rank  of  the  individual  who  pe- 
rished when  with  him,  than  he  would  have 
been  treated  had  it  been  merely  a  ques- 


tion of  the  lives  of  the  two  troopers  who 
also  perished.  This  matter  is  one  of 
such  importance  that  I  make  no  apology 
for  bringing  it  before  your  Lordships, 
and  I  beg  to  ask,  Whether  the  late 
Prince  Imperial  held  any  appointment 
in  South  Africa  under  Her  Majesty's 
Government,  either  Home  or  Colonial  ? 
I  beg  also  to  move  for  Copies  of  the 
Orders  or  Instructions  under  which  the 
late  Prince  Imperial  was  acting  on  the 
1st  of  June ;  and  for  Copies  of  the  Orders 
which  detailed  Lieutenant  Carey  for 
duty  on  the  same  day ;  and  for  Copies  of 
the  Charge  or  Charges  upon  which  Lieu- 
tenant Carey  was  arraigned. 

Viscount  BURY:  I  am  afraid  I  must 
answer  the  speech  of  the  noble  Earl  in 
a  very  few  words.  I  must  decline  to 
follow  him  into  any  of  the  details  which 
he  has  brought  before  the  House — in 
my  opinion,  the  time  has  not  yet  arrived 
when  we  can  discuss  this  matter.  The 
proceedings  of  the  court  martial  which 
sat  on  Lieutenant  Carey  have  reached 
this  country ;  but  they  have  not  yet 
been  confirmed,  neither  are  they  yet 
officially  before  the  War  Office.  I  have 
not  myself  seen  them.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  is  impossible  for  me 
to  follow  my  noble  Friend  into  those 
details  on  which  he  has  framed  some 
ingenious  hypotheses.  I  will,  therefore, 
confine  myself  to  answering  the  Ques- 
tions in  the  fewest  possible  words, 
guarding  myself,  at  the  same  time, 
against  the  supposition  that  there  is 
any  indisposition  on  my  part  to  afford 
the  information  for  which  my  noble 
Friend  asks.  My  noble  Friend  asks 
whether  the  late  Prince  Imperial  held 
any  appointment  in  South  Africa  under 
Her  Majesty's  Government  either  Home 
or  Colonial  ?  My  noble  Friend  suggested 
that  the  Prince  was  attached  to  some 
Colonial  Forces,  and  had  a  commission 
in  them.  That  is  not  the  case  ;  neither 
is  it  a  fact  that  he  held  any  commission 
or  had  any  direct  employment  under 
Her  Majesty.  He  was  employed  in  the 
Quartermaster  General's  Department  on 
the  occasion  in  question,  in  the  same 
way  that  any  civilian  may  be  employed 
without  acting  in  any  military  capacity. 
The  answer,  therefore,  I  have  to  make 
to  my  noble  Friend's  first  Question  is 
that  the  Prince  Imperial,  though  he  was 
employed,  had  no  appointment  under 
Her  Majesty.  My  noble  Friend  moves 
for  Copies  of  the  Orders  or  Instruotiona 
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under  whicli  tlie  late  Prince  Imperial 
was  acting  on  the  1st  of  June.  We  have 
at  tlie  War  Office  no  knowledge  of  any 
such  Instructions.  They  have  not  come 
to  us,  and  we  do  not  know  of  their 
existence.  My  nohle  Friend  asks  for 
Copies  of  the  Orders  which  detailed 
Lieutenant  Oarey  for  duty  on  the  same 
day.  I  must  give  to  that  Question  the 
same  answer — that  they  are  not  in  the 
possession  of  the  War  Office,  and  I  am 
not  aware  of  their  existence.  My  nohle 
Friend  also  asks  for  Copies  of  the  Charge 
or  Charges  upon  which  Lieutenant  Carey 
was  arraigned.  My  Lords,  as  I  have 
said,  the  Beport  of  the  finding  of  the 
court  martial,  and  the  proceedings  of 
the  court  martial,  are  in  this  country ; 
but  until  they  have  been  confirmed  it 
will  not  be  possible  to  produce  them. 
When,  however,  they  can  be  produced 
without  injury  to  the  Public  Service  or 
to  the  interests  of  justice,  those  Charges 
will  be  laid  upon  the  Table  of  your 
Lordships'  House. 

LoED  TRUEO  said,  the  reply  of  the 
noble  Viscount  the  Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War  was  characterized  by  reti- 
cence and  ambiguity;  indeed,  most  of  the 
noble  Viscount's  replies  were  capable  of 
a  double  signification.  ["Oh!  oh!"] 
What  could  be  the  meaning  of  the 
Prince  Imperial  being  employed  and 
yet  holding  no  appointment  under  Her 
Majesty  ?  There  was  a  double  signifi- 
cance in  the  noble  Viscount's  answer. 
The  answer  was  not  intelligible.  The 
evident  intention  of  the  G-overnment 
was  that  this  matter  should  not  be  dis- 
cussed in  Parliament  during  the  present 
Session.  He  complained  that  they  were 
keeping  the  public  uninformed  on  a 
subject  which  excited  so  much  interest 
throughout  the  country  until  Parliament 
should  be  prorogued. 

The  Duke  op  RICHMOND  and 
GORDON:  The  speech  of  the  noble 
Lord  who  has  just  sat  down,  I  think,  will 
lead  all  your  Lordships  thoroughly  to 
understand  the  very  great  ignorance 
which  he  displays  upon  matters  con- 
nected with  the  Military  Service  of  this 
country ;  because  it  is  scarcely  credible 
that  the  noble  Lord  should  have  got  up 
and  found  fault  with  my  noble  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  War  for 
the  answer  which  he  gave  him,  if  he  had 
any  knowledge  whatever  of  anything 
connected  wim  the  Army.  The  noble 
Lord  laments  the  death  of  the  Prince 
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I  Imperial,  and  complains  that  the  sub- 
ject is  not  likely  to  be  discussed  during 
the  present  Session  of  Parliament.    But 
the  subject-matter  connected  with  the 
lamented  death  of  Prince  Louis  Napo- 
leon, and  the  subsequent  transactions 
which  took  place  in  South  Africa  affect- 
ing the  character  of  an  officer  of  Her 
Majesty's  Army,  are  questions  not  to  be 
discussed  in  Parliament  until   Parlia- 
ment has  before  it  the  whole  of  the  cir- 
cumstances of  the  case.     It  would  be 
most  unjust  to  Lieutenant  Carey,  and 
most  unseemly  and  incorrect  on  our  part, 
if  we  were  to  give  any  opinion  upon  this 
matter  until  the  whole  of  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  court  martial  can  with  pro- 
priety be  made  public^  and  they  can- 
not be  made  public  before  they  have 
been  approved  by   the  General  Com- 
manding-in-Chief.       The    noble    Lord 
seems  to  think  that  the  proceedings  of  a 
court  martial  can  be  treated  like  some 
trivial  proceeding  before  a  police  magis- 
trate.  The  noble  Lord  seems  to  imagine 
that  those  proceedings  should  be  made 
the  subject  of  discussion  at  once ;  but 
that  was  more  surprising  than  the  noble 
Lord's  being  surprised  at  what  was  said 
by  the  noble  Viscount  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War.    My  noble  Friend 
stated  that  the  Prince  Imperial  did  not 
hold  any  appointment  in  the  British  Army 
— and  it  was  impossible  that  the  Prince, 
situated  as  he  was,  could  do  so — but  on 
this  occasion  he  was  employed;  and  that 
answer  was  substanticdly  correct    and 
true;  and  if  the  noble  Lord  brought 
forward  the    question    over    and  over 
again  he   could  not  receive  any  other 
answer — namely,  that  the  Prince  was 
employed  on  the  1st  of  June,  but  held 

no  appointment.    

Lord  WAVENEY  thought  that  the 
subject  had  been  very  ingenuously 
brought  before  th^r  Lordships  by  the 
noble  Earl  who  raised  the  discussion, 
who,  as  he  understood,  had  some  appre- 
hension and  had  stated  that  there  were 
some  fears  in  the  country  that  this  sub- 
ject would  not  be  discussed  in  that  House 
this  Session.  The  subject  was  one  of 
the  highest  importance,  and  it  should 
not  be  left  to  be  considered  simply  upon 
any  Report  that  might  be  presented 
which  few  people  would  read.  He  did 
not  understand  his  noble  Friend  (Lord 
Truro)  as  wishing  to  discuss  the  proceed- 
ings of  the  court  martial.  He  asked 
for  information ;  and,  no  doubt,  it  was 
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important  that  their  Lordships  should 
learn  whether  the  discipline  of  the 
British  Army  was  what  it  ought  to  be. 
The  veiy  fact  that  the  Prince  received 
employment  showed  that  his  life  was 
mider  the  protection  of  the  British  flag ; 
and  his  life  should,  therefore,  have  been 
as  strictly  guarded  as  that  of  anyone 
engaged  in  the  Queen's  Service.  As  for 
the  Instructions  which  had  been  moved 
for,  he  understood  that  the  corre- 
spondence  was  so  much  in  arrear  that 
oopies  had  not  come  home.  The  Adju- 
tant General's  Department  in  that  case 
must  be  very  ill-served.  Of  Lieutenant 
Carey  he  knew  nothing ;  but  he  trusted 
an  opportunity  of  discussing  his  case 
would  be  given  before  the  end  of  the 
Session,  notwithstanding  the  misgivings 
of  his  noble  Friend.  All  these  ques- 
tions must  be  settled  authoritatively, 
with  as  little  delay  as  possible.  He  sup- 
ported most  cordially  the  Motion  of  his 
noble  Friend  for  the  Papers,  with  the 
exception  of  those  relating  to  the  court 
martial. 

Lord  HAMPTON  agreed  with  his 
noble  Friend  (Lord  Waveney)  that  no 
exception  could  be  taken  to  the  speech 
of  the  noble  Earl  who  introduced  this 
subject.  The  inquiries  were  very  natu- 
ral under  the  circumstances,  and  no 
complaint  could  be  made  of  the  tone  in 
which  he  had  spoken.  But  he  could  not 
speak  in  the  same  sense  of  the  speech  of 
the  noble  Lord  who  followed  the  Under 
Secretary  (Lord  Truro).  He  had  listened 
to  the  remarks  of  his  noble  Friend  the 
Under  Secretary,  and  he  had  not  heard 
a  word  which  would  justify  the  charge 
that  his  speech  was  distinguished  by 
ambiguity  and  reticence.  Equally  with- 
out foundation  was  the  statement  that  it 
was  the  evident  intention  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  that  the  subject 
should  not  be  discussed  this  Session,  and 
that  the  Papers  were  withheld  on  that 
account.  He  had  never  heard  in  that 
House  a  statement  more  destitute  of 
foundation.  His  noble  Friend  had  said 
all  that  he  prudently  could  say  under 
the  circumstances.  With  respect  to 
Lieutenant  Carey,  until  the  proceedings 
of  the  court  martial  had  been  confirmed 
they  could  not  be  made  public,  and,  in 
the  meanwhile,  there  would  be  neces- 
sarily great  curiosity  to  know  in  what 
manner  that  officer  would  bo  treated.  It 
was  essential  that  justice  should  be  done 
to  Lieutenant  Carey,  and  justice  could 


not  be  done  if  the  unusual  course  were 
taken  of  discussing  his  conduct  before 
the  House  was  in  possession  of  the 
whole  of  the  circumstances  of  the  case. 

Lord  TEUBO  wished  to  say  a  word 
in  explanation.  The  noble  Duke  (the 
Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon)  had 
taken  him  to  task  with  great  severity, 
and  had  imputed  to  liim  the  idea  that 
the  proceedings  of  the  court  martial 
ought  at  once  to  be  laid  before  that 
House.  He  was  perfectly  ready  to 
acknowledge  his  own  little  acquaintance 
with  military  affairs ;  but  he  did  not  for 
a  moment  suppose  that  the  proceedings 
of  the  court  martial  would  be  laid  before 
that  House  before  they  had  been  con- 
firmed by  the  Commander-in-Chief. 

Earl  GRANVILLE  said,  it  was  quite 
clear  it  was  not  desirable  that  the  House 
sliould  discuss  the  case  of  Lieutenant 
Carey  without  full  information  ;  but  the 
noble  Earl  who  brought  forward  this 
Motion  (the  Earl  of  Dunraven)  did  not 
ask  their  Lordships  to  discuss  the  sub- 
ject without  information.  The  great 
object  of  his  noble  Friend  was  to  get 
whatever  information  Her  Majesty's 
Government  could  give  on  the  question. 
The  observations  whic'.h  his  noble  Friend 
had  made  contributed  very  useful  infor- 
mation as  to  the  case,  and  he  was  quite 
sure  that  information  on  the  matter  was 
required  by  the  public,  whose  feelings 
were  stirred  in  the  most  extraordinary 
degree.  For  his  own  part,  he  could  give 
no  opinion  on  such  questions  as  these — 
whether  Her  Majesty's  Government 
were  right  in  permitting  the  Prince 
Imperial  to  go  to  South  Africa  at  all — 
the  question  as  to  the  position  in  which 
the  Commander-in-Chief  placed  him — 
the  question  as  to  Lieutenant  Carey's 
position  with  respect  to  the  Prince — 
and,  above  all,  the  question  of  the  un- 
fortunate situation  in  which  Lieutenant 
Carey  was  now  placed,  whether  he  was 
guilty  of  very  grievous  misconduct  or 
not.  Upon  these  questions  he  expressed 
no  opinion  whatever.  But  he  thought 
it  was  obviously  reasonable  that  Her 
Majesty's  Government  should  decline  to 
produce  the  Report  of  a  court  martial 
which  the  Under  Secretary  said  had  not 
yet  reached  the  War  Office,  and  had  not 
been  confirmed  by  the  Commander-in- 
Chief.  No  doubt  all  the  Instructions 
asked  for  by  his  noble  Friend  would  be 
found  in  the  Papers  of  the  court  martial;  ^ 
if  not,  important  information  would  b^^| 
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wanting  without  which  it  would  be  im- 
possible for  Her  Majesty's  Government 
to  act.  What  he  wanted  was  that  when 
complete  information  could  be  given  on 
the  subject  it  would  not  be  withheld 
from  Parliament. 

The  Earl  of  DUNRAVEN  said,  that 
as  the  noble  Viscount  the  Under  Secretary 
of  State  for  War  had  stated  that  he  had 
received  no  copies  of  the  documents  he 
would  not  press  for  them.  In  what  he 
had  said  with  regard  to  himself  he  meant 
that  he  was  under  orders  and  served  in  a 
special  capacity.  He  held  that  appoint- 
ment throughout  the  campaign,  he  re- 
ceived a  medal  for  the  campaign,  and 
he  was  a  civilian.  He  thought  his  posi- 
tion in  that  case  was  analogous  to  that 
of  the  Prince  Imperial. 

VisootJNT  BURY  said,  the  Prince  Im- 
perial was  attached  to  the  Staff,  but  was 
not  an  aide-de-oamp. 

Motion  (by  leave  of  the  House)  with- 
drawn. 

MEECANTILE  SHIPPING— EXPLOSIVES 

ACT,  1876. 

QTJESTiON.       OBSERVATIONS. 

Lord  TRURO  asked.  Whether  Her 
Majesty's  Government  have  taken  any 
steps  since  the  last  Session  of  Parlia- 
ment to  prevent  the  shipment  in  mer- 
chant vessels,  carrying  passengers,  of 
gpinpowder  or  other  explosive  substances 
in  larger  quantities  than  the  law  per- 
mits ;  and,  also,  whether  any  steps  have 
been  taken  to  compel  the  owners  of  mer- 
chant vessels  carrying  passengers  to  pro- 
vide properly  constructed  magazines  for 
the  stowage  of  explosive  substances? 
The  noble  Lord  remarked  that  the  trade 
in  explosives  from  this  country  had  in- 
creased so  enormously  during  the  last 
few  years,  that  he  thought  the  time  had 
now  come  when  it  woidd  be  expedient 
for  the  Government  to  consider  whether 
they  ought  not  to  enact  that  it  should 
be  carried  on  in  vessels  specially  con- 
structed and  exclusively  appropriated 
to  the  traffic  ? 

Lord  HENNIKER  said,  he  fully  ac- 
knowledged the  importance  of  the  sub- 
ject, and  thought  the  best  way  of 
answering  the  Question  would  be  to 
explain  the  exact  position  of  the  Board 
of  Trade  in  this  matter.  Under  the 
Explosives  Act  of  1875,  the  harbour 
autiiorities  were  bound  to  make  bye- 
laws;  the  bye-law8  required  the  sanc- 
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tion  of  the  Board  of  Trade ;  the  Board 
of  Trade  had  no  power  to  compel  the 
harbour  authorities  to  make  those  bye- 
laws  ;  but,  soon  after  the  passing  of  the 
Act  of  1875,  they  issued  a  Circular  to  all 
the   harbour  authorities  drawing  their 
attention  to  the  new  Statute.     That  Cir- 
cular was  issued  to  all  the  harbour  autho- 
rities catalogued  by  the  Commissioners 
of  Customs,  and  their  names  were  to  be 
found  in  the  House  of  Conmions  Paper, 
No.  213,  of  1874.     To  show  that  the 
matter  had  been  in  no  way  neglected, 
he  might  say  that  some  of  those  autho- 
rities to  which  Circulars  had  been  issued 
we^e  now  found  to  be  no  longer  harbour 
authorities,   or  only  so  in  name.     Of 
these,  177,  including  the  principal  ports, 
such  as  the  Thames,  the  Mersej,  the 
Tyne,  and  the  Tees,  had  made  bye-laws, 
which  had  been  sanctioned  by  the  Board 
of  Trade.  Since  the  noble  Lord  brought 
that  question  before   the    House   last 
year  the  Thames  Conservancy  had — as 
he    then  stated  was   probable — issued 
amended  bye-laws,  wim  the  view  of  se- 
curing the  hoisting  and  keeping  the  red 
flag  flying  on  all  ships  which  were  about 
to  receive  or  had  on  board  explosives. 
In  the  case  of  ships  carrying  passengers, 
which  came  under  the  operation  of  the 
Passenger  Acts,  the  carriage  of  explo- 
sives was  entirely  prohibited,  and  the 
officers  of  the  Board  of  Trade  had  done 
their  best  to  see  the  law  properly  carried 
out.    In  the  case  of  ships  wnich  did  not 
come  under  the  Passenger   Acts,    the 
Board  of  Trade  officers  interfered  when 
they  had  reason  to  believe  the  method 
in   which  the   explosives  were  stowed 
rendered  the  ship  unsafe.     The  Board  of 
Trade  had  issued  no  instructions  as  to  the 
construction  of  magazines  on  board  ship. 
Those  they  had  issued  were  as  follows : — 

"  The  principal  oflScer  of  the  Board  of  Trade 
need  not  detain  any  such  ship,  provided  the 
explosives,  being  packed  as  required  by  the 
Explosive  Snbstajices  Act  and  by  order  of  the 
Secretary  of  State,  are  enclosed  in  a  substantial 
compartment  formed  of  double  boards  with  an 
intermediate  Uning  of  felt,  and  free  from  aU 
exposed  iron  in  ^e  interior  thereof,  and  ex- 
clusively  appropriated  to  the  stowage  of  exnlo- 
sives.  If  such  a  compartment  is  not  provided, 
the  officer  must  satisfy  himself  that  the  explo- 
sives are  '  otherwise/  and  by  careful  stowage, 
secured  from  contact  with  or  danger  from  any 
other  article  or  substance  carried  as  cargo  on 
board  the  ship.  If,  for  instance,  the  explosives 
are  surrounded  with  goods  carefully  packed  and 
have  boards  between  them  and  the  goods,  so  as 
to  completely  isolate  them  from  all  carso, 
packing-cases,  &o.,  likely  to  cause  explonon  by 
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metal  or  other  dangerous  articles  coming  in 
contact  with  powder,  and  if  they  arc  placed  on 
and  sorroundied  by  sailcloth  or  felt  in  such  a 
way  as  to  prevent  effectually  any  of  the  powder 
"getting  adrift  during  the  voyage  and  filtering 
into  the  general  cargo,  and  if  they  are  so  placed 
and  surrounded  that  the  crew  cannot  get  among 
them  in  their  attempts  to  plunder  cargo  during 
the  voyage,  the  officer  noA  not  inteiiere  with 
iheir  stowage.  It  is,  of  course,  understood 
throughout  that  explosives  are  not  to  he  placed 
in  the  same  part  of  the  ship  as  coals,  combus- 
tibles, spirits,  or  other  inflammable  goods/' 

The  noble  Lord  (Lord  Truro)  wished  to 
know  why  ships  could  not  be  fitted 
specially  to  carry  explosives  only  ?  There 
was  no  reason  against  ships  being  so 
fitted,  as  far  as  the  Board  of  Trade  were 
aware,  except  one — namely,  that  the 
cost  of  fitting  ships  and  using  them  ex- 
dasively  for  that  trade  would  be  too 

rmt.  As  to  the  desirability  of  securing 
passengers  and  crew  a  knowledge  that 
enlosives  were  to  be  carried  by  any 
ship,  it  was  not  legal  to  carry  explosives 
on  board  passenger  ships,  as  ne  had 
said,  under  the  Passenger  Acts.  There- 
fore, in  those  ships  there  was  nothing 
to  warn  passengers  of.  As  to  passenger 
ships  not  under  the  Passenger  Acts,  the 
Board  of  Trade  had  nothing  to  do  with 
reg^olating  the  stowage,  and  were  not  in 
a  position  to  g^ve  any  warning.  If  a 
passenger  wished  to  know  whether  ex- 
plosives were  to  be  carried,  he  could 
easily  ascertain  the  fact  by  making  an 
application  to  the  Customs  or  to  the 
harbour  authority.  With  regard  to  the 
number  of  ships  burnt,  26  ships  had 
been  burnt  only,  as  far  as  could  be 
known,  in  the  two  years  ending  in  1878. 
That,  of  course,  was  open  to  a  qualifica- 
tion, as  some  ships — a  large  number — 
were  reported  as  lost  with  the  cause  un- 
known. However,  the  number  was  not 
large,  when  the  fact  was  considered  that 
916,887  British  ships,  and  29,881  foreign 
ships — a  total  of  346,768 — had  cleared 
from  ports  in  the  United  Elingdom  in 
1878  ;  15,187  British,  and  3,576  foreign 
ships  from  London  alon^. 

PETROLEnM  ACT   (1871)  AlVIENDMENT 

BILL.— (No.   161.) 

{The  Lord  Steward,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  of  the  Day  for  the  House  to 
be  put  into  Committee,  read. 

Lord  COLCHESTER  urged  the  im- 
portance of  proceeding  with  the  greatest 
care  in  dealing  with  this  subject.    The 


public  safety  required  that  they  should 
guard  against  undue  laxity  in  any  legis- 
lation of  this  kind. 

Earl  BEAUCHAMP  said,  that  in 
1871  the  Petroleum*  Act  was  passed, 
and  it  provided  a  certain  test,  which 
was  known  as  the  open  test.  In  1872,  a 
Bill  was  introduced  to  substitute  another 
test  for  that  contained  in  the  Act  of 
1871,  and  that  BiU  was  referred  to  a 
Committee  of  their  Lordships'  HousCi 
which  took  a  g^eat  amount  of  evidence 
on  the  question.  The  proposal  in  the 
present  Bill  was  the  outcome  of  experi- 
ments that  had  been  made  in  order  to 
test  the  character  of  the  petroleum. 

House  in  Committee  accordingly. 

Bill  reported^  without  Amendment ; 
and  to  be  read  3^  on  Tuesday  next. 

House  adjourned  at  Seven  o'clock, 

to  Monday  next,  a  quarter 

before  Five  o'clock. 
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MINUTES.]  —  Select  Committee  —  Report  — 

l^Ir.  Goffin's  Certificate  [No.  334]. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee — Navy  Esti- 
mates ;  Civil  Service  Estimates,  Class  IV. 

— Education,  Science,  and  Art. 
Resolutions  [July  30  and  31]  reported. 
Ways   and   j^Ieans — considered  in   Committee — 

Resolutions  [July  31]  reported. 
Public  Bills — Resolution  [July  31]  reported — 

Ordered  —  First  Readittg  —  llast  India  Loan 

(Annuities)  ♦[276]. 
Ordered — First  Reading — ^Amcultural  Holdings 

(Scotland)  (Warning  to  Remove]  ♦  [277]. 
First    Reading — Metropolitan  Public  Carriage 

Act  Ameninent*  [276]. 
Second  Reading— Public  Offices  (Fees)  ♦  j;266]. 
Committee  —  Report  —  Mungret    Agricultural 

School,  &c.*  [2131. 
Third   Reading  —  Land   Tax    Commissioners 

Names  ♦  [109],  and  passed. 
Withdraum — Occupation  Roads  *  [241]. 

The  House  met  at  Two  of  the  clock. 
QUESTIONS. 


SCOTLAND  —  THE  UNIVERSITY  OF 
EDINBURGH— THE  PROFESSOR  OF 
CHURCH  HISTORY.— QUESTIONS. 

Me.    M'LAREN    asked  t\i<ib   ^^^t^- 
tary  of  Stat©  ioT  >u\i©  ^oxckft  T^^-^vsN.- 
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ment,  Whether  the  Professor  of  Church 
History  in  the  University  of  Edinburgh 
accepted  his  commission  to  that  office  on 
the  condition  that  the  charge  held  by 
him  as  a  Minister  of  the  Church  of  Scot- 
land would  be  relinquished  by  him  be- 
fore Whitsunday  1879 ;  and,  if  so,  whe- 
ther any  sufficient  reason  has  been  as- 
signed for  his  still  holding  the  office  and 
performing  the  duties  of  parish  minister 
in  a  populous  and  important  charge  in 
the  Church  in  contravention  of  the  con- 
ditions referred  to  ? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  Sir,  the 
duties  of  the  Professor  of  Church  His- 
tory, if  rightly  performed,  are  quite 
sufficient,  in  my  opinion,  to  occupy  the 
whole  time  of  the  Professor.  Accord- 
ingly, when  the  present  Professor  was 
appointed,  it  was  made  an  express  con- 
dition that  he  should  resign  his  Presby- 
terial  charge  before  Whit  Sunday,  1879. 
He  has  complied  with  that  requirement 
by  resigning  the  office  which  he  holds  as 
parish  minister,  and  his  resignation  has 
been  accepted  by  the  Presbytery  of 
Edinburgh.  No  successor  has  as  yet 
been  appointed  to  him ;  but  that  is  due, 
not  to  any  neglect  on  the  part  of  the 
Professor  of  Church  History,  but  to  the 
fact  of  some  of  the  parishioners  having 
appealed  to  a  higher  court.  All  I  can 
say  is  that  of  course  the  Professor  must 
give  up  his  charge  if  he  intends  to  keep 
the  Chair. 

Mb.  M'LAREN  :  Might  I  ask,  If  the 
only  person  who  has  appealed  is  a  solici- 
tor, and  whether  he  is  not  supposed  to  be 
acting  in  accordance  with  the  wishes  of 
the  Professor? 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CROSS :  I  have 
only  had  a  short  conversation  with  my 
right  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Lord 
Advocate;  but  I  understand  that  the 
Professor  is  quite  willing  to  carry  out 
the  arrangement  that  was  come  to. 

REPRODUCTIVE  LOAN  FUND  (IRE- 
LAND)—LOANS  TO  CLARE  FISHER- 
MEN.—QUESTIONS. 

Mr.  O'SHAUOHNESSY  asked  the 
Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whe- 
ther it  is  true  that  Thomas  Enright 
and  Michael  Scanlan,  inhabitants  of 
Clare,  creditors  of  the  Irish  Board  of 
Works  for  moneys  advanced  from  the 
Irish  Eeproductive  Loan  Fund,  were, 
after  payment  of  part  of  their  loans, 
sued  for  the  entire  original  amounts  and 
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compelled  to  pay  them  in  the  month  of 
February  last ;  whether  these  poor  men 
have  since  been  repaid  the  sums  thus 
overpaid,  and,  if  so,  when  they  were  so 
repaid;   whether  one   Stephen  Collins, 
also  of  Clare,  a  creditor  of  the  Board 
under  similar  circumstances,   tendered 
the  balance  he  actually  owed  with  oofits 
to  the  solicitor  acting  for  the  Board,  and 
whether  the  solicitor  ref  osed  to  aoo^ 
the  sum,  and  proceeded  to  sue  GollinB; 
and,  whether  Thomas  Banfill,  an  inhabi- 
tant of  Clare,  similarly  circumstanced, 
having  repaid  part  of  his  loan,  wassned 
for  the  whole,  tendered  the  balance  m 
court,  with  costs,  when  his  offer  was  re- 
fused by  the  solicitor  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER:  Sir,  these  parties 
obtained  the  money  in  the  manner  re- 
ferred to  for  a  specific  purpose,  and 
afterwards  applied  it  to  another.  This, 
of  course,  was  gross  irregularity,  and 
the  sessional  Crown  Solicitor,  with  whom 
the  duty  rested  of  recoveriDg  this  money, 
interfered,  and  applied  for  the  whole  sum 
due,  notwithstanding  that  some  payment 
had  been  made  on  account.  His  object 
in  doing  that  was  to  read  them  a  lesson 
against  committing  a  breach  of  their  en- 
gagements. The  Board  of  Works,  how- 
ever, directed  that  the  money  should  be 
restored  which  had  been  paid  on  account. 
The  repayment  to  these  two  men  was 
ordered  on  the  10th  of  June;  but  in  con- 
sequence of  the  death  of  the  clergyman 
who  was  referee  they  did  not  receive  it 
until  the  20th.  The  order  was  made  in 
Collins'  case,  and  there  was  no  refusal 
to  receive  what  he  tendered. 

Mr.  O'SHAUGHNESSY:  Did  Collins 
tender  the  money  ? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE:  Neither  Collins 
nor  Banfill  offered  to  pay  the  balance. 

Mr.  0;SHAUGHNESSY  :  I  b^  to 
give  Notice  that  I  will,  on  an  early  daj, 
call  attention  to  the  unjust  and  arbitraxy 
conduct  of  the  Crown  Solicitor  for  Coun^ 
Clare  in  sueing  Enright  and  Scanlan  for 
sums  of  money,  a  part  of  which  bad 
already  been  paid  by  them. 

KINGDOM  OF  SIAM— ACTION  OF  MR. 
KNOX,  BRITISH  CONSUL  GENERAL- 
THE  GUNBOAT  "FOX." 

QUESTION. 

Mr.  EYLANDS  said,  after  the  expla- 
nation which  had  been  g^ven  in  repid 
to  this  matter  the  other  ni^ht,  he  would 
not   trouble    the  hon.   (Gentleman  the 
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Under  Seoret&ry  of  State  for  Foreign 
Aiffiiin  with  the  Question  on  the  buo- 
ieot  which  stood  upon  the  Paper  in  hia 
oame  as  foUovs : — 


"To  Bile  the  Under  Secretary  of  State  for 
forcaga  Affkirg,  whether  he  vill  explain  to  the 
Souse  the  circumstances  under  which  the  British 
DBdiiiI  Oener&l  in  Siam  orJeroJ  ap  the  gon- 
Imat  "  Foz  "  from  Siagaporo  to  Bangkok,  and 
lor  what  purpose  the  vaasel  huH  been  dotninod 
Ihers  until  the  present  time  :  whether  it  ia  th« 
Itotthat,  underUie  orders  of  the  Consul  Guneral. 
Hu  Commander  and  Officers  of  the  British  gun- 
boat hare  been  prevented  from  paying  visits  to 
the  Siamese,  or  giving  them  invitations  to  the 
TMwl :  and,  whether  these  proceedings  on  the 

Eof  the  Consul  General  have  the  sanction  of 
H^}««ty'B  Ooveramont  f  " 

bnt  he  should  like  to  kaow,  If,  when  the 
Oonsular  Beport  was  receired,  the  Go- 
nmiaent  would  be  prepared  to  come  to 
taj  dedsion  on  the  subjoot,  and  la; 
Papera  on  the  Table  ? 

M^.BOUBKE,  in  reply,  said,  he  must 
express  hia  obligations  to  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  putting  the  Question  in  this 
Ibim.  An  inquiry  was  still  ffoii^g  oa  at 
Banffkok,  and  the  Foreign  Office  would, 
DO  doubt,  before  long  arrive  at  a  con- 
nlosion  upon  it ;  but  he  was  afraid  he 
Mnld  not  say  that  the  Papers  would  be 
laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House  until 
that  oonolnsion  had  been  arrived  at. 
Bowsver,  the  hon.  Member  would  not 
be  able  to  see  the  Papers  until  next 
9eMon,  and  therefore  the  Question  had 
better  be  postponed  until  that  time,  see- 
ing that  he  would  be  in  no  worse  position 
by  BO  doing. 


LDNACY  AND  POOH  LAW  ADMINIS- 
TRATION (IRELAND)— THE  COMMIS- 
SION OF  INQUIRY.— QUESTION. 
ICa.  MACABTNEY  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  it  ia 
the  case  that  a  Memorandum  was  sup- 
plied to  him  by  the  Commission  of 
Inquiry  into  Lnnacy  and  Poor  Law  Ad- 
niniitratian  appointed  in  1R77,  in  ad- 
litjon  to  the  Beport  supplied  to  this 
Sotue ;  and,  if  so,  whether  he  has  any 
ibjedion  to  having  it  also  printed  and 
leUTered  to  honourable  Members? 

Hb,  J.  LOWTHEE :  Sir,  the  Report 
vferred  to  by  the  hon.  Gentleman  is  a 
locnment  of  alarmine'  length  ;  but  the 
)ommiBsioners  have  furnished  me  with 
t  Memorandum  expressing  their  views 
B  a  more  bandy  shape,  and  I  have  no 
tlgection  to  its  being  printed. 


VACCINATION    ACTS    (IRELAND) 
AMENDMENT  BILL.— QUESTION. 

Mk.  a.  E.  BROWNE  asked  the  Chief 
Secretary  for  Ireland,  Whether  he  in- 
tends to  proceed  farther  with  the  Vacci- 
nation Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment  Bill  ? 

Mh.  J.  LOWTHBR  :  Yes.  Sir,  the  Bill 
would  hare  been  brought  forward,  and 
passed  long  ago,  but  for  some  Amend- 
ments which  have  prevented  it  being 
hoard.  I  hope,  however,  an  opportunity 
will  shortly  occur  to  proceed  with  it ;  and 
meanwhile,  if  the  hon.  Gentleman  can 
prevail  upon  his  political  Friends  to 
withdraw  their  opposition,  it  will  greatly 
facilitate  matters. 

NAVAL  DISCIPLINE  BILL— PUNIBH- 

SIENT.— QUESTION. 
Mb.  MAODONALD  asked  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty,  When  he  will 
introduce  the  promised  Naval  Discipline 
Bill ;  and,  whether,  considering  that,  by 
the  Army  Discipline  Act,  which  has  now 
become  Law,  the  punishment  of  solitary 
confinement  to  the  soldier  has  been 
abolished  as  a  part  of  the  original  sen- 
tence, ho  will  stay  the  execution  of  all 
sentences  that  have  solitary  coufinemeat 
as  a  part  of  the  original  conviction  until 
the  Naval  Discipline  Bill  has  been  dealt 
with? 

Mb.  W.  H.  SMITH,  in  reply,  said,  he 
was  afraid  it  was  now  too  late  to  intro- 
duce a  Bill  for  the  amendment  of  the 
Naval  Discipline  Act  this  Session,  look- 
ing to  the  importance  of  the  subject  and 
to  the  lateness  of  the  period  which  had 
been  reached ;  but  he  had  hoen  for  some 
days  in  communication  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Home  Department,  with  a  view  to 
securing  that  flie  punishment  under  the 
Naval  Discipline  Act— the  special  and 
particular  punishment  to  whion  the  hon. 
Gentleman  referred — should  be  carried 
out  in  the  same  way  as  similar  punish- 
ments under  the  Army  Discipline  Act. 
Under  these  circumstances,  he  noped  the 
object  which  the  hon.  Gentleman  had  in 
view  would  be  practically  accomplished. 

ARMY— COMMISSARIAT  OFFICERS— 
THE  WARRANT.— QUESTION^ 

CoLOKEi.  MURE  asked  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  War,  Whether  it  is  intended 
to  fill  up  the  vacancies  in  the  several 
ranks  of  the  officers  of  the  Commiworiat    . 
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which  have  oGcarred,  and  may  occur, 
owing  to  the  late  compulsory  and  volun- 
tary retirements  before  the  Warrant  ex- 
pected is  published;  whether  it  is  in- 
tended to  fill  the  said  Tacancies  by 
placing  military  officers  over  the  heads 
of  officers  at  present  serving  in  the  Com- 
missariat according  to  date  of  Commis- 
sions; whether  a  great  number  of  the 
present  officers  will  be  compelled  to 
retire ;  and,  if  so,  what  compensation 
will  be  granted  to  them ;  and,  what  will 
be  the  position  and  future  prospects  of 
those  who  will  be  retained  ? 

Lord  EUSTACE  CECIL,  in  reply, 
said,  that  in  view  of  the  approaching 
publication  of  the  Warrant  there  were 
many  points  that  would  have  to  be  con- 
sidered between  the  Treasury  and  the 
War  Office,  and  it  would  be  impossible 
at  the  present  to  answer  the  Question 
categorically.  The  vacancies  which 
formed  the  subject  of  the  Question  would 
not  be  filled  up  until  the  number  of 
officers  to  be  retired  had  been  settled. 


EGYPT— THE  PAPERS:— QUESTIONS. 

Mb.  OT  way  asked  the  Under  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  Foreign  AfiEairs,  When 
the  Papers  relating  to  Egyptian  affairs 
will  be  delivered ;  and,  why  the  Copies 
of  the  Firman  promised  at  Whitsuntide 
have  not  yet  been  delivered  ?  He  should 
like  also  to  take  this  opportunity  of 
asking  the  hon.  Gentleman,  Whether 
the  Gk>vernment  have  yet  received  any 
intelligence  as  to  the  prohibition  of 
Nubar  Pasha's  return  to  Egypt  ? 

Mb.  BOUEKE,  in  reply,  said,  he  must 
ask  the  hon.  Member  to  give  Notice  of 
the  latter  part  of  the  Question,  which  he 
should  be  nappy  to  answer  on  Monday. 
In  reference  to  the  Question  on  the  Paper, 
on  the  3  0th  of  June,  in  answer  to  a 
Question  put  by  his  hon.  Friend,  he  said 
he  thought  it  would  be  better  to  present 
the  Firman  as  a  separate  Paper,  and  he 
requested  his  hon.  J^riend  to  confer  pri- 
vately with  him  on  the  subject;  but  he 
had  not  had  the  advantage  of  that  con- 
ference 

Mb.  OTWAY  :  You  told  me  not  to 
come. 

Mb.  BOUBKE,  continuing,  said,  he 
thought  it  would  be  better  to  publish 
the  Correspondence  with  respect  to  the 
Firmans  at  the  same  time ;  but  this  had 
involved  him  in  a  search  through  30  or 
40  volumes  of  Correspondence  relating 
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to  Firmans  since  1841,  and  the  task  had 
occupied  him  longer  than  he  had  antici- 
pated. They  were,  however,  now  ready, 
and  would,  he  hoped,  be  in  the  hands  of 
hon.  Members  by  Tuesday  or  Wednes- 
day next,  and  the  other  Papers  in  the 
course  of  next  week. 

Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  said,  he 
wished  to  put  two  or  three  Questions 
to  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  with  respect  to 
Egjrptian  affairs.      He  had  put  several 
Questions  upon  the  same  subject  on  a 
former  occasion,  when  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  said  he  was  unable  to  answer 
them,  because  England  was  acting  in 
concert  with  France  in  the  matter.     He 
now  desired  to  ask.  Whether  the  state- 
ment made  by  M.  Waddington  in  the 
French  Legislative  Assembly  was  made 
after  consiutation  with  the  English  Go- 
vernment, seeiDg  that  the  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer  had  declared  some  time 
ago  that  he  was  not  in  a  position  to 
make  any  statement  himseu  until  he 
had  consulted  with  the  French.  Gk>vem- 
ment ;   and,  whether  the  contradiction 
that  was  apparent  between  the  statement 
of  M.  Waddington  and  what  had  been 
stated  on  the  part  of  the  British  Govern- 
ment in  the  House  of  Commons  oould 
be  explained?      The  statement  of  M. 
Waddington  was  that  the  French  Go- 
vernment were  obliged  to  insist  on  the 
abdication  or  deposition  of  the  Khedive 
in  the  interests  of  the  French  creditors 
of  the  Khedive,  whereas  the  statement 
on  the  part  of  the  English  Government 
was  that  action  had  not  been  taken  in 
the  interests  of  those  creditors  at  all. 
Could  he  explain  how  those  very  different 
statements  could  be  made  to  agree  ?     He 
should  also  like  to  know,  whether,  con- 
sidering the  importance  of  the  subject 
and  the  pledge  of  the  Government  with 
regard  to  it,  the  Chancellor  of  the  Ex- 
chequer was  not  disposed  to  afford  some 
other  opportunity  for  the  discussion  of 
these  matters  than  that  which  had  been 
suggested  by  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea- 
sury— ^namely,  on  the  stages  of  the  Ap- 
propriation Bill ;  whether  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  did  not  think  it  right  that 
under  the  circumstances  which  had  oc- 
curred, and  after  the  very  full  explana- 
tion  which  had  been  offered    in    the 
French  Legislative  Assembly,  a  more 
favourable  and  earlier  opportunity  than 
that  should  be  given  before  the  House 
dispersed  for  the  Becess  ? 


1M9    RtgtiUtiM  of  SaHway        jArauerl,  1879] 

Th«  CHANCELLORof  the  EXOHE- 
QtJEB :  Sir,  I  think  it  would  be  more 
flODTenieatif  Notice  were  giren  ofQuea- 
lioiia  like  that  relating  to  the  speech  of 
K.  Woddington.  I  have  onlj  seen  a 
■kort  account  of  it  in  die  newspapers, 
and  my  experience  ia  that  these  accounts 
are  not  always  reliable.  With  regard 
to  the  opportunity  the  hon.  Qentleman 
'    '     )  to  have,  I  should  be  rery  glad 
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indeed  if  opjportunity  could  be  given  for 
diBOusBion  of  this  or  any  other  subject ; 
biit  we  are  asked  for  so  many  oppor- 
tunities that  really  it  is  difficult  to  fix 
Uiem  at  all.  But  as  we  are  now,  I 
hope,  Doming  within  sight  of  the  Appro- 
pnation  Bill,  I  think  that  the  stages  of 
that  measure  would  furnish  convenient 
spportunities  enough  for  such  discussion. 

Sib  JULIAN  GOLDSMID  gave  No- 
tioe  that  he  would  repeat  hia  Question 
[ra  Monday,  with  the  addition  of  two  or 
three  others.  As,  from  the  remarks  of 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Eschequer,  there 
lOBmed  to  be  a  prospect  of  completing 
Supply  in  a  few  days,  and  as,  therefore, 
the  Appropriation  Bill  was  not  so  far 
>ff  as  he  bod  at  first  supposed,  perhaps 
lie  had  better  bring  forward  the  matter 
m  that  occasion ;  and,  therefore,  he 
irould  be  glad  to  know  when  the  Chan- 
lellor  of  the  Exchequer  expected  to  take 
iho  laat  Vote  in  Supply  and  to  bring  in 
ihe  Appropriation  Bill  ? 

TheOHANCELLOEof THE  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  that  having  been  taunted 
m  the  point  he  had  no  desire  to  express 
]0O  sanguine  an  opinion  on  the  subject, 
ud  did  not  like  to  make  rash  specula- 
ions,  but  thought  it  was  within  the 
power  of  the  House  to  close  Supply 
next  week.  Whether  the  House  would 
txarcise  that  power  or  not  he  could  not 
lay. 


iEUT  DISCIPLINE  AND  REGULATION 

BILL— IMPRISONMENT  OF  MILITARY 

OFFENDERS.— QUESTION. 

CoLOWEL  C0LTHUE8T :  I  beg  to  ask 

I  Question  of  the  Secretary  of  State  for 

the  Home  Department,  of  which  I  have 

riveu  him  private  Notice,   As  to  whe- 

Jier  measures  will  be  adopted  to  carry 

mt  the  undertaking  given  by  him,  in 

nnnection  with  the  Army  Discipline  aad 

Segnlation  BUI,  to  provide  that  military 

idinulers  shall  be  kept  in  prisons  sepa- 

mte  from   those  occupied   by  ordinary 

ximiitalB? 


Me.  ASSHETON  CE08S  ;  Sir,  my 
undertaking  was  to  do  so  not  as  ijuickly, 
but  as  far  as  possible,  and  some  steps 
have  already  been  taken  in  that  direc- 
tion. I  have  appointed  a  small  Com- 
mittee to  act  in  concert  with  a  small 
Committee  appointed  by  the  War  Office 
in  considering  the  question.  I  hope  they 
will  be  able  to  do  that  during  the  Keceas, 
and  let  us  know  what  can  be  done  in  the 
matter. 

SHIPPING     CASUALTIES    INVESTIQA. 

TIONS   RE-HEARING  BILL  — AMEND. 

MENTS.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  mac  rVER  asked.  Whether  if 
ia  intendedin  Committee  on  theShipping 
Casualties  Investigations Ee-hearing  Bill 
to  introduce  Amendments  in  conformity 
with  the  views  of  the  Mercantile  Marine 
Association  of  Liverpool ;  and,  whether 
the  Board  of  Trade  intend  to  introduce 
Amendments  providing  for  appeals  to 
the  Court  of  Admiralty  at  Westminster? 

JIr.  J.  G.  TALBOT,  in  reply,  said, 
he  had  only  received  Notice  of  the  Ques- 
tion since  he  camo  into  the  House.  He 
would  communicate  with  his  noble  Friend 
the  President  of  the  Board  of  Trade  on 
tho  subject.  Meantime,  it  woidd  be 
open  to  the  hon.  Member  to  put  down 
such  Amendments  as  ho  might  think 
proper,  in  which  case  he  (Mr.  Talbot) 
would  assure  him  they  would  be  duly 
considered  by  the  Government. 

Mr.  mac  rVEK  gave  Notice  that  on 
the  Motion  for  going  into  Committee  on 
tho  Bill,  he  should  move  that  the  House 
go  into  Committee  on  it  that  day  throe 
months. 

REGULATION  OF  RAILWAYS  ACTS 
CONTINUANCE  BILL  — THE  RAIL- 
WAY COMMISSION.— QUESTIONS. 
Mr.  HEEMON  asked,  Whether  the 
Eegulation  of  Railways  Acts  Continu- 
ance Bill,  which  had  been  introduced, 
was  merely  a  Continuance  Bill,  or 
whether  it  contained  any  alteration 
whatever  of  the  present  Act,  under 
which  the  Railway  Commission  existed, 
or  sought  to  establish  any  Court  of 
Appeal  ?  Ho  also  wished  to  know, 
whether  it  would  not  be  possible  to  con- 
tinue the  Commission  for  one  year  in- 
stead of  three  ? 

Mr.  J.  G.  TALBOT,  iu  reply,  said, 
the  Bill  was  merely  for  the  continuance 
of  the  Railway  Commission  for  three 
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yean  firom  the  1st  of  January  next.  It 
was  not  intended  to  make  an/alteration 
wliateyer  in  the  present  Act;  but  the 
QoTemment  desired  to  give  plenty  of 
opportunity  for  consideration  of  the 
whole  question  by  giving  what  he  might 
call  temporary  permanence  to  the  Bail- 
way  Commission. 

Mb.  CALLAN  asked,  Whether  the 
new  Bill  for  the  continuance  of  the 
powers  of  the  Bailway  Commission 
would  give  the  Commission  power  to  sit 
in  Ireland  upon  matters  a£fecting  Irish 
interests  exclusively? 

Mb.  J.  G.  TALBOT,  in  reply,  said, 
he  could  not  undertake  to  answer  the 
Question  without  Notice ;  but  the  sub- 
ject was  one  which  would  be  carefully 
considered  by  the  Grovemment. 


PABLIAMENT— BrSINESS  OF  THE 
HOrSE.— QUESTIONS. 

In  reply  to  Mr.  Mac  Iyeb  uid  Mr. 
Bebesfobd  Hope, 

Thb  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QXJ£B  said,  the  GFovemment  were  com- 
pelled to  put  down  Supply  as  the  first 
Order  for  the  Evening  Sitting  that  day, 
and  the  first  Motion  that  night  was  one 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Mr. 
Plimsoll),  in  reference  to  the  condition 
of  Malta.  The  Government  proposed 
to  take  Supply,  if  the  House  went  into 
Committee  at  a  reasonable  hour.  He 
was  sorry  to  have  to  ask  the  House  to 
make  an  exception  to  the  pleasant  rule 
of  a  **  Saturday  half  holiday  "  to-mor- 
row. He  proposed  that  the  House 
should  meet  to-morrow  at  12  o'clock, 
and  it  was  not  intended  that  the  Sitting 
should  be  prolonged  beyond  6  o'clock. 
The  Bankruptcy  Bill  would  not  betaken 
to-morrow ;  out  it  was  proposed  to  take 
Supply,  which  it  was  desirable  at  that 
period  of  the  Session  to  advance  as 
rapidly  as  possible.  He  would,  there- 
fore, appeal  to  hon.  Members  who  had 
Notices  on  the  Paper  not  to  stand  in  the 
way.  It  might  be  possible,  also,  to  take 
the  second  reading  of  the  Begulation 
of  Railways  Acts  (Continuance)  Bill  to- 
morrow. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  intimated  that,  after 
the  appeal  of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman, 
he  would  defer  the  Motion  which  stood 
in  his  name  on  the  Paper. 

Mb.  FAWCETT  also  consented  to  the 
postponement  of  his  Motion. 
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ORDER    OF    THE    BAT, 


SrPPLY— COMHITTEE. 
Order  for  Oommittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed. 
That  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the 
Chair." 

AUSTRAUAK  DEFENCES— THE  BE- 

PORTS. 

MOTION  FOB  AJr  ADDBB88. 

Colonel  ABBXJTHNOT  moTed  an 
Address — 

"  For  Copies  of  Official  Eeporta  on  Anstzmlian 
Defences,  by  Sir  W.  F.  D.  Jerrois  and  Colonel 
ScTatchley,  R.E. ;  and  of  Correspondence  re- 
lating thereto  between  those  Offictala,  tb.e  Go- 
Temments  of  New  Soath  Wales,  Yictona, 
South  Australia,  QneensUnd,  Taamaniay  New 
Zealand,  and  the  Colonial  Office.*' 

The  Papers  referred  to  had  been  laid 
before  the  Colonial  Legislature,  and  had 
been  published  and  commented  on  in  the 
Colonial  newspapers ;  and  he  protested 
against  the  principle  that  Papers  con- 
nected with  Bnperial  subjects  presented 
to  the  Colonial  Parliament  should  not  be 
pfesented  to  the  Imperial  Parliament. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leaTe  out  from  the  word  ''That"  to  the 
end  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  words 
"  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her  Ma- 
jesty, praying  that  She  will  be  graciously  pleased 
to  give  directions  that  there  be  laid  before  this 
House,  Copies  of  Official  R^wrts  on  Australian 
Defences,  by  Sir  W.  F.  D.  Jerrois  and  Colond 
Scratchley,  B.E. ;  and  of  Correapondence  rs- 
hUing  thereto  between  those  Offictala,  the  Go- 
Temments  of  New  South  "Wales,  Victoris, 
South  Australia,  Queenshmd,  Tasmania,  New 
Zealand,  and  the  Colonial  Office,*'^  CWmw/ 
Arbutkmotj) 

— instead  thereo£  ' 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH 
hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
would  not  think  him  wanting  in  cour- 
tesy, or  in  interest  in  the  subject  of 
this  request,  if  he  said  he  could  not 
assent  to  the  Motion.  Sir  William  Jer* 
yois  and  Colonel  Scratchley  had  been 
sent  out  to  Australia,  at  the  request 
of  the  self-goyemlng  Colonies,  to  in- 
quire into  Uie  state  of  their  defences, 
and  to  report  to  the  yarious  Goveni- 
ments  as  to  the  measures  that  should 
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be  taken  to  put  tliem  in  a  proper  condi- 
tion. The  Beports  in  queBtion  were 
made  to  the  Colonial  GoyernmentSy 
with  a  view  to  action  and  expenditure 
on  their  part,  and  not  on  the  part  of  the 
Imperial  Government.  Some  of  them 
were,  no  doubt,  presented  to  the  Colonial 
Legislatures,  because  those  Legislatures 
were  asked  to  vote  money  in  order  to 
carry  out  the  proposals  which  they  con- 
tained. Having  seen  these  Beports,  he 
thought  there  were  reasons  for  regretting 
that  they  had  been  published  at  aU.  They 
entered  into  particulars  as  to  the  defi- 
ciency in  the  present  system  of  defences, 
and  the  means  of  remedying  thpse  de- 
ficiencies, which  had  better  not  have 
been  made  public  in  any  way.  Such 
Beports,  so  lar  as  they  had  been  pre- 
sented to  the  Colonial  Parliaments,  were 
forwarded,  in  accordance  with  universal 
rule,  to  the  Library  of  the  House  of 
Commons.  He  understood  that  the  Be- 
ports in  question  had  not  yet  all  arrived, 
and  he  had  given  directions  that  any 
deficiencies  should  be  supplied  from  the 
copies  in  his  hands;  but  he  did  not 
think  it  was  advisable  that  they  should 
be  collected  together  and  published  for 
the  general  information  of  the  world. 
He  also  considered  it  would  be  detri- 
mental to  the  Public  Service  to  publish 
the  Correspondence  on  the  subject. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Main  Question,  **That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,*'  again  pro- 
posed. 

SOUTH  AFRICA— ADMINISTRATION  OF 
NATIVE  AFFAIRS.— OBSERVATIONS. 

Mr.  chamberlain,  in  rising  to 
call  attention  to  the  administration  of 
Native  Affairs  in  South  Africa,  especially 
in  connection  with  the  origin  and  con- 
duct of  the  late  War  with  the  Galekas 
and  Gaikas  ;  and  to  move — 

''That  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  appoint  a 
Royal  Commission  to  inquire  on  the  spot  into 
the  policy  which  has  led  to  these  and  other 
wars  in  South  Africa,  and  which  has  resulted  in 
large  annexations  of  territory  and  increase  of 
responsibility,  in  spite  of  repeated  protests  from 
successive  British  Governments  ;*' 

said  that,  looking  at  the  importance  of 
the  subject,  he  hoped  the  Mouse  would 
consider  a  few  hours  passed  in  the  dis- 
cussion of  the  question  time  not  wasted, 
even  at  that  late  period  of  the  Session. 


At  the  outset,  he  might  say  that  he  was 
aware  he  could  not  put  his  Motion  for  a 
Boyal  Commission  ;  but,  even  if  he 
could,  he  had  no  intention  to  press  it  to 
a  Division ;  so  that  if  the  Motion  which 
had  just  been  made  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Hereford  (Colonel 
Arbuthnot)  had  been  negatived  with 
the  object  of  preventing  a  vote  from 
being  taken  those  tactics  had  been 
quite  imnecessary.  He  did  not  propose 
his  Besolution  as  a  Party  one,  or  with 
a  view  of  making  it  a  vehicle  for  any 
attack  upon  the  Government;  neither 
did  he  intend  to  bring  the  Zulu  War 
within  the  discussion,  with  the  excep- 
tion of  saying  that  it  did  not  stand 
alone,  but  was  only  an  incident,  an  illus- 
tration of  a  whole  course  of  policy — bad 
fruit  from  a  bad  tree,  which,  if  not  cut 
down  at  the  root,  would  bear  more  bad 
fruit  in  future.  The  history  of  our 
rule  in  South  Africa,  and  of  the  pro- 
ceedings of  the  Colonial  Government, 
was  really  the  history  of  periodic  Native 
Wars  ;  originated,  in  many  cases,  in  di- 
rect opposition  to  the  instructions  of  the 
Government  of  the  day,  and  ending  in 
results  which  the  Home  Government  and 
the  British  Parliament  had  over  and 
over  again  deprecated.  The  present  war, 
which  all  agreed  in  deploring,  he  hoped 
would  soon  be  terminated.  It  was  a 
war  commenced  in  injustice,  and  pro- 
secuted in  disaster,  and  would  have  a 
termination  only  to  be  considered  satis- 
factory, because  it  was  the  end  of  a 
war  which  should  never  have  been 
begun ;  but  it  was  a  war  that,  unless 
we  went  deeper  than  there  had  hitherto 
been  an  inclination  to  go,  would  soon 
recur  again.  The  history  of  these  Na- 
tive Wars  was  not  unlike  the  course  of 
zymotic  disease.  Medical  scientists  told 
of  outbreaks  of  scarlet  fever  and  small- 
pox as  recurring  at  periodic  intervals. 
They  came  in  waves,  they  reached  their 
maximum,  and  at  last  subsided — to  bo 
followed,  after  a  term  which  could  al- 
most be  exactly  predicted,  by  fresh  out- 
breaks. In  regard  to  these  outbreaks, 
we  dealt  with  each  as  it  occurred ;  but 
the  present  state  of  our  knowledge  did 
not  permit  us  to  discover  the  underlying 
causes,  so  that  they  might  be  dealt  witu 
in  a  way  to  insure  their  extirpation. 
So,  also,  with  these  South  African  Wars ; 
we  had  dealt  with  each  as  it  arose,  not 
making  a  provision  against  the  recur- 
rence of  future  wars.     A  brief  review 
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of  the  histozy  of  tlie  Colony  would  show 
similar  causes  continually  producing  the 
same  results,  and  would  show  the  Home 
Government,  under  different  Adminis- 
trations, powerless  to  prevent  the  exe- 
cution of  a  policy  which  it  constantiy 
disapproved,  against  which  it  had  re- 
peatedly protested,  and  of  which  it  fore- 
saw the  fatal  consequences.  In  1806 
we  took  final  possession  of  the  Colony, 
a  most  unfo^nate  acquisition,  as  it 
turned  out.  Never  had  it  become  a 
Colony  in  the  ordinary  sense  of  the 
word — in  the  sense  of  such  Colonies 
as  those  in  America  or  Australia,  where 
many  millions  of  our  own  blood  had 
founded  homes  and  lived  out  prosperous 
and  useful  lives.  At  the  present  time,  all 
the  vast  territory  belonging  to  the 
Crown  in  South  Africa  was  inhabited 
by  a  mere  handful  of  men  and  women 
of  English  blood.  The  latest  Eetum 
showed  only  120,000  of  English  descent 
in  the  whole  of  the  Colonies ;  while,  on 
the  other  hand,  the  Duteh  population 
was  three  to  one  of  the  English,  and  the 
Native  population  five  times  as  nu- 
merous as  the  English  and  Duteh  toge- 
ther. Therefore,  all  that  had  been  done, 
and  all  the  money  spent  in  these  Colo- 
nies by  us,  had  not  been  so  much  for  the 
benefit  of  our  English  fellow-subjecto, 
but  partiy  for  the  advantege  of  the 
Duteh,  with  whose  views  on  Colonial 
policy  in  many  respects  we  could  have 
no  real  sympathy,  and  chiefly,  we  must 
suppose,  for  the  good  of  the  millions  of 
Natives  brought  under  our  rule.  The 
House  would  soon  see  how  far  this  last 
presumption  had  been  justified  in  the 
event.  We  had  hardly  taken  possession 
of  the  Colony  before  we  found  ourselves 
in  hot  water,  and  squabbles  broke  out 
— ^the  first  of  a  series — with  the  Kafiirs 
in  1811.  That  war  broke  out,  as  most 
of  them  had,  from  the  greed  of  the 
Colonists,  leading  to  a  land  dispute; 
and  it  ended,  as  all  these  wars  had, 
with  a  large  annexation  of  territory,  with 
increased  responsibility,  sowing  the 
seeds  of  new  and  increasing  troubles. 
In  1811  the  Native  Tribes  were  driven 
across  the  Great  Fish  Hiver,  and  that 
river  was  established  as  our  line  of  boun- 
dary ;  but  in  1819,  after  a  second  Kaflir 
War  of  some  importance,  as  he  learned 
from  subsequent  debates  in  the  House, 
the  Ghreat  Fish  Hiver  was  considered  an 
unscientifio  Frontier,  and  it  was  said 
that,  owing  to  the  banks  being  lined 
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with  thick  bush.  Native  inroads  were  en- 
couraged, and  it  was  necessary  to  carry 
the  Border  line  further  North  and  East. 
Accordingly,  that  was  done,  with  the 
promise,  or  the  anticipation  at  least,  that 
we  had,  with  the  new  Frontier,  come  to 
an  end  of  our  troubles.  But  a  third 
war,  more  serious  than  the  two  preced- 
ing it,  broke  out  in  1834,  and  on  that 
occasion  Cape  Colony  was  invaded  by 
the  Kaffirs,  who  committed  great  devas- 
tation and  outrages.  Well,  the  com- 
mand of  the  troops  was  intrusted  to 
Sir  Harry  Smith,  and,  after  various 
vicissitudes,  the  Natives  were  defeated, 
and  Sir  Harry  Smith,  not  satisfied  with 
the  scientific  Frontier,  annexed  the 
country  to  the  Kei  Hiver,  and  declared 
the  Tribes  subject  to  Great  Britain.  This 
was  not  done,  however,  with'  the  ap- 
proval of  the  Home  Gk>vemment,andLord 
Glenelg,  then  Secretary  for  the  Colonies, 
declared  that  the  Kaffirs  were  amplyjusti- 
fied  in  the  rebellion  into  which  tiiey  had 
been  driven,  and  directed  that  the  coun- 
try which  had  been  annexed  should  be 
evacuated,  and  the  independence  of  the 
Tribes  restored.  And  here  he  (Mr. 
Chamberlain)  would  just  refer  to  an 
astounding  statement  attributed  to  Sir 
Bartie  Frere,  on  the  occasion  when  the 
Boers  had  met  to  hear  the  opinions  of 
the  High  Commissioner.  Sir  Bartie 
Frere  told  them  that  never  in  the  history 
of  the  country  had  any  territory  over 
which  the  British  flag  had  ever  waved 
been  restored  to  independence.  Now, 
here,  he  (Sir  Bartie  Frere)  spoke  in 
ignorance  of,  or  in  direct  contradic- 
tion to  facte,  for  not  only  was  there 
the  restoration  of  this  territoiy  on  the 
side  of  the  Kei ;  but,  on  another  occa- 
sion, there  was  the  Orange  Hiver  Free 
Territoiy  restored  to  independence.  An 
hon.  Friend  near  him  mentioned  the 
Ionian  Islands ;  but  he  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) preferred  to  confine  his  observa- 
tions to  South  Africa  merely.  The  opi- 
nion of  the  Gtovemment  and  of  Lord 
Glenelg  was  confirmed  by  that  of  the 
House ;  and  a  Committee,  upon  which 
sat  many  disting^shed  men,  among 
others  the  right  hon.  GFentieman  the 
Member  for  Greenwich  (Mr.  Gladstone), 
reported  that  the  war  had  arisen  from 
''  systematic  forgetfulness  of  the  prin- 
ciples of  justice  on  the  part  of  the 
Colonists.'^  The  next  step  in  this  sad, 
eventful  history  was  reached  in  1846, 
when  war  again  broke  out — and  here  he 
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wotdd  urge  the  House  to  observe  how 
past  experience  showed  all  through  the 
histozy  the  constantly  f^uitiiess  efforts  on 
the  part  of  the  British  Gh)yemment  to 
control  the  action  of  their  serrants  in  the 
Oolony,  who  were,  as  Sir  William  Moles- 
worth  said,  "possessed  with  an  insane 
desire  for  wortnless  empire."  Lord  Qrey 
wrote  to  Sir  Henry  Pottinger,  who  was 
in  command  of  our  troops,  that  it  was 
not  desirable 

"  To  extend  the  domimons  of  the  Grown  in 
South  Africa,  fresh  aoquisitions  bdng  not  only 
worthleae,  bnt  pemioioiis." 

It  was  like  the  irony  of  fate  that,  33  years 
later,  we  found  similar  instructions  being 
sent  out  by  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the 
Colonies,  and,  it  was  to  be  feared,  with 
as  little  ffood  result.  What  happened  in 
1846  ?  It  was  all  very  well  for  Lord 
Ghrey  to  send  private  instructions  to  Sir 
Henry  Pottinger ;  but  that  war  ended  as 
all  wars  to  come  seemed  likely  to  end, 
and  as  its  predecessors  had  ended,  in 
annexation.  The  sdentifio  Frontier  of 
1819  was  found  to  be  unscientific,  and  the 
land  which  had  been  restored  after  the 
war  of  1 834  was  once  more  taken  pos- 
session of.  The  Colonial  Administration 
forced  the  hand  of  the  Gbvemment  at 
home,  and  200,000  square  miles  of  addi- 
tional territozy  were  annexed — a  country 
as  large  as  the  whole  of  Qermany,  the 
greater  portion  a  mere  desert,  and 
thousands  of  miles  without  a  White  in- 
habitant. The  natural  result  of  what 
occurred  in  1846  was  a  fifth  war,  which 
brokd  out  in  1850,  when  Lord  Grey,  ap- 
parently still  sanguine,  again  declared 
that  Ghreat  Britain  had  no  interest  in 
further  acqtdsitions.  In  spite  of  that 
declaration,  however,  the  war  ended  in 
fresh  annexations.  One  good  result, 
at  least,  followed  the  outbreak  of  1850. 
The  nation  was  alarmed  at  the  constant 
succession  of  petty  wars  involving  a 
continuous  dram  on  its  resources,  both 
in  men  and  money.  Public  attention 
was  directed  to  the  subject,  and  there 
were  frequent  debates  in  Parliament,  in 
the  course  of  which  our  whole  policy 
was  reviewed  and  criticized.  It  was 
curious,  in  reading  the  debate  of  1851 — 
in  which  one  found  the  names  of  so  many 
well-known  Members,  most  of  whom  had 
since  passed  away — to  see  how  strictly 
it  appued  to  the  present  circumstances. 
Mr.  Adderley  (now  Lord  Norton)  said — 

«  The  circnmitanoee  are  these — An  apj^arently 
needloM  and  hopeleaa  recurrence  of  Natiyewan 
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on  the  frontier  of  the  Oolony,  equally  deetruc- 
tive  to  the  liyee,  liberties,  and  proeperity  of  the 
Colonists  themaelyee,  keeping  np  a  state  of 
hostility  'with  the  Native  Tnbes,  and  ending 
neither  in  their  dvilization,  nor  subjugation, 
and  causing  enormous  waste  and  extravagance 
to  this  country,  and  great  perplexity  to  the  Im- 
perial QoTemment.'*— [8  Mmmmrd^  cri.  230.] 

Still  more  strongly  did  Sir  William 
Molesworth  condemn  the  poUoy  in  South 
Africa  which  fomented  Httle  squabbles 
— ^mere  matters  of  police  interference — 
into  wars ;  and  he  pointed  out  how  the 
aggression  of  the  Oolonists  proroked  re- 
prisals, until  British  troops  had  to  be 
brought  on  the  scene.  These  debates 
produced  a  great  effect  on  public  opi- 
nion, both  at  home  and  in  the  Oolony ; 
and  the  result  was  that,  thanks  to  them, 
and,  perhaps,  also  to  the  prudence  and 
wisdom  of  successive  Governors  and 
Administrators,  for  some  20  years  the 
Colony  enjoyed  comparative  peace  and 
tranquillity.  But  now  all  this  had  been 
reversed.  Once  a^ain  they  were  in  the 
midst  of  a  war  cycle ;  once  more  the  war 
wave  had  raised  its  crest ;  and,  with  the 
advent  to  office  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  the 
old  causes  of  war  were  brought  into 
prominence,  with  the  old  unfortunate 
results.  In  fact,  since  that  advent, 
there  had  been  six  or  seven  petty  wars, 
to  every  one  of  which  he  might  apply 
almost  the  same  words  as  those  used  by 
Lord  Glenelg,  in  regard  to  previous 
Kaffir  wars,  and  say  that  the  jN'atives 
were  not  without  some  justification  in  the 
quarrels  in  which  they  found  them- 
selves involved.  Without  referring  to 
the  Zulu  War,  as  to  which  public  opi- 
nion was  sufficiently  informed,  he  would 
call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  others 
less  known,  because  less  disastrous  in 
result  and  less  expensive  in  prosecution, 
but  not,  on  that  account,  less  unjust  in 
their  inception.  If  the  whole  circum- 
stances of  any  one  of  these  wars  could 
be  stated  fully  in  the  House  by  one 
who  had  sufficient  influence  to  secure, 
not  only  a  patient,  but  a  favourable 
hearing,  then  the  simple  narration 
of  the  horrors  which  had  been  com- 
mitted in  the  British  name  would 
create  such  a  feeling  that,  once  for  all, 
the  recurrence  of  such  things  would  be 
put  a  stop  to.  If  English  Ghentlemen 
knew  what  was  being  done  in  South 
Africa  under  the  British  flag  in  the 
English  name,  bv  men  protected  by 
British  soldiers  and  provided  with  British 
money,  there  would  go  forth  such  a  cry 
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as  would  be  a  waming  to  all  Colonial 
GoTemoTS  in  the  future,  and  would, 
once  for  all,  bring  the  Colonial  Ad- 
ministration to  book.  There  had  been 
two  wars  in  Qriqualand,  East  and  West; 
but  of  those  he  would  say  nothing  in 
detail,  but  would  simply  quote  the  words 
of  a  responsible  official — namely,  Mr. 
Bouthey,  late  Lieutenant  Goyemor  of 
Griqualand  West,  who,  speaking  in  his 
place  in  the  Cape  Legislature  on  June 
6,  said — 

**He  could  not  undertake  to  say  why  the 
Griquaa  had  rebelled ;  bat  he  thought  that  if  he 
had  been  treated  aa  the  Griquaa  of  Griqualand 
West  had  been  treated  he  would  have  rebelled 
himself,  although  he  was  a  loyal  man,  and  had 
a  high  respect  for  the  British  GrOTemment." 

He  must  not  either  say  anything  about 
the  astounding  aggression  committed 
on  the  St.  John's  Riyer  Territory  in 
Pondoland  ;  but  he  would  call  attention 
to  the  Transkei  War  with  the  Gkdekas 
and  the  Gaikas.  Although  it  was  not 
the  worst  of  these  wars,  it  was  important, 
haying  regard  to  the  expenditure  which 
it  inyolyed  and  the  results  which  fol- 
lowed it.  He  would,  first,  state  to  the 
House  the  cost  of  this  outbreak — ^both 
in  money  and  in  life.  It  was  stated  by 
Mr.  Gordon  Sprigg,  the  Prime  Minister, 
to  haye  cost  the  Colony  the  sum  of 
£1,250,000  sterling ;  but  he  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain) thought  that  in  that  amount 
was  included  the  ordinary  military  ex- 
penditure which  a  State  must  expect  to 
haye  to  bear  as  a  proyision  for  defence 
and  the  preseryation  of  internal  order. 
There  was,  howeyer,  in  addition  to 
that  sum,  a  charge  of  £611,000  paid 
by  this  country.  Therefore,  assuming 
the  accuracy  of  Mr.  Sprigg's  esti- 
mate, the  total  cost  of  the  war  was 
close  upon  £2,000,000  sterling.  But 
it  would  be  a  mistake  to  suppose 
that  that  sum  represented  the  whole 
military  expenditure  in  the  South 
African  Colonies,  exclusiye  of  the  Zulu 
War.  From  1871  to  1879  this  country 
had  paid  £3,316,000  for  wars  in  the 
Cape,  Natal,  and  the  Transyaal,  and 
against  that  had  only  receiyed  back 
£163,000.  The  total  expenditure  by 
this  country  in  South  Africa  was  of  such 
a  character  and  of  such  a  magnitude 
that  he  did  not  wonder  in  the  least  at  a 
statement  made  by  a  Colonist  to  a  spe- 
cial correspondent  of  a  newspaper  that, 
as  far  as  the  class  to  which  he  belonged 
was  concerned,  war  beat  sugar  cultiya- 


tion  into  fits,  and  that  as  long  as  war 
continued  the  Colony  was   sure  to  be 
prosperous.     In  1851  the  same  idea  was 
expressed  in  different  language.    It  was 
then  almost  a  proyerb  in  the  0>lony  that 
''  war  would  neyer  end  till  the  price  of 
wagons  fell."     In  our  most  recent  expe- 
rience the  price  of  wagons  had  exceeded 
anything  known  before,  and  it  was  not 
surprising  that  the  High  Commissioner's 
policy  was  popular  with  those  who  found 
their  profit  in  it.    Looking,  then,  at  these 
wars  solely  in  reference  to  the  amount 
of  money  which  they  cost,. it  was  worth 
the  while  of  Parliament  seriously  to  con- 
sider  the  causes  which  had  led  to  them. 
He  should  like  to  know  how  much  of  this 
expenditure  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer intended  to  recoyer  ?    The  ordinaiy 
Heyenue  of  the  Cape  Colony  was  only 
about   £750,000   a-year,    and  that   of 
Natal  £250,000,  and  he  did  not  see  how 
the  £3,000,000  now  oyerdue,  and  the 
£5,000,000  or  £6,000,000  for  the  Zulu 
War,  was  to  be    re-paid  out  of  that. 
Coming    next    to    the   expenditure   of 
human  life,  he  found  that   193  Euro- 
peans  were    said   to   haye    lost    their 
liyes  in  the   Transkei,  and,    in    addi- 
tion,   3,680    Natiyes    were    known    to 
haye    been    killed,    and    there     were 
others  of  whom  no  accoimt  could  be 
gathered.     That  was  the  result  of  the 
philanthropic    and    beneficent    rule  of 
which  we  had  heard  so  much.     Now, 
let  the  House  consider   what  was   the 
origin  of  that  war.    A  party  of  Galekas 
inyited  a  party  of  Fingoes  to  a  beer- 
drinking.     One    of   the    Galekas    was 
killed  in  a  dispute  with  a  Fingo,  and 
seyeral  petty  frays  ensued,    in    which 
two   or    three   Natiyes   on    both  sides 
lost  their  liyes.     The  quarrel  was  one 
of    no  serious  importance,  and   ^ght 
haye   been  put   down   by  the   police. 
But  it  was  not  to  the  interest  of  our 
Colonial  Goyemors  that  causes  of  war 
should  be  dealt  with  in  that  summary 
way.     One  of  the  Galeka  Chiefs,  £xeli, 
was  summoned  to  his  presence  by  Sir 
Bartle  Frere ;  but  he  declined  to  sur- 
render, although    he    implored   that  a 
messenger  might  be  sent  to  him,  and 

S remised  that  he  would  receiye  him  and 
sten  to  anything  he  might  say.  Mr. 
Eustace,  howeyer,  to  whom  the  conduct  of 
the  matter  was  left  by  Sir  Bartle  Frere, 
again  summoned  Kreli,  who  again  re- 
fused to  surrender  himself.  Mr.  Eustace 
complained  that  Kreli  had  not  restrained 
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the  Galekas,  upon  which  Kreli  retorted 
that  the  British  GoTemment  found  diffi- 
culty in  restraining  the  Fing^es,  and  it 
was  to  be  expected  that  £reli  would 
find  it  difficult  to  restrain  the  Galekas. 
That  statement  was  not  made  without 
good  foundation,  for  Mr.  Eustace  him- 
self admitted  that,  on  two  occasions 
at  least,  the  Fingoes  had  been  the 
aggressors,  and  had  made  raids  on 
Kreli's  territory.  The  Government, 
however,  deposed  Kreli  from  his  posi- 
tion as  Chiefy  and  confiscated  the  whole 
of  bis  lands — a  proceeding  which  seemed 
to  him  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  like  that  of 
selling  the  skin  of  the  lion  before  the 
lion  was  himself  taken.  The  proclama- 
tion to  that  effect  was  issued  on  October 
5  ;  and  on  November  13  it  was.  fol- 
lowed by  public  advertisements,  offering 
Kreli's  land  in  allotments  of  3,000 
acres  and  less  to  intending  settlers.  It 
was  impossible  not  to  connect  this  eager- 
ness to  dispose  of  Kreli's  land  with  the 
arbitrary  haste  by  which  Kreli  had  been 
almost  driven  into  rebellion.  In  fact, 
all  our  dealings  with  the  Native  Tribes 
of  late  had  been  characterized  by  indif- 
ference to  the  necessary  consequences  of 
such  proceedings.  The  idea  of  our  true 
policy,  expressed  by  Sir  Bartle  Frere  in 
one  of  his  despatches,  was  the  idea  which 
found  favour  with  the  Colonists.  Sir 
Bartle  Frere  wrote,  on  December  14, 
1878— 

"  Experience  in  every  part  ol  the  world,  but 
especially  in  India,  proves  that  it  is  quite  pos- 
sible for  a  Native  and  comparatively  uncivilized 
Power  to  co^exist  alongside  a  European  Power, 
and  to  be  gradually  raised  by  it  to  a  higher 
stage  of  civilization,  without  losing  either  its 
individual  existence,  or  such  natural  customs  as 
are  not  inconsistent  with  civilization.  But  it 
is  undoubtedly  necessary  that  the  two  Powers 
should  settle  from  the  first  which  is  to  be  the 
superior,  and  which  is  to  be  subordinate/' — 
IFarl.P,  C.  2,222,  p.  211.] 

No  doubt  the  Colonists  were  honestly 
persuaded  of  this  necessity — they  were 
anxious  to  settle  this  question  of  supre- 
macy—and assuming,  as  they  did,  that 
war  must  come,  they  were  altogether 
indifferent  to  the  justice  of  the  pretexts 
which  led  up  to  a  foregone  conclusion. 
Kreli  having  been  driven  into  rebellion, 
the  mischief  did  not  end  there.  We 
soon  found  ourselves  committed  to  a 
struggle  with  Sandilli  also,  who  was  the 
Chief  of  a  still  more  powerful  Tribe 
called  Gaikas.  What  drew  SandiUi 
into  the  contest  was  not  quite  clear ;  but 


it  was  stated  that  he  was  induced  to  join 
the  rebellion  by  the  representations  of 
a  Galeka  Chief  named  Mopassa,  who  had 
come  into  British  territory  when  the 
dispute  with  Kreli  began,  and  had  been 
immediately  disarmed,  with  his  Tribe, 
in  pursuance  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere's  policy 
in  this  matter.  This  qtlkestion  of  dis- 
armament was  a  very  difficult  and  im- 
portant one,  and  deserved  more  consi- 
deration than  it  had  hitherto  received. 
In  the  first  place,  it  should  be  borne  in 
mind  that  the  Colonists  themselves  had 
connived  at  the  arming  of  the  Native 
population  till  very  recent  times.  In 
six  years  the  Cape  Colony  had  received 
£750,000  of  Bevenue  from  the  importa- 
tion of  arms  and  ammunition.  In  Ghi- 
qualand  West,  under  the  administration 
of  Mr.  Southey,  theNatives  were  tempted 
to  work  in  the  diamond  mines  by  the 
expectation  of  obtaining  guns  and 
powder.  At  that  time  the  idea  was  that 
it  was  good  policy  to  put  the  Natives  in 
a  position  to  hold  their  own  against  the 
Dutch  in  the  Transvaal;  but  when  we 
annexed  that  Bepublic  we  found  our- 
selves **  hoist  with  our  own  petard." 
After  paying  the  Natives  with  arms,  as 
a  kind  of  truck,  thinking  they  would  be 
used  against  the  Boers,  the  Colonial 
Government  suddenly  turned  round  and 
threatened  openly  to  disarm  all  Natives, 
loyal  or  rebel  alike,  as  soon  as  they 
found  that  these  arms  might  be  turned 
against  the  Colonists.  The  whole  thing 
appeared  to  be  illegal;  but  that  did  not 
much  concern  the  authorities  at  the 
Cape.  Arms  were  taken  from  the  Na- 
tives in  districts  which  were  not  dis- 
turbed or  proclaimed  in  accordance  with 
the  provisions  of  the  Colonial  Act ;  and, 
although  the  rifles  were  taken,  no  com- 
pensation was  given  as  the  Act  provided. 
No  wonder  there  was  a  general  feeling 
of  discontent  and  disaffection  among  the 
Native  Border  Tribes.  The  Cape  Argus 
said — 

''  In  the  wars  which  have  hitherto  taken  place 
the  disaffection  may  have  been  widespread ;  but 
the  grievances  of  each  Tribe  were  local.  Dis- 
armament affects  all;  the  Govemment  makes 
no  distinction — every  black  man,  Fingo  or 
Galeka,  loyal  or  rebel,  must  give  up  his  arms.'* 

He  hoped  the  attention  of  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State 
would  be  directed  to  these  proceedings, 
and  that  he  would  take  care  that  they 
were  conducted  with  some  reasonable 
show  of  discretion.    It  was  this  that  led 
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to  the  rebeUion  of  MoifOBi,  tlia  Ohiaf 
whote  submiaium  it  had  dnce  boon  At» 
tempted  to  oompel,  hj  the  qbo  of  djna^ 
mite,  to  drive  him  from  the  oayee,  in 
whii^,  with  his  women  and  ehildren,  he 
had  takenrefdge— ^aprooeedingnnknown 
in  eivilised  warfare,  and  whidli  brought 
lasting  disg^raoe  on  the  perpetrators. 
He  had  spoken  ot  the  policy  of  the 
Ooloniste  as  h«fiag  been  constantly  di- 
rected to  enforcing  British  supremacy  on 
the  Native  Chiefs  without  much  regard 
to  the  justice  of  the  case.  He  would 
now  take  one  illustration,  out  of  several 
with  which  he  had  been  furnished,  of  the 
method  and  spirit  in  which  this  policy 
was  pursued.  The  instance  which  he 
desired  to  bring  before  the  House  was 
that  of  Tini  Maoomo,  a  Ghuka  Ohief^ 
whose  forefathers  had  possessed  a  por- 
tion of  the  land  on  the  south  side  of  the 
Kei,  which  was  now  British  territory. 
This  man,  some  years  ago,  bought  badk 
from  the  Colonists  a  considerable  por- 
tion of  the  land  formerly  owned  by  his 
Tribe,  and  settled  upon  it  with  many  of 
his  people.  His  presence  in  their  midst 
was  distasteful  to  the  surroundingsetHers, 
most  of  whom  were  of  Dutch  origin. 
There  ensued  a  series  of  angry  disputes ; 
and  it  was  alleged  that  Maoomo's  people 
stole  the  cattle  of  their  neighbours,  and 
this,  added  to  their  refusal  to  work  for 
the  farmers  as  day  labourers,  exasperated 
the  Europeans,  who  established  a  post 
of  Fingo  police  on  Maoomo's  land.  The 
Fingoes  were  the  hereditary  enemies  of 
the  Gaikas,  and  Macomo  protested  in 
strong  language  against  the  proceeding. 
Thereupon,  he  was  immediately  served 
with  a  warrant  to  appear  at  the  Circuit 
Court,  and  to  answer  a  charge  of  rebel- 
lion. To  show  what  sort  of  danger  was 
to  be  anticipated  from  this  CQiief,  he 
(Mr,  Chamberlain)  might  mention  that 
the  warrant  was  served  personally  by  the 
Deputy  Sheriff,  who  went  down  alone  to 
Maoomo's  location  for  the  purpose.  Ma- 
como, however,  refused  to  obey  the  war- 
rant, from  a  fear,  which  was  not  unna- 
tural under  the  circumstances,  that  he 
would  be  detained  as  a  prisoner.  His 
own  father  had  been  imprisoned  by  the 
Colonial  Government  on  a  somewhat 
similar  occasion,  and  had  been  kiUed  in 
trying  to  make  his  escape  from  oonfine- 
ment  in  Bobben  Islanai  a  punishment 
almost  worse  than  death  to  a  savage  ac^ 
customed  to  a  free  life  in  the  opm  air. 
No  attempt  was  made  by  the  Colonial 
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to  ra-assnze  the  Chief  or  to 
settle  the  quanel  amieaU^ ;  but  a  large 
armed  fbroe  of  1,200  men,  consisting  of 
soldiers,  free  lances,  Eingoes^  and  othen, 
went  at  night,  bunt  j0i  his  huts,  shot 
down  his  people  right  and  left^  and  car- 
ried off  women  and  duldxan  to  gaoL 
They  were  not  particular  as  to  the 
ownership  of  the  eattle  they  stcde,  nor 
as  to  the  particular  Tribe  of  the  Black 
men  they  killed.  In  this  expedition^ 
not  a  single  man  on  the  Coloiuste'  side 
was  killed  or  wounded.  He  had  seen  a 
letter  from  a  Colonist  on  the  ^pot,  in 
which,  speaking  of  this  aflkir,  he  said — 


"  Our  proceedinffB  in  the  Fort  Beaufort  die- 
trict  haTO  been  ouigTaoefol  in  the  extreme. 
Tnie,  there  were  cattle  thieyee  thete ;  but  why 
p;o  witik  eoldien  and  the  riff-faff  of  the  ooimtry, 
in  the  niffht,  to  make  war  on  innocent  and 
g^ty  aUxe,  bum  their  hoiuea,  steal  their 
cattle,  and  ghoot  them  down  like  vennin  f  '* 

It  was  an  act  of  bloody,  brutal,  bar- 
barous murder,  and  it  was  time  the 
right  name  should  be  applied  to  an  ac- 
tion which  almost  made  a  man  ashamed 
to  be  an  Englishman.  After  this  ex- 
ploit of  the  Colonial  Forces  Maoomo 
became  a  rebel,  in  fact,  and  joined  San- 
dilli.  He  was  taken  prisoner,  and  sen- 
tenced to  be  hanged.  The  sentence  had 
been  since  commuted  to  a  long  term  of 
penal  servitude.  He  might  multiply  in- 
stances of  the  kind,  for  he  founa  them 
throughout  the  Papers  which  had  been 
sent  home,  and  considered  that  they 
were  due  solely  to  the  &ct  that  the  Colo- 
nists knew  they  were  protected  ttom  the 
consequences  of  their  own  acts  by  the 
presence  of  the  British  troops.  Sir 
William  Moleswordi,  in  1851,  said — 

'*The  nreeenee  of  the  troops  encouraged, 
faoilitatedC  and  hastened  the  encioachmenta  of 
the  EmopeanB  on  the  lands  of  the  Osffinae,  and 
on  TariouB  pleas  we  took  poeeeesian  of  their 
temtories  and  claimed  authority  orer  their 
chiefs.  The  Oaffiiee  resisted,  stole  the  cattle  of 
the  Colonists,  and  committed  nomeroaa  depre- 
dations. The  ColoniBtB  retaliated;  the  troops 
were  called  out,and  a  Oafie  war  ensued.  Wkh 
the  termination  of  each  war  we  added  to  our 
territories,  and  thus  sowed  the  seeds  of  more 
cattle  stealing  and  more  waxs." — [S  Mmum^ 
czT.  188S.] 

He  had  something  more  to  tell  the 
House  than  these  taots  concerning  the 
injustices  connected  with  the  commence- 
ment of  the  war.  He  had  to  speak 
now  of  the  crueltiee  and  excesses  lAuch 
had  acoompanied  the  posecution  o{  tb9 
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In  another  case,  a  coloured  corporal, 
named  Jackson,  went  oat  with  a  de- 
tachment of  men,  and  coming  across 
a  party  of  Elaffirs,  a  party  much  smaller 
than  his  own,  shot  one  of  them  dead 
without  more  ado.  Those  Kaffirs  turned 
out  io  be  loyal  men,  and  Jackson  was 
sentenced  to  three  years'  hard  labour. 
So(ar  there  was  nothingyery  remarkable, 
saTO  that  the  retribution  for  the  offence 
was  altogether  insufficient.  What, 
however,  called  for  comment  was  the 
way  in  which  the  conviction  was  re- 
ceived in  the  Colony.  Numerous  meet- 
ings were  held,  attended  by  persons  of 
alleged  influence,  and,  in  reference  to  the 
point,  he  would  read  the  following  ex- 
tract from  The  Fort  Elitaheth  Telegraphy 
dated  July  23,  1 878  :— 

"  A  public  meeting  wa«  held  with  the  view 
of  obtaining  a  remission  or  commutation  of  the 
sentence  passed  on  Gharlee  Jackson  for  shooting 
a  rebel.  Commandant  Spring  (brother  of  the 
Colonial  Secretary)  said — *  I  might  be  brought 
up  on  a  similar  charge  to-morrow.  If  I  do  not 
go  out  of  the  corps  in  which  I  haro  served,  I 
could  go  and  swear  information  against  five 
officers  who  are  as  bad  or  worse  than  Jackson. 
The  fire  officers  would  include  Commandant 
Brabant  and  myself.  If  these  prosecutions  are 
to  be,  let  us  have  some  of  the  big  ones  in.  Here 
are  five  men  who  are  g^lty  of  very  similar 
crimes  for  which  Jackson  hais  been  sentenced. 
I  defy,  I  dare,  the  Qovemment  to  prosecuto  all 
those  five ;  and  I  am  ready  to  supply  aU  the  in- 
formation requisite.'  *' 

If  this  was  the  spirit  in  which  the  Colo- 
nists treated  such  a  question,  was  it  not 
likely  that  many  similar  outrages  were 
perpetrated  of  which  no  one  in  England 
ever  heard  ?  Here  was  a  Commandant 
in  the  Colonial  Forces,  a  brother  of  the 
Prime  Minister,  publicly  accusing  him- 
self of  crimes  for  which  another  man 
was  justly  undergoing  a  felon's  punish- 
ment, and  clamouring  to  stand  beside 
him,  and  to  be  written  down  a  scoun- 
drel. He  would  next  quote  an  extract 
from  a  Correspondents  letter,  dated 
January  11,  1878,  which  appeared  in 
one  of  the  Colonial  papers — 

'*If  the  men  marching  against  Sandilli  wiU 
take  my  advice,  they  will  shoot  every  black  face 
they  come  across ;  let  the  expression  *  cold 
blood '  be  cast  from  your  minds ;  shoot  every 
Kaffir  you  see,  whether  he  shows  fight  or  not, 
always  remembering  the  deaths  of  those  three 
good  and  valued  men  who  were  so  murdered 
and  mutilated  at  the  Kwelegha.  Don't  listen 
to  the  cry  of  *  We  are  '*  school "  Eafl^  fighting 
for  government;'  depend  upon  it  they  are  as 
bad  as  the  rest,  if  not  worse,  as  their  education 
OQ^ht  to  teach  them  better,  the  uncivilised  btJt« 
bsziani.*' 


He  was  glad,  however,  to  believe, 
both  £roin  information  he  had  received 
from  individuals  and  from  what  he  had 
read,  that  none-  of  these  excesses  had 
been  oommitted^  British  troops.  They 
were  due  entirely  to  Colonial  troops, 
and  to  a  class  of  adventurers  almost 
peonliar   to    unsettled    Colonies,    who 
alwajB  came  to  the  front  in  connection 
with  lawless  deeds  of  the  kind  he  had 
to  narrate.    It  was  one  of  the  most  dis- 
tressing oonsequences  of  these  wars  with 
inferior  raees  that  they  had  a  tendency 
to  brutalice  all  who  were  concerned  in 
tiiem,  and  practices  unheard  of  in  civi- 
lised warfare  were  openly  avowed  and 
defended  in  the  course  of  these  miser- 
able oontests.    A  good  number  of  Ques- 
tions had  already  been  put  and  answered 
in  the  House  in  reference  to  alleged 
outrages  by  British  and  Colonial  troops. 
In  some  oases  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)    had   been 
able  to  contradict  the  statements  which 
had  been  made;   and,  no  doubt,  there 
were  often  great  exaggerations.     But 
having    carefully    looked  through  the 
Papers,    and    having    conversed    with 
■everal  gentlemen  who  had  lately  re- 
turned from  the  Colony,  he  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain) was  afraid  that  where  there 
was  so  much  smoke  there  was  some  fire, 
and  even  if  the  worst  stories  were  un- 
trae,  yet  the  state   of  feeling  among 
many  of  the  Colonists  was  such  as  at 
least  to  make  these  outrages  possible. 
No  doubt,  there  were  some  men  of  a 
curiously  depraved  imagination,  who  ac- 
tually boasted  of  offences  they  had  never 
oommitted,  and  took  a  strange  pride  in 
making  themselves  out  to  be  worse  than 
they  reallv  were ;  but,  making  all  allow- 
anoe  for  this  perverseness,  he  did  not  see 
how  the  eases  he  was  going  to  quote 
oould  be  satis£EU)torily  explained  away. 
Thus,  he  found  that  Mr.  Justice  Dwyer, 
in  his  address  to  the  jury,  on  opening 
the  adjourned   Circuit   Court  at  King 
William's  Town  in  April  last,   stated 
that— 

"They  aU  knew  that  the  Kaffirs  were  often 
flred  on  in  a  most  wanton  manner.  He  men- 
tioDsd  as  an  instance  that,  as  he  was  coming 
from  Ghrahamstown,  just  after  passing  the  Elies- 
kama,  he  noticed  an  old  Kaffir  in  a  red  hlanket 
ffoing  along  the  side  of  the  road  quite  harm- 
Misly,  and  without  any  arms.  Directly  after- 
wards they  heard  firmg,  and,  looking  hack, 
saw  that  one  of  the  passengers  in  Thomas's 
ovL  and  one,  if  not  more,  of  the  police  had 
tea  at  this  old  man  without  any  provocation 
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He  did  not  desire  to  pretss  too  far  the 
concluBioDB  which  might  be  drawn  from 
such  a  letter  as  that,  but  it  must  be  as- 
sumed that  the  writer  knew  something 
of  the  public  he  was  addressing ;  and  if 
a  statement  of  that  kind  could  appear 
in  a  newspaper  without  a  universal  cry 
of  horror  and  indigpiation,  did  not  the 
House  think  it  was  possible  thatyien 
might  be  found  bad  and  base  enough  to 
take  the  advice  thus  given  ?  He  would 
give  two  other  instances^  with  the  view  of 
showing  what  value  was  attached  in  the 
Colony  to  a  black  man's  life.  A  Swede, 
named  Mark,  was  brought  up  at  the 
Kin|^  William's  Town  Circuit  Court, 
presided  over  by  the  Chief  Justice,  and 
charged  with  shooting  a  Kaffir,  who  was 
out  on  an  errand  from  an  English  magis- 
trate. His  defence  wasthathe thought  the 
man  was  a  rebel.  He  was  found  guilty, 
recommended  to  mercy,  and  sentenced  to 
one  year's  imprisonment.  At  the  same 
Assizes  a  man  of  Dutch  extraction,  when 
passing  some  Kafi&rs,  who  were  going 
quietly  along  the  road,  turned  round, 
and,  without  the  slightest  provocation, 
shot  one  of  them.  The  Judge  told  him 
he  had  been  guilty  of  an  act  of  pure 
devilment,  but  only  sentenced  him  to 
three  years'  hard  labour.  At  the  same 
time,  a  son  of  the  Chief  Sandilli  was 
charged  with  rebellion,  and  sentenced 
to  20  years'  penal  servitude.  He  pleaded 
guilty,  and  said,  in  his  defence,  that  he 
had  only  obeyed  the  commands  of  his 
Chief.  He  added  that  he  had  killed  no 
one,  neither  man,  woman,  nor  child. 
Therefore,  for  shooting  a  EjEiffir  without 
cause,  a  man  was  only  sentenced  to 
three  years'  imprisonment ;  whereas  an- 
other man,  for  the  simple  act  of  rebellion, 
was  sentenced  to  20  years.  These  things, 
although,  perhaps,  not  done  by  men  of 
our  blood,  were  done  by  people  under 
our  authority,  and  we  were  morally  re- 
sponsible for  them,  so  long  as  English 
soldiers  were  employed,  and  English 
money  expended  in  protecting  the  Colo- 
nists from  the  consequences  of  their  in- 
justice and  wrong-doing.  And  our  re- 
sponsibility did  not  cease  even  with  the 
termination  of  the  war.  At  that  moment 
the  English  flag  was  covering  a  system  of 
openly  taking  men,  women,  and  children 
belonging  to  the  Native  Tribes  and  placing 
them  in  what  was  called  forced  labour, 
but  which,  he  ventured  to  say,  the  House 
would  be  unable  to  distinguish  from 
Slavery  in  its  worst  form  as  it  once  ex- 
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isted  in  the  Southern  States  of  America. 
It  was  pretended  that  the  object  of  these 
arrangements  was  to  save  the  women 
and  children  of  rebels  who  had  been 
slain  in  the  war  from  starvation;  and 
the  right  hon.  Baronet  opposite  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies  had, 
until  recently,  been  under  the  impression 
that  the  system  was  purely  philan- 
thropic ;  but  he  thought  that  within  the 
last  few  days  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
had  seen  very  good  reason  to  doubt  the 
accuracy  of  his  opinion.  It  was  un- 
doubtedly the  fact  that  while  the  men 
were  in  the  Bush  their  wives  and  chil- 
dren were  kept  separated  from  them  by 
the  act  of  the  Colonial  Gk>vemnient,  and 
others  were  kept  in  actual  slavery — being 
allotted  out  to  difiPerent  districts.  In 
the  Papers  just  presented  to  the  House 
there  appeared  a  copy  of  a  Proclama- 
tion, signed  by  the  Secretary  for  Native 
Affairs,  declaring  that  it  was  inexpe- 
dientto  grant  passes  to  Kaffirs  for  the  pur- 
pose of  fetching  their  wives  and  families 
who  were  indentured  in  the  Western  Pro- 
vince, and  directing  all  commiasioneTs 
and  magistrates  to  refuse  such  passes  ac- 
cordingly. He  (Mr.  Chamberuun)  had 
only  recently  had  the  pleasure  of  con- 
versing with  a  gentleman,  representing 
an  American  newspaper  at  the  seat  of 
war,  and  that  journalist  had  told  him 
that  he  had  himself  seen  a  cargo  of 
women  and  children,  many  of  the  latter 
not  more  than  two  years  old,  brought 
down  to  be  placed  out  in  the  East  Lon- 
don district.  Their  husbands  were 
fighting,  or  fugitives  in  the  Bush  ;  the 
elder  diildren  had  been  stopped  and 
placed  out  with  the  farmers  on  the  Fron- 
tier, while  they  themselves  were  going 
to  work  many  miles  away.  In  1878, 
thousands  of  Native  men,  women,  and 
children,  some  of  whom  were  the  fami- 
lies of  men  in  rebellion,  and  others  were 
starving,  consequent  upon  a  severe 
drought  and  political  disturbances,  were 
sent  by  shiploads  to  Cape  Town,  and 
moved  by  other  means  to  the  Northern 
and  Western  districts  of  the  Colony. 
Government  called  upon  all  persons  who 
wanted  servants  to  apply  for  them  to  the 
several  magistrates  or  special  officers, 
and  this  invitation  was  very  fr«ely 
accepted.  Men,  women,  and  children 
were  allotted  to  applicants  at  a  very  low 
rate  of  wages,  and  in  many  cases  for  no 
wages  at  tdl,  by  the  officers  of  Qovem- 
ment,  who  always  stipulated  for  dothing 
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and  rations — the  clothing  clause  was  a 
deadletter  from  the  very  first,  excepting  in 
afewrare  instances;  and  the  rations  were 
80  poor  and  insufficient  that  Government 
had  to  publish  a  notice  on  the  subject, 
and  to  nx  the  amount  of  food  the  people 
ought  to  get.  The  compulsory  inden- 
ture of  these  people  was  not  provided 
for  by  law  excepting  in  this  way — there 
was  an  Act  rendering  it  penal  for  them 
to  be  in  the  Colony  without  a  pass,  un- 
less in  service  ;  so,  after  being  conveyed 
into  the  Colony,  they  had  to  choose 
between  going  to  e^aol,  or  going  into  ser- 
vice on  terms  ana  for  periods  in  which 
they  had  no  voice  whatever.  Families 
were  in  this  way  divided,  children  torn 
from  their  parents,  and  husbands  from 
their  wives.  The  young  were  treated  as 
destitute  children,  and  indentured  ac- 
cordingly, as  farm  servants,  for  longer 
or  shorter  periods,  according  to  ages  in 
most  cases,  till  they  were  grown  up,  in 
opposition  very  often  to  the  letter  and 
spirit  of  the  law ;  and,  in  all  cases,  to 
the  spirit  of  it.  Even  when  the  letter 
was  observed  the  system  was  exactly  the 
same  as  that  which  was  prevalent  in  the 
Transvaal,  before  annexation,  and  with 
which  we  found  so  much  fault.  The 
Cape  Dutch  said,  and  their  sentiments 
had  been  echoed  by  the  majority  of 
English  Colonists — 

"  At  last  tho  English  Government  is  adopt- 
ing OUT  plan ;  they  see  that  Bchwart  schapsals 
{the  black  creatures)  were  meant  to  be  the  white 
man's  slaves,  and  they  are  acting  accordingly." 

• 

Was  there  anything  to  distinguish  such 
a  system  from  the  worst  form  of  South 
American  slavery?  When  the  Boers 
practised  it  we  had  no  words  strong 
enough  to  express  our  horror,  and  it 
was  even  made  one  of  tho  grounds  of 
our  interference  in  the  affairs  of  the 
Transvaal.  But  it  was  openly  and  un- 
disguisedly  carried  on  under  English 
authority.  He  would  admit  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  had  called  the  at- 
tention of  Sir  Bartle  Frere  to  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  he  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  feared 
that  was  poor  satisfaction.  They  would 
get  replies  which  would  probably  tell  them 
of  the  beneficence  of  the  law  which  he 
had  shown  was  constantly  evaded.  Un- 
less there  was  somebody  on  the  spot 
intrusted  with  the  duty  of  putting  things 
straight,  in  spite  of  all  opposition,  he 
was  certain  the  present  state  of  affairs 
would  continue  until  such  time  as  a  re- 
"form  would  come  too  late  for  some  of  the 


poor  creatures  to  profit  by  it.  The  Prime 
Minister  of  the  Colony,  the  Hon.  Mr. 
Sprigg,  in  a  recent  speech  at  Cape  Town, 
remarked  that  no  good  impression  could 
be  made  upon  the  old  people,  but 
that  it  must  be  made  upon  the  young;, 
and  for  this  purpose  he  actually  pro- 
posed to  bring  the  children  from  their 
families,  and  to  put  them  out  to  com- 
pulsory service.  In  a  succeeding  pas- 
sage the  hon.  Gentleman  said — 

'*  I  quite  a^ee  with  Dr.  Ross  that  it  would 
be  a  good  thing  to  bring  down  every  year  a 
certain  number  of  young  people  from  the  loca- 
tions and  put  them  out  to  compulsory  service. 
But  if  we  do  that,  we  must  be  prepared  to  meet 
with  strong  opposition  from  home.  During  tho 
late  war  we  brought  down  some  6,000  or  6,000 
people  from  the  Frontier,  who  were  settled  down 
here,  and,  in  consequence  of  that,  the  attention 
of  the  House  of  Commons  is  to  be  called  to  tho 
groat  cruelty  wo  were  guilty  of  in  bringing 
them  down  here  and  sentencing  them  to  com- 
pulsory  service  in  Cape  Town.  I  myself  should 
bo  very  glad  to  carry  out  the  scheme  suggested 
by  Dr.  Ross ;  but  it  would  bo  said  if  we  did  so 
that  we  were  endeavouring  to  set  up  slavery  in 
the  Colony.  But  that  charge  ought  not  to  be 
a  sufficient  reason  to  prevent  our  doing  so.  We 
are  not  to  be  dismayed  by  public  opinion  in  Eng- 
land, for  we  have  the  government  of  the  Colony 
in  our  hands,  and  understand  better  how  to 
manage  Natives  in  this  Colony,  how  to  ad- 
minister the  government  for  their  benefit,  and 
how  to  lead  them  on  step  by  step  to  civilization 
than  any  man  in  England.'^ 

He  asked  tho  House  whether  it  was 
tolerable  that  this  thing  should  continue 
to  go  on,  and  be  covered,  as  it  were,  by 
their  English  responsibility,  and  that 
millions  of  money  should  be  taken  from 
the  British  taxpayers  for  the  benefit  of 
gentlemen  who  publicly  repudiated  any 
deference  to  English  opinion?  Let 
him  just  recall  the  fate  which  had 
befallen  these  so-called  rebels.  Thou- 
sands of  Natives  in  the  Tranekei  War 
had  been  killed;  thousands  more  had 
died  of  starvation;  the  survivors  had 
had  their  lands  taken  from  them,  and 
had  seen  their  huts  burnt,  and  their 
women  and  children  enslaved.  Surely 
those  wretched  people  had  suffered  more 
than  sufficient  retribution.  But  what 
had  been  the  treatment  of  the  loyal 
Natives  ?  After  submitting  themselves 
to  Ed glish  authority,  they  were  ruthlesslj' 
deported  to  a  new  location  which  was 
totally  inadequate  for  their  support. 
Government  sent  Mr.  Brownlee  to  ''make 
known  its  word"  to  the  loyal  G-aikas  of 
SandiUi's  Tribe,  and  this  was  what  Mr. 
Brownlee  was  reported  to  have  said — 
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"If  you  do  not  go  wniingly,  yon  will  get 
yonnelTes  into  trouble  and  force  will  be  naed. 
Ghovemment  says  go,  and  yon  must  go.  Place 
no  difficulties  in  the  way  aa  to  invalida  or  cattle. 
I  lay  again,  the  sooner  you  go  the  better  for 
yeu." 

Fifteen  thousand  Natives,  loyal  and  rebel 
alike,  were  driyen  into  a  territory  26 
miles  by  12,  which,  as  he  had  said,  was 
quite  insufficient  to  support  them.  A 
correspondent  of  The  Cap$ArffUi,  who  said 
it  was  heartrending  to  know  that  half- 
starved  people  were  driven  Uke  slaves 
from  their  homes,  which  were  then  com- 
mitted to  the  flames,  and  that  the  sick 
were  abandoned  in  the  open  air,  asked 
whether  these  things  were  done  by  a 
Christian  Qovemment?  The  question 
for  the  House  was,  whether  they  were 
approved  by  a  Ohiistian  Qovermnent  ? 
In  the  Besolution  he  had  placed  upon 
the  Paper  he  invited  the  House  to  re- 
solve tnat  an  humble  -Address  be  pre- 
sented to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  an 
impartial  Commission  should  be  sent  out 
to  investigate  the  allegations  which  had 
been  made.  Commissions  had  been 
appointed  on  previous  occasions  with  a 
like  object  in  view — ^notably,  in  the  case 
of  Jamaica — and  it  appeared  to  him  that 
he  had  made  out,  at  all  events,  a  suffi- 
cient case  for  a  careful,  impartial,  and 
an  immediate  inquiry.  If  they  did  not 
do  that,  what  alternative  was  suggested? 
We  could  not  leave  things  as  they  were, 
nor  could  we  adopt  Sir  Bartle  Frere's 
policy,  which  would  involve  us  in  war 
with  tiie  Native  Tribes  until  we  had  re- 
duced them  to  slavery  to  prevent  them 
"festering  in  idleness."  He  said,  on 
page  1,447  of  the  Papers,  C  2374 — 

« It  must  be  a  fondamental  principle  that  the 
sapremacy  of  the  Britiah  Crown  as  representing 
oiTilized  goTermnent  should  be  unquestionable 
in  any  Kative  State,  surroonded  as  the  Zulus 
are  by  British  subjects  and  their  Allies." 

And,  again — 

"Large  masses  of  undTiliaed  Natires  must 
not  be  left  within  our  own  dominions  to  fester 
in  idleness." 

Sir  Bartle  Frere  in  his  latest  despatch 
still  urged  on'  Her  Majesty's  Govern- 
ment ms  old  policy — still  unchanged 
by  what  had  happened,  still  uncon- 
verted by  the  unhappy  results  we  had 
experienced;  and  he  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain) was  of  opinion  that  unless  this 
headstrong  Governor  was  either  re- 
called or  controlled  by  a  most  stringent 
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instruction,   sent  to  him  by  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Gbvemment,  we  should  find  that 
shortly  we  should  be  involved  in  further 
troubles.      Her  Majesty's  Gk>vemm6nt 
appeared  still  to  incline  to  the  policy 
of  Confederation ;  but  a  Confederation 
would  lead  to  a  policy  in  which  Dutch 
influence  would   oe  predominant,   and 
what  that  meant  we  knew  from  Sir 
Bartle  Frere's  earlier  despatohes,  which 
stated  that  tiie   Dutch  ^ers   derived 
their  notions  of  the  rights  of  the  Natives 
from  accounts  in  the  OM  Testament  of  the 
dealings  of  the  Hebrews  with  the  Tribes 
whom  they  encountered.    He  admitted 
that   the    question  was  an    extraordi- 
narily difficult    one,     and    that    was 
why  he  did  not  desire  that  his  Motion 
should  be  considered  a  Party  Beaolu- 
tion.     It  seemed  to  him  that  the  que»- 
tion  was  one  upon  which  all   Parties 
might  fairly  combine,  in  order  to  en- 
deavour to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  the 
evils  which  all  persons  alike  deplored. 
One  thing  he,  however,  hoped  the  Bri- 
tish Parliament  would  not  aa — ^namely, 
that  it  would  not  sit  down  in  the  spirit 
of  Mahommedan  fatalism  and  accept  as 
the   manifest  destiny  of  this   country 
that,  in  spite  of  repeated  protests,  head- 
strong officials  at  the  Cape,  or  circum- 
stances of  any  kind,  ehould  be  too  strong 
for  us,  and  should  prevent  the  execution 
of  a  poli^  upon  which  we  had  deter- 
mined.   13ie  hon.  Gentieman  oonduded 
by  reading  the  Motion  of  which  he  had 
given  Notice. 

Mb.  speaker  pointed  out  that  the 
hon.  Member  could  not  now  move  his 
Besolution  as  an  Amendment. 

Mb.  W.  H.  JAMES  said,  he  would 
have  seconded  the  Motion,  if  the  Forms 
of  the  House  had  permitted  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Birmingham 
(Mr.  Chamberlain)  to  move  it.  Ibi  the 
consideration  of  questions  of  Imperial 
interest,  there  was  some  danger  of  a 
subject  of  this  kind  being  lost  sight  of; 
and,  therefore,  his  hon.  Friend  had  done  . 
well  in  calling  attention  to  the  matter. 
The  condition  of  the  Colony  was  very 
unsatisfactory  when  it  was  described  by 
Mr.  Froude,  and  he  TMr.  W.  H.  James) 
believed  that  it  haa  got  much  worse 
since.  It  would  appear,  from  the  state- 
ments of  Judges  made  upon  the  Bench, 
that  Natives  were  wantonly  murdered ; 
in  consequence  of  which  retaliatoiy 
proceedings  were  taken  by  the  Natives, 
as  appeared  from  an  artuue  in  Th§£s9m0 
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4(M  JDeux  Mandei,  the  writer  of  wliich 
dwelt  upon  the  dangerous  condition  re- 
mlting  m>m  the  uncomfortable  feeling 
that  prevailed  between  the  White  and 
the  Black  races  in  South  Africa.  On 
the  occaaion  of  a  disturbance  in  Oriqua> 
land  East,  which  arose  out  of  a  squabble 
in  a  booth  or  tent,  two  Chiefs  were 
arrested.  One  of  them  escaped  into 
Pondolandy  returning  some  time  after- 
warda  with  a  Pondo  Chief  and  a  number 
of  Qriquas.  They  were  met  near  the 
oapital  bj  a  force  of  Colonial  police. 
The  Pondo  Chief  hoisted  a  fl£^  of  truce, 
but  it  was  disregarded.  The  police 
attacked,  and  a  number  of  Oriquas  were 
killed.  The  prisoners  taken  were,  it 
was  said,  to  be  tried  as  prisoners  of  war; 
but  now  it  was  understood  they  were  to 
be  treated  as  rebels,  as  others  had  been 
who  were  now  working  as  Colonists, 
which  was  exceedingly  unjust  and  un- 
fjtdr.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man would  give  the  question  some 
attention,  and,  if  he  found  it  possible, 
permit  these  poor  people,  after  the  war 
was  oyer,  to  return  to  their  homes.  He 
threw  out  the  suggestion  to  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  if  he  were  anxious  to 
redress  the  wron^  and  woes  which  had 
sunk  deep  into  the  minds  of  the  Native 
population,  whether  it  would  not  be  ad- 
visable to  take  that  course,  and  by  an 
act  of  justice  grant  free  pardon  to 
aD.  who  had  been  implicated  in  the 
late  rebellion.  He  did  not  wish  to 
claim  any  monopoly  for  those  who 
sat  on  that  side  of  the  House  for  hu- 
mane sentiment,  and  he  appealed  to 
hon.  Members  opposite  to  aid  them. 
There  was  no  doubt  that  the  Colonists 
were  in  favour  of  war.  The  speeches 
made  ^7  them  at  public  meetings  in  aid 
of  Sir  fiartle  Erere's  policy  proved  that. 
He  earnestly  hoped  that  a  new  start 
would  now  be  made,  that  a  new  policy 
would  be  adopted,  and  that  all  who  were 
oonoemed  in  the  late  rebellions  would  be 
amnestied.  He  would  be  surprised  if 
we  ever  got  a  penn^  from  the  Colony  for 
the  expenses  of  this  war.  The  remedy 
which  waa  required  was  very  plain  and 
praotioal,  and,  as  a  part  of  the  new 
policy,  he  trusted  that  no  assistance  of  a 
military  kind  would  in  future  be  given 
to  the  Colonists.  A  promise  to  that 
effisot  had  been  given  by  Lord  John 
Bussell,  in  rephr  to  a  Question  put  to 
him  by  SirDe  Lacy  Evans  as  far  back 
u  the  year  1851,  and  it  had  frequently 


been  mentioned  since.  In  future,  that 
policy  ought  to  be  strictly  given  effect 
to.  They  mi^ht  take  a  useful  lesson 
from  what  had  happened  in  the  case  of 
New  Zealand.  If  they  were  to  deal 
with  the  Cape  Colonies  in  the  same  way 
as  they  hacl  dealt  with  New  Zealand, 
the  recurrence  of  those  Native  wars 
would  be  most  improbable.  In  the  old 
days  of  the  Colonies  of  America,  the 
Colonists  used  to  drink  to  ''The Memory 
of  the  Last  War,  and  the  Success  of  the 
Next  War ; "  and  he  much  feared  that 
some  such  sentiment  existed  among  the 
inhabitants  of  South  Africa.  He  dis- 
approved of  the  policy  of  Sir  Bartle 
Frere,  who  had  encouraged  the  sending 
of  troops  to  the  Colony,  instead  of  dis- 
countenancing the  practice ;  and  he  was 
satisfied  that  unless  the  Government 
should  write  in  the  very  strongest  terms 
to  the  effect  that  England  would  not  be 
willing  in  the  future  to  incur  the  ex- 
pense involved  by  the  employment  of 
her  soldiers  in  South  Africa,  there  would 
be  an  indefinite  prolongation  of  such 
wars  as  that  which  we  were  now  waging. 
He  contended  that  it  was  hard  upon  our 
soldiers  that  they  should  be  engaged  in 
filibustering  wars,  and  would  conclude 
by  expressing  a  hope  that  the  (Govern- 
ment, in  order  to  promote  a  policy  of 
peace  in  South  Africa,  would  remove,  as 
soon  as  possible,  all  the  Imperial  Forces 
which  had  been  sent  out  to  our  Colonies 

in  that  part  of  the  world. 

Mb.  JUSTIN  M'CAETHY  said,  that 
a  more  interesting  and  instructive  speech 
than  that  delivered  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  had 
seldom  been  made  in  that  House.  The 
most  noticeable  point  about  the  speech 
to  which  he  referred  was  the  significant 
manner  in  which  the  hon.  Member  was 
able  to  show  that  these  South  African 
wars  had  all  begun,  been  carried  on,  and 
ended  in  the  same  way.  The  lesson 
which  he  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  desired 
should  be  drawn  from  the  present  state 
of  affairs  was  that  the  Government 
should  now  open  a  new  chapter  in  con- 
nection with  our  rule  in  Africa;  that 
they  should  either  form  a  policy  of  their 
own  and  adhere  to  it,  insisting  upon  its 
being  carried  out ;  or  they  should  allow 
the  Colonists  to  form  a  policy  of  their 
own,  and  carry  it  out  at  their  own  re- 
sponsibility and  risk.  So  long  as  we 
sustained  the  Colonies  in  any  policy  in 
which  they  chose  to  indulge,  so  long 
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Mk.  A.  M'ABTHUE  aaid,  be  thought 
it  was  clear  firom  what  had  been  said  in 
the  coarse  of  the  debate  that  manj 
things  had  been  done  in  regard  to 
the  Natire  races,  not  only  in  Sonth 
Africa,  but  also  in  other  Colonies,  of 
which  this  country  had  cause  to  be 
ashamed.  He  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Gateshead 
(Mr.  W.  H.  James),  that  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Imperial  troops  from  the 
Colonies  had  a  good  effect.  He  was 
certain,  firom  his  own  obserration,  that  it 
had  caused  the  cessation  of  hostilities  in 
New  Zealand,  and  he  beliered  the  same 
result  would  follow  their  withdrawal  from 
the  Cape.  It  must,  howeyer,  be  borne 
in  mind  that  in  the  former  case  the 
Maories,  though  brave  and  warlike, 
were  comparatiyely  few  in  number,  and 
that  the  Colonists  were  able  to  defend 
themselres.  It  would,  therefore,  be  un- 
fair to  compare  South  Africa  with  New 
Zealand  owing  to  the  orerwhelming 
number  of  Kaffirs  and  other  tribes  to 
be  dealt  with  in  the  former  countiy. 
He  considered  that  the  present  war 
should  be  brought  to  a  speedy  close  at 
any  sacrifice,  and  at  any  cost — he  did 
so  in  the  interest  of  humanity ;  and  that 
che  Goyemment  should  then  giye  the 
Colonist  to  understand  that  in  future 
they  must,  under  all  circumstances,  de- 
fend their  own  Frontiers  and  conduct 
their  own  wars ;  and  if  that  were  done 
he  belieyed  that  we  should  haye  fewer 
wars  on  hand  than  we  had  at  present. 

Mb.  HERMON  desired  to  say  that  the 
feelings  which  had  been  expressed  on 
the  other  side  were,  to  a  certain  extent, 
shared  by  hon.  Members  on  that  side. 
He  had  listened  with  pleasure  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain),  who  had  placed 
the  facta  before  them  in  such  a  forcible 
manner,  and  with  such  great  moderation 
and  ability.  He  must,  howeyer,  admit 
the  graye  difficulties  encountered  by  the 
Gt>yemment  in  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion. He  thought  when  they  remem- 
bered that  in  the  case  of  Colonies  such 
as  the  Motion  referred  to  they  were 
dealing  with  a  White  population  which 
numbered  only  some  20,000,  while  the 
Natives  were,  perhaps,  a  hundred  times 
that  number,  uiey  could  but  be  right  in 
teking  some  opportunity  of  impressing 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  the 
extreme  caution  which  they  ought  to 
exerdae  in  selecting  the  people  to  un- 


hoold  we  find  onrselyes  engaged  in  in- 
c-^^ant  and  constantly  recurring  wars. 
T*j.*i  warp  of  S^uth  A&ca  always  began 
;l  the  eafTOTntss  of  the  Coloniste  to  ob- 
tain the  land  of  the  Natiyes.  It  was 
time,  he  th-nnrht.  that  we  should  put  an 
end  to  what  was  the  most  shocking 
chai^flT  of  o':^'  history ;  but  the  chapter 
wnuid  nrit  l*e  cl^>9el  until  a  radical 
'•Laur^  rf  r^^  should  haye  been 
•i5*-a£  ir  :.=r  African  Colonies.  He 
f-^cr^c  t^t  r3  such  change  could  be 
rTr>*v"^-£  fr:=i  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  for  what 
::  j":&=.'ir  was  there  of  an  intention  on 
hii^  7«r:  T.-  tr«at  the  Imperial  Goyem- 
ix>^  ai'  a  ^i.<er  instead  of  a  seryant  ? 
r:*<rf  w«$  a  passage  in  Shakespeare 

•  Tja  know  the  m&n : 

?'  >  V  xir«xioTabIe«  and  fixed  he  is 
*  1  'r»  own  course." 

^S  .,1^  1.*  h.^ped  that?  however  fixed  the 

r.ui;^  .'X'  Sir  Bartle  Frere  might  be  in 

\  >  / Vx  nind.  the  Goyemment  would  be 

t  \«/  V  $hj»w  that  they  were  stronger 

•KW3  J.^.^  Hi^h  Commissioner,  and  that 

i<.  «:&;>  2v>t  unremovable.     He  confessed 

MC  Tlr^c^  was  nothing  he  dreaded  more 

IS  ^vtts^'tivxn  with  their  Colonial  affairs 

M.t  a  Olive  in  a  wrong  place,  or  a 

"'•  irtva  Hasting  out  of  time.     He  was 

t.  V,  i«,»wv«r,  without  a  certain  admira- 

■.  X  ^ox^  that  tenacity  of  purpose  and 

'»    \  ;n  bLiaiself  which  Sir  Bartle  Frere 

K  I  >^iowu.    No  one  could  read  through 

I  ^  iv^^vitoh^  without  feeling  a  certain 

-  :t:-u>i  auvl  admiration  for  that  power 

«   I  -^'t^v^Ive :  but  bethought  it  would  be 

j»  ;»*\i:  mistake  if  the  Government  were 

,>«\  v»w  that  kind  of  personal  policy  to 

-..*'^,-v.\   ^uce  it  must  lead  to  nothing 

>       cv*u;C5tutly  recurring  wars  in  South 

V  '  oA.     Now,  it  was  time  to  put  a  stop 

.  uitv  *>r  if  they  would  not  put  a  stop  to 

'^<;>tt  to  aci^pt  that  as  their  national 

;v  \.  auvi  once  for  all  drop  their  hypo- 

x\\^  th<^  $eore  of  Bussia  and  other 

^o^  \hho  bt>lieved  in  their  manifest 

,:.<^\i*N  •*-*  tuldl  a  certain  civiliring  mis- 

^o;<    ^  Ho  hoped  that,  from  that  time  at 

fAi:i  country  would  start  a  better 

ar  of  J^oulh  African  history;  but 


.Wv"^' 


««  V    V«< 


^.„  vvuld  oulv  be  done  by  the  Gtovem- 
v,v  oit^or  uituutaining  a  policy  of  their 
k,  or  !oAviug  the  Colonists  to  their 
.-^  I  ivluv  and  to  their  own  responsi- 
'^  :\*  U-^  would  earnestly  appeal  to 
Vk,'iSl.vo«!i6y**  V.tov^rument  to  be  strong 
.ijia  *u»i  itt  thw  policy  towards  South 
.l.tivA  in  the  fUtun?. 
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dertake  the  administrative  duties.  It 
was  trae  they  could  not  dispute  the  facts 
as  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member; 
and  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  to  the  desir- 
ability, not  only  of  speedily  terminating 
the  present  war,  but  also  of  taking  steps 
to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  a  similar 
outbreak. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  said,  he  was  grati- 
fied  at  the  pleasant  character  of  the  de- 
bate, and  he  believed  that  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  there  would  be  found  a 
unanimous  expression  of  opinion  with 
regard  to  the  case  so  ably  put  before 
them  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain).  He  under- 
stood that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  and  the  Government  were 
placed  in  a  very  difficult  position  with 
regard  to  the  serious  problem  which 
existed  as  to  our  relations  with  the 
South  African  Colonies.  He  was  sure 
that  all  of  them  had  sympathized  with 
the  Government  in  the  dilemma  in 
which  they  were  placed  by  recent  events, 
and  he  hoped  that  in  making  any  criti- 
cism upon  the  action  of  the  Government 
he  would  not  be  supposed  to  entertain 
any  Party  feeling  in  the  matter,  for  he 
honestly  desired  to  make  every  allow- 
ance for  the  difficulties  which  the  British 
Government  had  had  to  encounter.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  pointed  out  in  his 
speech,  which  was  not  historically  cor- 
rect, but  exhibited  a  perfect  apprecia- 
tion of  the  position,  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  pohcy  which  had  been  forced 
on  Her  M^esty's  Government  by  the 
combined  efforts  of  the  local  Legisla- 
tures and  the  Bepresentative  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  En^and  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Colony.  Well,  they  had  a 
right  to  criticize  the  Government  with 
regard  to  its  policy,  and  the  first  ques- 
tion which  arose  was,  how  was  it  pos- 
sible for  such  a  state  of  thines  to  come 
into  existence,  when  they  had  the  Colo- 
nial Office  in  constant  communieation 
with  the  Colonies,  provided  with  con- 
stant information  on  every  act  which 
took  place,  and  keeping  a  sharp  look- 
out— for  if  they  did  not  they  would  soon 
be  reminded  of  their  duty  by  outsiders 
on  all  that  took  place — ^how  was  it  that 
in  these  circumstances  these  successive 
wars  had  been  allowed  to  arise,  and  that 
a  very  strong  amount  of  repression  had 
not  been  plM>ed  upon  them  by  the  Gk>- 


vemment  at  once?  He  did  not  blame 
the  Colonial  Office  for  not  being  able  to 
force  their  will  on  the  authorities  of  the 
Colonies.  The  real  difficulty  was  the 
inability  of  the  Colonial  Office  to  force 
their  will  on  the  local  Legislatures,  par- 
ticularly when  that  influence  was  com- 
bined with  the  influence  of  a  headstrong 
Bepresentative  of  the  Home  Govern- 
ment. There  was  no  doubt  as  to  the 
facts,  and  the  Government  would  have 
been  almost  free  from  blame  if  they  had 
not  accepted  Sir  Bartle  Frere's  policy, 
and  backed  him  up  and  supported  him 
with  almost  Party  virulence.  If  it  had 
not  been  for  that,  he  (Mr.  Jenkins)  would 
not  have  attached  any  direct  responsi- 
bility to  the  Government  in  the  matter. 
In  spite  of  the  views  held  upon  the  sub- 
j  ect  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney),  he  (Mr.  Jenkins)  was  not  one 
of  those  who  believed  that  what  had 
taken  place  was  a  necessary  conseauence 
of  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal.  If  a 
correct  policy  had  been  followed  after 
that  act,  he  did  not  think  the  facts 
which  were  now  complained  of  would 
have  happened.  Tms,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  had  pointed 
out,  was  only  the  culmination  of  a  prin- 
ciple which  had  inspired  the  policy  of 
the  various  Governments  of  the  Cape  up 
to  the  present  time.  Well,  now  the 
House  had  not  only  to  consider  the 
frightful  results  of  the  events  of  the  last 
few  months,  but  something  more.  In 
spite  of  the  remonstrances  of  the  Go- 
vernment, they  found  there  still  re- 
mained at  the  Cape  a  High  Commis- 
sioner, who  referred  in  his  last  despatch 
to  his  views  formerly  expressed,  and 
seemed  to  g^ve  an  indication  of  his  in- 
tention to  carry  out  a  policy  which  the 
majority  were  anxious  to  repudiate.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham had  proposed  to  send  out  a  Com- 
mission to  take  information  on  this  sub- 
ject, as  they  were  thoroughly  convinced 
that  they  could  not  rely  on  the  official 
information  with  which  they  were  sup- 
plied. As  to  the  correctness  of  his  view 
on  the  subject  of  the  information  ftir- 
nished  there  could  be  no  mistake.  Any- 
one who  examined  their  Blue  Books, 
and  compared  them  with  the  informa- 
tion they  got  outside,  would  at  once  see 
the  trutiL  of  that  view.  Attention  had 
again  and  again  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  if  information  was  wanted  it  was 
not  to  be  had  from  official  sources,  and 
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hould  we  find  ourselves  engaged  in  in- 
cessant and  constantly  recurring  wars. 
The  wars  of  South  Africa  always  began 
in  the  eagerness  of  the  Colonists  to  ob- 
tain the  land  of  the  Natives.  It  was 
time,  he  thought,  that  we  should  put  an 
end  to  what  was  the  most  shocking 
chapter  of  our  history ;  but  the  chapter 
would  not  be  closed  until  a  radical 
change  of  policy  should  have  been 
effected  in  our  African  Colonies.  He 
feared  that  no  such  change  could  be 
expected  from  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  for  what 
indication  was  there  of  an  intention  on 
his  part  to  treat  the  Imperial  Govern- 
ment as  a  master  instead  of  a  servant  ? 
There  was  a  passage  in  Shakespeare 
which  said — 


<( 


You  know  the  man ; 


How  unremorable,  and  fixed  he  is 
In  his  own  course.** 

"Well,  he  hoped  that;  however  fixed  the 

Eolicy  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere  might  be  in 
is  own  mind,  the  Government  would  be 
able  to  show  that  they  were  stronger 
than  the  High  Commissioner,  and  that 
he  was  not  unremovable.  He  confessed 
that  there  was  nothing  he  dreaded  more 
in  connection  with  their  Colonial  affairs 
than  a  Clive  in  a  wrong  place,  or  a 
Warren  Hastings  out  of  time.  He  was 
not,  however,  without  a  certain  admira- 
tion for  that  tenacity  of  purpose  and 
faith  in  himself  whicn  Sir  Bartle  Frere 
had  shown.  No  one  could  read  through 
his  despatches  without  feeling  a  certain 
regard  and  admiration  for  that  power 
and  resolve ;  but  he  thought  it  would  be 
a  gpreat  mistake  if  the  Government  were 
to  allow  that  kind  of  personal  policy  to 
prevail,  since  it  must  lead  to  nothing 
but  constantly  recurring  wars  in  South 
Africa.  Now,  it  was  time  to  put  a  stop 
to  that,  or  if  they  would  not  put  a  stop  to 
it,  then  to  accept  that  as  their  national 
policy,  and  once  for  all  drop  their  hypo- 
crisy on  the  score  of  Bussia  and  other 
Powers  who  believed  in  their  manifest 
destiny  to  fulfil  a  certain  civilizing  mis- 
sion. He  hoped  that,  from  that  time  at 
least,  this  country  would  start  a  better 
chapter  of  South  African  history;  but 
that  could  only  be  done  by  the  Govern- 
ment either  maintaining  a  policy  of  their 
own,  or  leaving  the  Colonists  to  their 
own  policy  and  to  their  own  responsi- 
bility. He  would  earnestly  appeal  to 
Her  Majesty's  Government  to  be  strong 
and  just  in  their  policy  towards  South 
Africa  in  the  future. 

Mr,  JuBtin  McCarthy 


Mk.  A.  M'ARTHUE  said,  he  thought 
it  was  clear  from  what  had  been  said  in 
the  course  of  the  debate  that  many 
things  had  been  done  in  regard  to 
the  Native  races,  not  only  in  South 
Africa,  but  also  in  other  Colonies,  of 
which  this  country  had  cause  to  be 
ashamed.  He  agreed  with  his  hon. 
Friend  the  Member  for  Gateshead 
(Mr.  W.  H.  James),  that  the  with- 
drawal of  the  Imperial  troops  from  the 
Colonies  had  a  good  effect.  He  was 
certain,  from  his  own  observation,  that  it 
had  caused  the  cessation  of  hostilities  in 
New  Zealand,  and  he  believed  the  same 
result  would  follow  their  withdrawal  from 
the  Cape.  It  must,  however,  be  borne 
in  mind  that  in  the  former  case  the 
Maories,  though  brave  and  warlike, 
were  comparatively  few  in  number,  and 
that  the  Colonists  were  able  to  defend 
themselves.  It  would,  therefore,  be  un- 
fair to  compare  South  Africa  with  New 
Zealand  owing  to  the  overwhelming 
number  of  Kaffirs  and  other  tribes  to 
be  dealt  with  in  the  former  countiy. 
He  considered  that  the  present  war 
should  be  brought  to  a  speedy  close  at 
any  sacrifice,  and  at  any  cost — he  did 
so  in  the  interest  of  humanity  ;  and  that 
the  Government  should  then  give  the 
Colonist  to  understand  that  in  future 
they  must,  under  all  circumstances,  de- 
fend their  own  Frontiers  and  conduct 
their  own  wars  ;  and  if  that  were  done 
he  believed  that  we  should  have  fewer 
wars  on  hand  than  we  had  at  present. 

Mb.  HERMON  desired  to  say  that  the 
feelings  which  had  been  expressed  on 
the  other  side  were,  to  a  certain  extent, 
shared  by  hon.  Members  on  that  side. 
He  had  listened  with  pleasure  to  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain),  who  had  plac^ 
the  facts  before  them  in  such  a  forcible 
manner,  and  with  such  great  moderation 
and  ability.  He  must,  however,  admit 
the  g^ave  difficulties  encountered  by  the 
Government  in  dealing  with  the  ques- 
tion. He  thought  when  they  remem- 
bered that  in  the  case  of  Colonies  such 
as  the  Motion  referred  to  they  were 
dealing  with  a  White  population  which 
numbered  only  some  20,000,  while  the 
Natives  were,  perhaps,  a  hundred  times 
that  number,  tney  could  but  be  right  in 
taking  some  opportunity  of  impressing 
upon  Her  Majesty's  Government  the 
extreme  caution  which  they  ought  to 
exercise  in  selecting  the  people  to  un- 
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dertake  the  adminiBtratiye  duties.  It 
was  true  thej  could  not  dispute  the  facts 
as  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member; 
and  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  to  the  desir- 
ability, not  only  of  speedily  terminating 
the  present  war,  but  also  of  taking  steps 
to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  a  similar 
outbreak. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  said,  he  was  grati- 
fied at  the  pleasant  character  of  the  de- 
bate, and  he  believed  that  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  there  would  be  found  a 
unanimous  expression  of  opinion  with 
regard  to  the  case  so  ably  put  before 
them  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain).  He  under- 
stood that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  and  the  Government  were 
placed  in  a  very  difficult  position  with 
regard  to  the  serious  problem  which 
existed  as  to  our  relations  with  the 
South  African  Colonies.  He  was  sure 
that  all  of  them  had  sympathized  with 
the  Government  in  the  dilemma  in 
which  they  were  placed  by  recent  events, 
and  he  hoped  that  in  making  any  criti- 
cism upon  the  action  of  the  (Government 
he  would  not  be  supposed  to  entertain 
any  Party  feeling  in  the  matter,  for  he 
honestly  desired  to  make  every  allow- 
ance for  the  difficulties  which  the  British 
Government  had  had  to  encounter.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  pointed  out  in  his 
speech,  which  was  not  historically  cor- 
rect, but  exhibited  a  perfect  apprecia- 
tion of  the  position,  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  policy  which  had  been  forced 
on  Her  M^esty's  Government  by  the 
combined  efforts  of  the  local  Legisla- 
tures and  the  Bepresentative  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  En^and  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Colony.  Well,  they  had  a 
right  to  criticize  the  Government  with 
regard  to  its  policy,  and  the  first  ques- 
tion which  arose  was,  how  was  it  pos- 
sible for  such  a  state  of  things  to  come 
into  existence,  when  they  had  the  Colo- 
nial Office  in  constant  communieation 
with  the  Colonies,  provided  with  con- 
stant information  on  every  act  which 
took  place,  and  keeping  a  sharp  look- 
out— for  if  they  did  not  they  would  soon 
be  reminded  of  their  duty  by  outsiders 
on  all  that  took  place — how  was  it  that 
in  these  circumstances  these  successive 
wars  had  been  allowed  to  arise,  and  that 
a  very  strong  amount  of  repression  had 
not  been  plM>ed  upon  them  by  the  Gk>- 


vemment  at  once?  He  did  not  blame 
the  Colonial  Office  for  not  being  able  to 
force  their  will  on  the  authorities  of  the 
Colonies.  The  real  difficulty  was  the 
inability  of  the  Colonial  Office  to  force 
their  will  on  the  local  Legislatures,  par- 
ticularly when  that  influence  was  com- 
bined with  the  influence  of  a  headstrong 
Bepresentative  of  the  Home  Govern- 
ment. There  was  no  doubt  as  to  the 
facts,  and  the  Government  would  have 
been  almost  free  from  blame  if  they  had 
not  accepted  Sir  Bartle  Frere's  policy, 
and  backed  him  up  and  supported  him 
with  almost  Party  virulence.  If  it  had 
not  been  for  that,  he  (Mr.  Jenkins)  would 
not  have  attached  any  direct  responsi- 
bility to  the  Government  in  the  matter. 
In  spite  of  the  views  held  upon  the  sub- 
ject by  the  hon.  Memberfor  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney),  he  (Mr.  Jenkins)  was  not  one 
of  those  who  believed  that  what  had 
taken  place  was  a  necessary  consequence 
of  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal.  If  a 
correct  policy  had  been  followed  after 
that  act,  he  did  not  think  the  facts 
which  were  now  complained  of  would 
have  happened.  This,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  had  pointed 
out,  was  only  the  culmination  of  a  prin- 
ciple which  had  inspired  the  policy  of 
the  various  Governments  of  the  Cape  up 
to  the  present  time.  Well,  now  the 
House  had  not  only  to  consider  the 
frightful  results  of  the  events  of  the  last 
few  months,  but  something  more.  In 
spite  of  the  remonstrances  of  the  Go- 
vernment, they  found  there  still  re- 
mained at  the  Cape  a  High  Commis- 
sioner, who  referred  in  his  last  despatch 
to  his  views  formerly  expressed,  and 
seemed  to  give  an  in£cation  of  his  in- 
tention to  carry  out  a  policy  which  the 
majority  were  anxious  to  repudiate.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham had  proposed  to  send  out  a  Com- 
mission to  take  information  on  this  sub- 
ject, as  they  were  thoroughly  convinced 
that  they  could  not  rely  on  the  official 
information  with  which  they  were  sup- 
plied. As  to  the  correctness  of  his  view 
on  the  subject  of  the  information  ftir- 
nished  there  could  be  no  mistake.  Any- 
one who  examined  their  Blue  Books, 
and  compared  them  with  the  informa- 
tion they  got  outside,  would  at  once  see 
the  truth  of  that  view.  Attention  had 
again  and  again  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  if  information  was  wanted  it  was 
not  to  be  had  from  official  sources,  and 
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that  they  had  to  reeort  to  extraordinary 
means  in  order  to  obtain  it.    But  the 
question  here  was,  what  was  the  use  of 
sending  out  a  Oommission,  when  they 
knew  &e  exact  nature  of  the  problem 
they  had  to  solve?    What  hope  was 
there  that  it  would  show  them  any  way 
out  of  their  difficulties?    It  had  been 
Bi^TS^^  ^^^  ^^^  should  carry  out  the 
New  Zealand  policy  with  regard  to  the 
OapeOolonies ;  but  he  was  sure  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Oolonies  would  repudiate  that  idea. 
Was  the  right  hon.  (Gentleman  prepared 
to  withdraw  the  troops  from  the  Oape, 
and  allow  a  war  of  extermination  to  go 
on  between  the  Whites  and  the  Native 
races?     That  must  be  the  inevitable 
result  of  withdrawing  the  troops,  and 
they  could  not  do  that.    Every  humani- 
tarian sentiment  in  the  country  would 
revolt  from  such  a  course.    We  were 
responsible  as  a  nation  for  the  position 
of  our  fellow-countrymen  there,  and  we 
could  not  allow  them  to  commit  any  acts 
which  would  be  discreditable    to    the 
nation.   Then,  what  was  the  alternative  ? 
If  the  troops    were    withdrawn,    and 
they  threw  the   responsibility  on    the 
Oape  Legislature,  then  they  must  give 
to  that  body  the  right  to  do  as  it  pleased. 
If  not,  if  we  suppUed  them  with  troops, 
we  must  at  the  same  time  limit  their 
right.    We  must  do  one  thing  or  the 
other ;  that  the  House  should  distinctly 
understand.    In  this  case,  he  thought 
the^  could  not  pursue  the  New  Zealand 
pohcy;  or,  at  all  events,  not  for  some 
years  to  come.    It  might  be  gradually 
introduced,  but  it  was  not  practicable 
now.    Welly  that  being  impossible,  the 
country  ought  to  know  that  the  respon- 
sibility rested  on  us,  and  would  rest  upon 
us.    The  onlv  alternative  was  for  a  while, 
at  least  until  we  had  succeeded  in  tiding 
over  present  difficulties,  to  increase  the 
power  of  the  High  Commissioner — he 
hoped  another  one  would  be  appointed 
— and  to  restrict  to  a  certain  extent  the 
powers  of  the  local  Legislatures.    We 
must  not  continue  to  be  hurried  into 
wars  by  petty  Legislatures.    The  House 
^uite  appreciated  the  difficulty  of  the 
situation.    He  could  not  conceive  of  any- 
one coming  forward,  whatever  his  in- 
fluence or  authority,  and  saying  what 
should  be  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
Therefore,  all  they  could  do  was  what 
had  been  done  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Membeir  ibr  Birmingham  that  day.    He 
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had  shown  them  the  frightful  resuUa  of 
the  policy  which  had  been  pursued,  and 
asked  them,  at  all  events,  to  give  some 
sort  of  assurance  that  they  felt  the 
gravity  of  die  circumstances,  and  that 
ste^  would  be  taken  to  tide  over  tiie 
penod,  which  must  be,  for  many  yesfs  to 
come,  one  of  difficulty  and  trouble. 

Sib   MIOHAEL    HIOKS- BEACH 
said,  he  was  sure  he  could  not  in  the 
slightest  degree  complain  on  his  own 
part,  or  on  £e  part  of  the  Gbvsimment, 
of  the  course  of  the  debate,  or  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Ohamberlain).    They  aU  ap* 
preoiated  the  &et  that  the  problem  be- 
fore them  was  one  of  exceptional  diffi- 
<nilty,  a  problem,   perhaps,  unique  in 
the  history  of  Ck>lonial  administration. 
Therefore,  the    hon.    Gentleman    had 
very  properly  treated    this   as   by  no 
means    a   Party   question  —  a   ques- 
tion with  regard  to  which,  ^ouffh  he 
felt  it  to  be  ms  duty  to  bring  it  before 
the  House,  he  did  not  attempt  to  lay 
down  any  definite  line  of  poHoy ;  but  he 
was  anxious  to  express,  from  his  own 
point  of  view,  his  desire  to  support  ^e 
Government  in  their  attempte  to  deal 
with  it.    There  were  two  pointo  which 
he  (Sir  Michael  Hicka-Beach)  wished 
to  disnuss  with  a  few  words.     Rrst  of 
aU,  the  suggestion  that  the  Native  ques- 
tion in  South  Africa  was  identioal  with 
the  same  question   in   New  Zealand. 
All  those  who  had  looked  at  the  matter 
would  see  that,  owing  to  the  respective 
numbers  of  the  White  and  Native  popu- 
lation in  South  Africa  and  in  New  Zea- 
land, the  circumstances  were  as  distinct 
and  as  dissimilar  as  any  two  cases  could 
be.    The  second  point  was  tiie  sugges- 
tion— ^for  it  was  no  more— of  tlie  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  that  a  Oom- 
mission  should  be  appointed  to  go  out 
to  South  Africa  to  detl  with  this  ques- 
tion.   The  hon.  Member  did  not  press 
this  himself,  and  the  speakers  who  fol- 
lowed him  had  not  treated  it  as  aprao- 
tical  proposal.    He  (Sir  Michael  Hioka- 
Beach)  thought  that  it  could  not  be  so 
treated,  because  it  must  be  remembersd 
that   they  were  dealing,    not   with  a 
Grown  Oolony  like  those  to  whidi  pre- 
vious Oommissions  had  been  sent,  but 
with  a   Oolony  to  which    responsible 
government  had  been  given  by  Par- 
liament;   and   whether   he  looked  at 
the  proposal  as  viewed  from  the  effect 
whion  the  appointment  of  such  a  Gomr 
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jniMioii  might  hare  on  the  Blaok  races 
of  South  A&ioa,  and  Uie  excitement 
that  it  might  cause  in  their  mindsi 
already  sufficiently  excited  by  what 
had  passed;  or  whether  he  looked 
at  it  from  the  point  of  yiew  which 
the  Oolonists,  to  whom  had  been  in- 
trusted the  management  of  their  own 
affairs,  would  be  disposed  to  take,  he 
thought  that  from  neither  point  was  the 
proposal  one  which  could  be  considned 
as  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the  present 
difficulty.  No  doubt,  in  the  view  of 
some  hon.  Oentlemen,  a  Commission  of 
Inquiry  might  be  desirable  merely  to 
obtain  information;  but,  speaking  on 
behalf  of  the  OoFcmment,  he  would 
venture  to  state  that  he  had  complete 
confidence  in  the  information  supplied 
by  the  High  Oommissioner — ^he  might 
say  the  two  High  Oommissioners — now 
in  South  Africa ;  and,  so  far  as  any  in- 
quiry was  concerned,  he  was  convinced 
that  no  inquiry  would  be  conducted 
more  effectively  by  any  Commission 
than  it  would  be  by  the  High  Commis- 
sioners. He  must  refer  now  to  the  main 
arguments  of  the  able  and  eloquent  speech 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
Birmingham,  who  said  that  the  history 
of  SouuL  Africa  was  a  history  of  periodic 
Native  wars.  That,  he  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  feared,  was  too  true.  But 
as  that  had  been  the  history  of  South 
Africa  long  before  Sir  Bartie  Erere  went 
there,  it  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  fair 
of  the  hon.  Member  at  the  same  time  to 
blame  Sir  Bartie  Frere  as  the  cause  of 
it,  and  to  accuse  Sir  Bartie  Erere  of 
having  begun  six  or  seven  wars,  as  to 
every  one  of  which  the  Natives  had 
justice  on  their  side.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that,  in  his  opinion,  all  these 
wars  to  which  he  referred  had  arisen 
from  the  greed  of  the  Colonists  leading 
to  land  disputes  with  the  Natives,  and 
that  the  Coloniid  Administration  had 
forced  the  hand  of  the  (Government  at 
Home ;  but  that  our  state  of  knowledge 
did  not  allow  us  to  go  to  the  under- 
lying causes  of  these  outbreaks.  He  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  endeavoured 
to  make  himself  acquainted  with  the 
origin  of  these  incessantiy  recurring 
wars  in  South  Africa,  and  he  miffht 
put  forward  a  view  with  regard  to  this 
point  which  was  not  mesrely  his  own, 
but  the  view  of  mm  to  whose  know- 
ledge and  authority  everyone  would 
def  ^r.    So  far  from  agreeiBg  with  the 


hon.  Member,  that  those  wars  had  been 
due  to  the  greed  of  the  Colonists  for 
the  land  of  the  Natives,  he  bcUeved  they 
were  due  to  two  facts,  in  which  the  his- 
tory of  South  Africa  amongour  Colonial 
possessions  was  unique.  The  first  was 
the  movement  of  the  Whites  to  the 
North,  and  the  second  was  the  move- 
ment of  the  Blacks  to  the  South.  There 
had  been  constantiv,  ever  since  the  Bri-> 
tish  annexation  of  the  Cape  Colony,  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  a  certain  number 
of  White  inhaoitants  of  tiiat  Colony  fbr 
political  reasons  to  push  forward  into 
the  wilderness  to  the  North.  What  had 
that  led  to  F  It  had  led  to  contests  be- 
tween them  and  the  Native  Tribes  in 
whose  territory  they  found  themselves 
—  contests  attended  by  circumstances 
which  all  regretted  and  deplored.  He 
could  not  blame  the  emigrant  settiers 
for  the  circumstances  which  occurred : 
they  were  few  against  many,  and  were 
fighting  for  their  lives.  But  the  con- 
t^ts  arose,  and  then  the  attention  of 
Parliament  was  from  time  to  time  called 
to  the  facts;  the  danger  arising  from 
them  to  our  settied  Colonies  was  urged, 
and  a  further  extension  of  our  Domi- 
nions was  &imd  to  be  necessary.  But 
these  wars  had  sometimes  arisen  with- 
out any  action  of  this  kind  on  the  part 
of  the  Whites.  Look  at  what  occurred 
in  the  years  between  1885  and  1846. 
In  1885  Lord  Glenelg  repudiated  the 
action  of  E^  Benjamin  D'Urban,  who 
had  annexed  the  territory  between  the 
Kei  and  the  Keiskamma,  and  directed 
withdrawal  within  our  former  boundary, 

S'ving  the  land  from  which  we  with- 
■ew  over  to  the  Native  Tribes  under 
their  Chiefs.  What  was  the  result  ?  The 
result  was  repeated  acts  of  cattie  steal- 
ing on  the  Border  by  those  very  Native 
Tnbes,  in  spite  of  the  Treaties  with  the 
Chiefr  to  whom  the  land  had  been  re- 
stored. No  redress  could  be  obtained 
from  those  Chiefs.  Treaties  of  a  more 
stringent  character  were  tried ;  but  they 
were  also  broken.  Prisoners  were  res- 
cued and  murdered  within  the  Colony, 
and  at  length  the  necessity  arose  of 
taking  measures  for  the  restoration  to  the 
Colony  of  the  authority  over  the  land, 
and  thus  Lord  Glenelg's  policy  was  re- 
versed. That  was  an  instance  of  the 
working  of  the  second  cause  to  which 
he  had  refsned.  The  extension  in  this 
case  was  not  due  to  any  greed  on  the 
part  of  tiie  Oolonists ;  it  was  due  to  the 


lOOMMO^)        ofJUtAiM  AJUrt. 


1884 


«».1( 


5V>v 


^     . 


^ ixam  Hu-  Sar±  o£  tlie  Black 

IlribOb  viio  lumuiiur  pastoral  rather 
^nmi  ajmcchiinL:  Izaicis.  increasiiig 
nn^t-r  E.  sinnber^  rrjsr  the  oompara- 
-Z!^*  TMfte^  "^r:.;:!.  tiif^  ^cioved,  owing  to 

tb-  ii»ur:.''"cr'  "*^  ^'^^^  ^®  Colony,  and 

ic  l:.-    .uiff  S'ie  by  Tribes  from 

T-z^    .'*^r^  on  their  part,  an 

r     '.    u»<t:r  toondaries  to    the 

i-    vrriLJi  iiEtnm  to  the  other 

^*     ..v^-cr»  ci  the  Colonists  to 

:.-.    >\  reward.     There  was  a 

.-^^uiv^  of  that  in  the  case  of 

\  ".a.-  jccurred  ?    Some  oonsi- 

'.^^  :£  Dutch  Colonists  mi- 

r  -^  ^*?  Cape  to  Natal,  being 

..*  -u  i'j»  so  by  the  reversal  of 

>    ^c  Sir  Benjamin  D'Urban, 

*.,    ?.-:wa  r^j^crictions  which  had  been 

,   .  -^    li'^xt  iheir  relations  with  their 

«^  'f    ^nrsAtsw    Disputes  arose    be- 

*?<^     im     Dutch    and    the    Natives, 

iroances  followed,  there  being 

u  been  sides.     Danger  arose  to 

^      *.;ccutLB^  Colonies,  and  the  Home 

*v««r>taioct:  had  to  interfere,  and  how 

h<M>    11  >k;  interference  brought  about  ? 

V.    .>^l.^   alter    authentic    information 

ou.   >v^ti  received  of  the  massacre  of 

<    *>   v^t    the    Dutch    pioneers  by  the 

..luk   the  position   of  those  who  re- 

uouiiv'\I  was  regarded  as  so  dangerous, 

•alv  :o  themselves,  but  to  the  safety 

lo  « Iiole  European  element  in  South 

L  I  •wiii»  cliat  the  Government  was  obliged 

v  j.\:vtid  its  possessions  by  the  military 

.xva\Ki;xv.>a    and    annexation  of  Natal. 

i.'uu  ^AteiLsion  was  absolutely  advocated 

V,   ,iK»  lime  by  the  Aborigines  Protec- 

.ca  :svietY«  in  the  interests  of  humanity, 

j^t4:u<>s  the  reluctance  of  the  Imperial 

^.'^vruiueut.     Such  instances  as  these 

^i.vJL  he  had  given  showed  the  real 

^\fc4.c««N^  which  had  been  at  work  in  our 

vv-auwciou  with  South  AMca,  and  that 

•  ^>/  c«iu^  of  the  various  extensions  of 

T^si^A^rv   was    not,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 

Vvf  t^>^  Binuingham  had    stated,   the 

^»%\\i  ^£  the  Colonists  for  the  land  of  the 

S.i  v^^.^     '^^^  ^^^-  Gentleman  went  at 

^t\N*;    length    into    the    circumstances 

%.i.v^  »(xvttipanied  and  followed   the 

l>^ii*kei  War,  and  he  referred  to  the 

VK'^KV  o£  disarmament  of  the  Natives, 

wh.vh  had  b^^tt  adopted  after  the  con- 

cuUcioa  ^>f  that  war.    The  hon.  Member 

lold  ih^  House  that  it  brought  about 

ttot  only  SaacUUi's  outbreak,  but  also 

Moiroai^s  ia  Basutoland.     Judging  so 

far  aa  he  could  firom  the  statements  he 
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had  received  and  laid  before  the  House, 
he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  did  not 
believe  the  policy  of  disarmament  had 
anything  to  do  with  either  >  of  these 
outbreaks.  Then  the  hon.  Member 
said  that  this  policy  was  carried  out 
illegally,  and  without  any  discrimina- 
tion. On  the  contrary,  it  had  be^i 
carried  out,  he  believed,  with  the  ut- 
most care  and  caution  by  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment, and  if  there  had  been  any 
breach  of  the  law  it  would,  no  doubt,  be 
questioned  by  the  Opposition  in  the 
Assembly  at  Cape  Town.  He  did  not 
agree  with  the  su^estion  of  the  hon. 
Member,  that  the  possession  of  arms 
generally  by  the  Natives  of  South  Africa 
was  a  desirable  thing.  He  thought  it 
was  an  extremely  undesirable  thing; 
and  to  the  confidence  in  their  own 
strength,  which  the  Natives  had  derived 
from  it,  was,  in  his  opinion,  mainly  due 
the  late  series  of  wars,  at  the  conclusion 
of  which,  he  hoped,  the  country  had  now 
arrived.  Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  the  question  of  indenturing 
Natives ;  but  he  did  not  quote  the  de- 
spatch of  July  3  to  Sir  Bartle  Frere.  In 
that  despatch,  which  had  been  laid  on 
the  Table,  he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
had  expressed  the  views  of  the  Gk>vein- 
ment  on  that  subject ;  and  they  were, 
he  thought,  in  accordance  with  those 
held  by  hon.  Members  on  bodi  sides  of 
the  House.  If  the  notice  issued  by  the 
Cape  Government  was  accurately  re- 
ported, it  was  a  notice  which  was  not 
justified  by  anything  which  had  been 
reported  to  him,  and  he  had  taken  such 
steps  as  were  in  his  power  to  deal  with 
the  matter,  remembering  that  although 
it  appeared  to  be  authentic  its  authen- 
ticity had  not  yet  been  ascertained,  and 
it  was,  in  any  case,  only  right  that  an 
opportunity  for  explanation  shotdd  be 
i^orded.  The  hon.  Member  had  also 
referred  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Sprigg, 
the  present  Prinlie  Minister  of  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope.  He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  should  receive  with  reserve  tlie 
reports  of  speechee  made  at  dinners  in 
the  Colony,  unless  he  knew  from  what 
source  the  speechee  were  quoted.  The 
report  which  had  been  quoted  might 
have  been  obtained  from  an  Opposition 
newspaper,  and  he  was  afr^d  that  Op- 
position newspapers  in  the  Colonies  were 
often  not  more  scrupulous  in  their  treat- 
ment of  Members  of  the  Government 
than  Opposition  newspapers  in  other 
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ooiintries.  No  doubt,  if  the  report  quoted 
were  correct,  the  sentimeiits  emmciated 
were  entirely  objectionable;  and  he  did 
not  doubt  that  in  that  event  the  influence 
of  the  Governor  of  the  Cape  Colony 
ought  to  be,  and  would  be,  exerted  in 
the  direction  which  they  would  all  de- 
sire. Hon.  Members  opposite  attributed 
to  Sir  Bartle  Frere  grave  misconduct 
with  reference  to  the  Zulu  War;  and 
on  this  they  seemed  ready  to  heap  any 
number  of  other  charges.  He  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  however,  did 
not  know  any  charge  which  could  be 
made  against  Sir  Bartle  Frere  with  less 
justice  than  that  of  attributing  to  him, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
had  done,  a  desire  to  introduce  forced 
labour  into  South  Africa,  or  indifference 
to  anything  which  could  be  characterized 
as  similar  to  slavery.  Any  such  con- 
duct would  be  contrary  to  the  whole 
history  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere's  life  and 
action.  The  hon.  Member  next  dealt 
with  the  way  in  which  the  Gaikas  had 
been  removed  to  Galekaland,  and  he 
referred  to  the  correspondence  of  an 
Opposition  newspaper.  The  Cape  Argusy 
containing  certain  opinions  on  that  point. 
It  was  only  right  to  hear  also  the  story 
as  told  by  the  Ministry  themselves ;  and 
he  would  read  two  paragraphs  from 
the  speech  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere  at 
the  opening  of  the  Cape  Parliament. 
Sir  Bartle  Frere  said  that  he  was  glad 
to  be  able  to  state,  on  the  testimony  of 
the  magistrates  and  of  the  Gaikas  them- 
selves, that  their  removal  was  carried 
out  without  hardship,  and  had  been  at- 
tended with  the  happiest  results.  The 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  was  strictly 
prohibited,  and,  instead  of  indulging  in 
idleness  and  dissipation,  they  had  settled 
down  to  agricultural  labour,  and  pro- 
mised to  be  distinguished  as  a  peace- 
able, orderly,  and  law-abiding  people. 
As  to  the  allegation  that  the  number  of 
the  Galekas  had  been  reduced  from 
80,000  to  1 5,000,  it  was  to  be  remembered 
that  the  higher  calculation  of  their  num- 
ber was  anterior  to  what  was  known 
as  th,e  cattle-killing  madness  in  South 
Africa,  in  which,  by  the  mad  action  of 
the  Kafifirs  themselves,  there  was  a  large 
destruction  of  theiueupplies  of  food,  and 
numbers  of  them  perished.  In  addition 
to  that,  they  had  to  bear  great  suffering 
from  drought.  Sir  Bartle  Frere  stated 
that  most  of  those  who  objected  to  the 
removal  of  the  Gaikas  at  £rst  now  ad- 


mitted that  it  was  good  for  the  Gaikas 
themselves,  and  they  unanimously  ap- 
proved the  prohibition  of  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors,  and  of  the  system 
of  giving  individual  titles  to  the  land. 
The  hon.  Member  related — and  a  pain- 
ful relation  it  was — the  stories  which 
had  reached  him  of  the  cruelties  com- 
mitted in  these  wars.  He  should  be  the 
last  to  defend  any  such  actions  as  those 
which  had  been  described;  they  were 
a  disgrace  to  any  who  perpetrated  them, 
and  they  reflected  disgrace  upon  us  in 
this  country.  But  he  must  again  remind 
the  House  that  many  of  these  stories, 
coming  from  the  correspondence — often, 
of  course,  anonymous — of  Opposition 
newspapers,  were  liable  to,  at  any  rate, 
the  suspicion  of  exaggeration.  When 
the  hon.  Member  composed  the  sen- 
tences passed  on  White  men  for  crimes 
committed  against  Natives  emd  the  sen- 
tences passed  on  Natives  for  crimes  com- 
mitted against  White  men,  it  was  im- 
possible to  follow  him  in  such  a  com- 
parison without  a  knowledge  of  all  the 
circumstances  of  each  case ;  and,  in  fair- 
ness to  the  Colonists,  statements  of  the 
kind  ought  not  to  be  too  readily  believed. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  some  of  them, 
into  which  it  had  been  his  duty  to  in- 
quire, had  been  proved  to  be  unfounded ; 
and  with  regard  to  others,  as  the  hon. 
Member  admitted,  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ment had  discharged  its  duty  by  dealing 
with  them  promptly  and  satisfactorily. 
He  feared  it  was  but  too  possible  that 
there  had  been  actions  in  these  wars 
which  would  be  liable  to  the  strongest 
epithets  which  had  been  used  with  re- 
gard to  them  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham.  But  we  must  remember 
that  this  Parliament,  some  years  ago, 
gave  to  the  Cape  Colony  the  benefit  of 
responsible  government ;  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  of  the  Cape 
Colony,  with  which  alone  it  rested,  to 
deal  with  these  matters  as  they  occurred 
and  properly  to  punish  the  authors  of 
these  crimes.  How  was  it  that  any  cir- 
cumstances of  the  sort  could  have  oc- 
curred ?  We  ought,  he  thought,  to 
picture  to  ourselves  precisely  the  position 
of  affairs  at  the  Cape.  There  was,  un- 
questionably, a  general  rising  among 
the  Native  races,  or,  if  not  a  general 
rising,  a  general  feeling  of  dissatisfac- 
tion against  the  White  population  of  the 
Colony,  who  were  comparatively  small 
in  number,  an4  were  often  so  scattered 
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among  almost  innumerable  Natiyes  as 
to  be  oomparatiFely  powerless  in  the 
eyent  of  an  ontbreaJc.  We  were  bound 
to  make  allowance  for  men  placed  in 
this  position ;  and  while  we  ought  to  ex- 
pect from  them  that,  as  British  subjects, 
they  should  be  g^ded  b^  feelings  of 
humanity,  he  should  be  disposed  to  at> 
tribute  any  cruelties  that  might  haye  oc- 
curred to  &e  position  in  which  they  were 
placed,  and  not  to  blame  the  Oolonists 
themselyes  so  much  as  the  system  that 
had  been  pursued.  We  had  giyen  to 
South  Africa  responsible  goyemment, 
and  when  we  gaye  it  we  did  not  accom- 
pany it  with  that  which  would  haye  se- 
cured proper  administration  with  regard 
to  the  Natiye  races.  We  did  not  take 
measures  to  secure  that,  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  administering  their  own 
sifGedrs,  the  Oape  Oolonists  should  also 
undertake  their  own  defence  against 
Natiye  aggression  or  insurrection.  If 
he  had  time  to  go  into  the  circumstances, 
he  could  proye  that  there  were  real  out- 
breaks on  the  part  of  the  Natiyes,  not 
proyoked  by  any  action  of  the  Oolonists, 
and  when  wese  outbreaks  had  occurred 
the  Oolonists  had  found  themselyes  with- 
out any  organised  force  to  deal  with 
them.  Yoluntoers  were  called  for,  tem- 
porary leyies  were  raised ;  and  he  would 
yenture  to  say,  if  any  of  these  stories 
could  be  traced  out,  it  would  be  found 
that  they  were  true  only  of  persons  who 
had  not  been  accustomed  to  discipline 
and  had  not  been  placed  under  proper 
regulation  for  the  conduct  of  war.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  proper  remedy 
for  this  was  not  that  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H. 
James) — merely  to  tell  the  Oape  Oolo- 
nisto  that  you  would  neyer  send  any 
more  troops  to  South  Africa,  without 
taking  any  other  action  at  the  same 
time.  He  feared  that  that  had  been 
said  by  his  Predecessors  on  more  than 
one  occasion.  We  ought  to  endeayour, 
if  we  could,  to  take  such  steps  as  would 
induce  and  enable  the  Oolonists  to  make 
a  permanent  proyision  of  organized  force 
for  their  own  defence.  That  was  the 
way  in  which  we  might  lighten  the  re- 
sponsibilities which  hitherto  had  pressed 
so  heayily  upon  this  country.  That  was 
the  way  by  which  we  might  secure  the 
succesi^  and  humane  conduct  of  future 
Natiye  wars,  should  any  unhappily  arise. 
We  must  impress  upon  the  Ooloniste 
that  it  rests  with  them  to  proyide  for  the 
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management  of  Natiye  afiOnirs,  and  to 
protect  themselyes  against  the  conse- 
quences of  mismanagement.  In  that  way, 
we  should  giye  them  the  strongest  pos- 
sible inducement  for  the  proper  manage- 
ment of  these  Natiye  questions.  We 
must  induce  and  enable  the  Oolonists  to 
proyide  a  permanent  force,  properly 
disciplined,  for  their  own  protection — a 
force  with  which  they  could  deal  with 
any  emergency  that  might  arise,  and 
deal  with  it  humanely,  and  at  the  same 
time  so  promptly  as  to  preyent  the  out* 
break  from  spreading  so  as  to  endanger 
the  Oolony.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham had  yery  rightly  attributed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Goyemment  a  desire  to 
press  forwa^  the  Oonf ederation  of  the 
South  African  Oolonies.  He  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  belieyedthat  such  a  policy 
would  be  the  right  solution  of  this  great 
question.  He  belieyed  that  such  a  policy 
miffht  be  made  to  effect  the  results  he 
had  indicated;  it  would  enable  the 
Oolonists  themselyes  to  deal  with  Native 
affiedrs,  sulnect,  of  course,  to  that  gene- 
ral control  by  the  Imperial  Parli^ent 
which  was  reseryed  by  the  proyisions 
of  the  South  African  Act  passed  by  this 
House  two  years  ago ;  and  it  would  give 
so  much  local  selF^goyemment  to  those 
who  were  anxious  for  it  as  would 
enable  them  to  obtain  that  real  inde- 

fendence  which  they  professed  to  desire, 
t  would  enable  them  to  base  their  gene- 
ral policy  with  regard  to  Natiye  ques- 
tions on  a  uniform  and  coherent  system; 
to  encourage  the  ciyilisation  of  the 
Natiyes  not  by  forced  labour  for  others, 
but  by  leadinff  them  from,  a  pastoral 
and  barbarous  life  to  the  cultiyation  of 
their  own  property  as  freeholders ;  and 
by  the  yery  means  discouraging  the 
barbarous  customs  inseparable  from 
their  former  mode  of  life,  which,  in 
some  cases,  had  been  tolerated  too  long. 
In  that  way,  the  Natiyes  would  be 
trained  by  degrees  to  the  restrictionB,  as 
they  womd  at  first  appear  to  be,  of  our 
ciyilization.  Such  a  policnr,  by  bringing 
the  Natiye  population  within  the  (>>lo- 
nies  under  what  would  be,  to  barbarous 
tribes,  the  irksome  control  of  dyilized 
law,  would  do  not  a  little  to  discourage 
that  great  migration  Southwards  of 
the  Natiye  Tribes  —  one  of  the  causes 
which  had  led  to  these  constant  and  re- 

Seated  wars.    That  was  the  noliey  Her 
[ajesty's  Qoyemment  would  wish  to 
pursue,  and  which  they  had  already  im- 
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pressed  upon  those  who  were  intrusted 
with  the  administratioii  of  affairs  in 
South  Africa ;  and  he  thought  he  might 
venture  to  hope  after  the  discussion  of 
that  day,  and  the  desire  shown  by  hon. 
Membors  of  opposite  political  opinions 
to  assist  the  Government  as  far  as  they 
could  in  the  solution  of  this  great  pro- 
blem, that  it  would  command  the  sup- 
port of  the  county. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FORSTER  said,  it  was 
not  easy  to    over-estimate    either   the 
ability  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  or 
the  obligation  the  House  was  under  to 
him  for  having  brought  forward  and 
initiated    a  debate    which    he    trusted 
would  be  of  real  use.    With  regard  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronet  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies,  he  (Mr. 
"VV.  E.  Forster)  very  much  agreed  with  the 
tone  of  it  and  the  intentions  which  it 
discussed.    It  was  only  by  such  a  policy 
as  he  had  indicated,  based  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  justice  and  humanity,  that  they 
could  hope  for  any  amelioration  of  the 
present  state  of  things.     Although  that 
was  the  case,  it  was  with  great  pain  that 
he  heard  his  hon.  Friend's  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain's) remarks  on  the  present  condi- 
tion of  our  South  African  Colony.    Many 
years  ago,  it  had  fallen  to  his  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster's)  lot  to  study  the  state  of  the 
Cape  Colony  carefully,  in  order  to  be- 
come convinced  of  the  extent  to  which 
the  spirit  of  slavery  and  the  spirit  of  op- 
pression prevailed  against  the  Coloured 
race  by  the  White  population.  He  had 
hoped  for  a  great  change  for  the  better ; 
but  from  much  which  his  hon.  Friend 
the    Member     for     Birmingham     had 
stated,  it  would  appear  that  he  was  too 
sanguine  in  that  hope.    Nevertheless,  he 
could  not  but  trust  that,  in  spite  of  what 
they  had  heard,  there  were  facts  also  on 
the  other  side.     There  was  one  hope  for 
the  future  of  the  Cape  Colony,  especially 
in  relation  to  the  Coloured  race,  which 
contrasted  most  favourably  with  the  con- 
dition of  that  race  20  or  30  years  ago, 
and  that  was  that  there  was  now,   as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  said,  a  strong  Opposition 
Party.     It  was  a  fact  that  such  a  Party 
now  existed,  comprised  of  men  of  great 
influence  in  the  Colony,  and  not  only  men 
of  philanthropy  and  benevolence,  but 
also  men  of  position  and  property  who 
advocated     a    policy    of    justice    and 
humanity  towards  the  Black   man  as 

YOL.  CCXLYin.    [niiBD  SERIES.] 


essential  to  the  prosperity  of  the  Colony. 
It  was  the  existence  of  that  Party  more 
than  anything  else  that  made  him  more 
hopeful  that  the  result  of  the  Federation 
scheme  would  be  accomplished.    He  was 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
give  up  his  hope  of  a  Confederation. 
He  agreed  with  nim  that  it  was  only  by 
a  Confederation  the  Cape  Colony  could 
be  made  to  feel  its  responsibilify,  and 
give  men  of  justice  and  humanity  in  the 
Colony  a  chance  of  their  views  being 
carried  out.      Now  they  came  to  the 
question — ^What  could  be  done  for  the 
future  of  the  Colony  ?    There  had  been 
a  general  feeling  tluroughout  the  House 
of  sympathy  with  the  Government  for 
having  to  deal  with  a  very  difficult  ques- 
tion like  this — one  of  the  most  difficult 
questions  a  Government  could  have  to 
deal  with.    No  one  could  rest  contented 
with  the  present  state  of  affairs,  or  bear 
with  any  kind  of  equanimity,  or  even 
forbearance,  what  had  happened  so  often, 
and  what  would  happen  now  in  South 
A&ica.    Enormous  sums  of  money  and 
loss  of  life  were  being  spent  in  wars 
which    many  in    that  House    thought 
ought  never  to  have  been  undertaken ; 
while  upon  the  policy  which  led  to  these 
wars,  they  had  hitherto  had  but  little 
control.     How,  then,  were  these  things 
to  be  stopped  ?    The  hon.  Member  for 
Gateshead  (Mr.  W.   H.  James)  came 
forward  with  a  very  strong  and  a  very 
drastic  remedy.     He  said — "  Withdraw 
all  your  troops."   He  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
did  not  think  we  could  do  that.     On  the 
contrary,   he  thought  that  meant  dis- 
solving our  union  with  the  Cape.     The 
time  might  possibly  come — he  trusted  it 
would  not — when  they  might  be  com- 
pelled to  do  that ;  but  they  ought  to  do 
all  they  could  to  prevent  it.     It  had  been 
said  that  that  policy  had  been  successful 
in  the  case  of  New  Zealand ;  but  the 
case  of  New  Zealand  was  far  different 
from  that  of  the  Cape,  where  the  Native 
element  was   stronger.      It  was  quite 
time  we  could  leave  the  Colonists  of  New 
Zealand  to  deal  with  the  Natives ;  but  if 
we  were  to  leave,  entirely  and  absolutely, 
the  Colonists  in  South  Africa  to  deal  with 
the  Natives,  one  of  two  things  must 
happen — very  likely  both.     Either  we 
should  hear  terrible  stories  of  the  mode 
in  which  the  war  was  being  carried  on 
^stories  that  would  make  us  feel  we 
could  hardly  bear  further    connection 
with  the  Colonists,  who  would  probably 

3P 


1891  South  A  frtea— Administration  {COMMONS) 


of  Native  A  fairs,         1892 


wage  war  after  the  manner  of  the  Native 
population — or  we  should  hear  also  that 
the  White  men  and  women  were  in 
danger  of  being  utterly  destroyed  by  the 
Natiyes.  The  country  would  resist  an 
act  like  that.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Gateshead  would  not  get  the  English 
people  to  approve  of  that  policy.  They 
would  say — "After  all,  these  are  our 
fellow-countrymen,  of  our  own  race  and. 
religion,  and  we  cannot  absolutely  leave 
them  to  themselves."  In  these  circum- 
stances, we  should  be  obliged  to  come  to 
their  rescue ;  but  even  if  the  possibility 
of  the  dissolution  of  the  union  were 
admitted,  he  did  not  think  it  could  be 
admitted  this  country  was,  after  all, 
irresponsible  for  the  present  state  of 
things  in'  South  Africa.  His  conviction 
was  that  we  ought  to  have  given  up 
our  control  over  the  Boers  and  their 
incursions  northward.  Still,  they  could 
not  do  that  as  matters  now  stood.  He 
was  delighted  to  hear  that  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  insist  on  the  Cape 
taking  its  share  of  its  own  defence ;  and 
he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  was  by  the  Colonists  organizing 
themselves,  and  bearing  their  own  part 
in  the  defence  of  the  country,  that  we 
should  be  most  likely  able  to  prevent 
those  acts  of  cruelty  which  they  were  so 
sorry  to  hear.  They  had  now  a  respon- 
sible self-governing  community  to  deal 
with  at  the  Cape.  Whether  it  was  a 
mistake  to  give  self-government  to  the 
Cape  was  a  grave  question.  For  his  own 
part,  he  did  not  think  it  was  a  mistake ; 
at  all  events,  they  could  not  now  take 
that  self-government  away.  The  problem 
of  the  Government  was  a  fresh  de- 
parture. They  must  ask  themselves — 
''  What  terms  shall  we  make  with  the 
Governments  of  the  South  African  com- 
munities generally  for  the  future? " 
That  was  to  say-ron  what  terms  should 
they  consent,  in  any  case  in  the  future,  to 
assist  the  South  African  Colonists  with  our 
own  troops  ?  He  thought  the  time  had 
come  when  the  Government  ought  to  say, 
with  the  greatest  possible  determination, 
that  the  terms  must  be  different  from  what 
they  had  been.  They  must  say—**  They 
shall  be  definite  terms.  You  shall  not 
find  the  policy,  and  we  find  the  money 
and  men  to  carry  it  out.  We  must  have 
our  share  in  the  policy.  We  shall  have 
an  alliance ;  but  on  such  terms  that 
we  shall  be  able  to  hear  our  voice 
g^ding  you,   asking    you  about  your 
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frontier  policy  and  your  treatment  of  the 
Natives,  and  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
you  conduct  your  war.  We  also  claim 
the  right  to  demand  from  you,  for  our 
own  and  for  your  sake,  that  yuu  shall 
take  a  share  in  your  own  defence."  He 
was  not  at  all  surprised  at  the  Government 
seeing  very  great  difficulty  in  sending 
out  a  Commission  ;  but  he  thought  it 
was  a  suggestion  that  ought  not  to  be 
dismissed  as  an  impossible  alternative.  A 
very  strong  Commission,  sent  out  not  for 
the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  past,  but 
for  the  simple  purpose  of  reporting  to  the 
Government  their  views  as  to  ^e  terms 
of  our  future  relations  with  the  Colony, 
would,  he  thought,  be  attended  with 
great  advantage.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  there  was  something  in  the  re- 
mark of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain), that  a 
Governor  was  not  the  best  mode  of  ob- 
taining information.  He  did  not  wish 
to  make  any  charge  against  individuals. 
Deeply  as  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  regretted 
the  policy  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  he  did  not 
wish  to  make  a  remark  personally  as 
regarded  him.  What  he  would  say  was, 
he  thought  they  now  saw  that  a  Governor 
of  a  Colony — a  Governor  of  even  so  strong 
a  will  as  Sir  Bartle  Frere — was  liable 
to  be  influenced  by  the  Party  in  the 
Colony  which  held  the  reins  of  power ; 
and  he  doubted  if  the  Government  would 
be  able  to  make  their  terms,  in  the  fu- 
ture, with  the  Colony  through  the  High 
Commissioner,  or  through  any  Governor 
of  Cape  Colony.  They  might,  however, 
be  able  to  do  so  through  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley.  That  was  a  responsibility 
which  must  be  left  with  the  Government. 
He  was  very  hopeful  when  a  man  like 
Sir  Bartle  Frere  went  out  that  they 
were  going  to  have  a  new  era  in  the 
Cape  Colony.  He  knew  him  person- 
ally, and  knew  also  how  anxious  he  was 
for  a  just  and  true  consideration  of  the 
Natives.  Well,  the  argument  in  favour 
of  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal  was 
this — ^that  the  Boers  were  engaged  in  a 
policy  which  was  unjust,  and  which 
brought  them  into  quarrels  with  their 
neighbours,  and  that  we  could  not  let 
them  take  the  consequenoes  of  that 
policy  and  be  massacred,  because  there 
was  reason  to  believe  that  before  their 
destruction  their  policy  wOuld  have 
brought  on  a  general  Native  war.  He 
did  not  blame  Sir  Bartle  Frere;  but 
what  was  done  was,  that  the    policy 
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wliich  the  Boers  were  performing  in  the 
Transvaal  was  carried  oat  by  our  Govem- 
menti  but  with  greater  power  and  force, 
and  tiierefore,  in  one  respect,  with  more 
evil  consequences.  They  now  saw  the 
result.  He  might  make  the  same  remark 
as  to  the  Zulu  War,  as  to  which  they 
would  be  obliged  to  admit  that  the  Oppo- 
sition Party  in  Cape  Colony  had  almost 
as  much  ground  to  complain  against  the 
Bepresentative  of  the  British  Govem- 
ment  as  against  the  Colonists  themselves. 
However,  he  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  believed 
there  was  really  one  feeling  in  the  House 
of  Commons  and  the  country  on  the 
question,  which  was,  that  our  relations 
with  the  Cape  Colony  must  be  put  on  a 
different  footing ;  that  we  would  not  join 
in  unjust  wars ;  and  that  we  would  not 
be  responsible  for  the  ill-treatment  of  the 
Natives.  It  should  also  be  made  known 
that  we  did  not  think  it  right  that  the 
Colonists  should  not  take  their  full  share 
in  their  own  defence,  and,  at  the  same 
time,  that,  if  they  were  willing  to  agree 
with  us  as  to  equitable  terms,  and  showed 
that  they  meant  to  conduct  their  policy 
upon  principles  of  justice  and  humanity, 
we  should  not  refuse  to  give  them  the 
assistance  that  they  absolutely  required. 
Mr.  a.  mills  said,  that  the  prin- 
ciple had  been  referred  to  that  all  Colo- 
nies should  be  protected  to  this  extent 
by  the  Imperial  Government — that  that 
Government  should  be  responsible  for 
wars  which  were  undertaken  to  carry 
out  Imperial  policv.  It  would,  however, 
be  difficult  to  apply  that  principle  in  all 
cases.  That  was  not  the  case  as  to  New 
Zealemd.  Our  troops  were  withdrawn, 
and  Maori  wars  ceased.  The  case  of 
South  Africa  was,  however,  exceptional. 
There  were  something  like  2,000,000 
Natives  in  British  South  Africa,  while 
the  White  population  did  not  number 
more  than  one-seventh  of  that  amount. 
Again,  a  very  large  proportion  of  the 
White  population  was  of  Dutch  origin. 
Within  the  three-quarters  of  a  century 
during  which  we  had  possession  of  the 
Cape  Colony  thev  had  been  engaged  in 
six  Cape  wars,  almost  all  of  which  were 
occasioned  by  the  circumstance  that  the 
Dutch  population  had  trecked  from  the 
old  Colony  and  settled  beyond  its  bor- 
ders. The  Transvaal  was  so  settled; 
BO,  to  a  large  extent,  was  Natal.  The 
troubles  to  which  he  referred  arose,  to 
a  great  extent,  from  the  quarrels  of  the 
Boers  with  the  Native  population,  and 


England  found  herself  engaged  in  wars 
occasioned  by  those  who  had  trecked 
away  from  her  rule.  They  had  not 
been  able  to  apply  the  principle  to 
which  he  first  referred  to  South  Africa, 
for  this  reason  —  that  we  had  been 
meddling  and  making  in  those  wars  from 
time  to  time,  and  the  Colonists,  there- 
fore, fathered  upon  England  the  cost 
incurred.  What  he  should  like  to  see 
was  encouragement  g^ven  to  the  forma- 
tion of  Colonial  levies.  Such  a  policy 
would  tend  more  to  the  creation  of  a 
spirit  of  self-defence  than  any  other 
course  which  could  be  adopted.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 
lain), in  his  Motion,  had  suggested  the 
appointment  of  a  Eoyal  Commission.  He 
(Mr.  A.  Mills'),  however,  hoped  the  sug- 
gestion would  not  be  adopted ;  for  he 
thought  it  would  be  a  very  great  mis- 
fortune if  another  set  of  Commissioners 
were  to  be  sent  to  South  Africa  to  advise, 
and,  perhaps,  to  contradict,  Sir  Bartle 
Frere  and  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley.  He, 
therefore,  hoped  that  course  would  not 
be  followed ;  but  that  the  principle  sug- 
gested by  the  Committee  of  1861  would 
be  adopted,  in  accordance  with  which 
the  Colonists  should  be  told  that  they 
must  fight  their  own  battles  and  pay 
their  own  bills. 

Main  Question,  "  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to, 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.^  £1,030,000,  Naval  Stores  for 
Building  and  Eepairing  the  Fleet,  &c., 
agreed  to, 

(2.)  £842,000,  Machinery  and  Ships 
built  by  Contract,  &c.,  agreed  to, 

(3.)  £566,749,  New  Works,  BuUd- 
ings,  Yard  Machinery,  and  Hepairs, 
agreed  to. 

(4.)  £75,710,  Medicines  and  Medical 
Stores,  &c.,  agreed  to, 

(5.)  £7,985,  Martial  Law,  &o,,  agreed 
to, 

Besolutions  to  be  reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*  That  a  sum,  not  ezeeeding  £140,530,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense 
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of  varions  MisceUaneoiu  Services,  which  will 
come  in  coiine  of  pa^inent  during  the  year 
•nding  on  the  31  rt  day  of  March  1880." 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  said,  lie  had  on  a 
previons  Vote  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  to  the  necessity  of  making 
provision  for  the  appointment  of  Boman 
Catholic  chaplains  in  connection  with 
the  Naval  Service.     He  had  heen  in- 
formed that  the  question  would  be  more 
properly  raised  on  the  present  Vote,  and, 
therefore,  he  took  that  opportunity  of 
asking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
course  he  intended  to  take  with  regard 
to  the  subject  ?    He  did  not  ask  for  the 
appointment  of  Boman  Catholic  chap- 
lains to  each  of  the  large  iron-clads,  but 
that  Boman  Catholic  seamen  might  be 
supplied  with  chaplains    at   the  chief 
naval  centres  at  home  and  abroad,  and 
at  those  parts  which  were  not  exactly 
naval  centres,  but  at  which,  from  time 
to  time,  a  large  number  of  ships  called 
having  on  board  Boman  CathoHcs.    As 
an  instance  of  these,  he  would  mention 
Lisbon  as  having,   for    many    months 
standing  off  the  port,  a  large  squadron 
of  ships.     He  would  also  draw  the  at- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  sick  on  board  the  invalid  vessels,  as 
he  felt  very  strongly  that  something 
might  be  done  to   meet  the  g^evance 
of  those  persons,  who  might  never  see 
their  native  land  aeain,  and  who  were 
anxious  that  they  might  have  the  minis- 
trations of  religion  on  their  way  home. 
He  believed  mat  chaplains  were  ap- 
pointed at  Portsmouth,  Sheemess,  and 
Plymouth;   but,    even  in  those  cases, 
they  were  without  the  proper  facilities 
for  the  discharge  of  their  office.     He 
believed  that  the  commanding  officers  of 
ships  liked  to  see  the  chaplain  come  on 
board,  using  his  influence  upon  the  men, 
simply  because  it  reduced  punishment, 
and  tended  to   good  order.     But  the 
chaplains  in  those  cases  had  no  locus 
standi;  and,  consequently,  not  so  much 
real  influence  over  the  men  as  they  would 
otherwise   have.    The   Coastguards  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Ireland,  in  cases  where 
sometimes  there  was  only  one  man  with 
his  wife  and  children,  had  the  ministra- 
tions of  the  local  Protestant  clergyman, 
who  received  a  certain  sum  per  annum. 
Ample  provision  was  made  for  them, 
and  he  thought  that  the  Catholics  had 
a  right  to  the  same  advantages  in  re- 
spect to  their  religion.    Again,  it  was 


only  fair  to  appoint  one  Catholic  teacher 
in  training  ships  where  there  were  a 
number  of  Catholic  boys.  The  chaplains 
ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  commissioned 
officers.  He  nad,  he  thought,  placed 
these  claims  on  a  moderate  and  friendly 
footing,  in  the  belief  that  the  time  had 
come  lor  remedying  the  grievances  which 
he  had  indicated.  He  begg^  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum 
of  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £139,530,  he 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expexue 
of  TarioTts  Hiflcellaneoiu  Serrices,  whidi  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  daring  the  yeur 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1880."— (Jfr. 
Arthur  Moore.) 


Mb.  W.  H.  smith  said,  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  Admiralty  that  every  facility 
should  be  given  to  clergymen  of  all  de- 
nominations in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties.     There   were   Boman  Catholic 
chaplains  receiving  salaries  at    Sheer- 
ness,     Devonport,     Haslar,     Plymouth 
Hospital,  and  Portsmouth.    There  were 
also    chaplains    at   nine    other    places 
abroad  to  whom  capitation  allowances 
were  paid,   and   at  every  place  where 
a  Fleet  might  happen   to  be  Boman 
Catholic  sailors   and  Marines  had   the 
services  of  ministers  of  their  religion, 
to  whom  allowances   were  paid.      He 
assured  the  hon.    Member    for    Clon- 
mel    (Mr.    A.    Moore)  that    the  most 
anxious  care  was  taken  to  see  that  the 
seamen  and  Marines  had  the  ministra- 
tions of  clergymen  of  the  religion  to 
which  they  belonged.     It  would  not  be 
possible  to  place  Boman  Catholic  chap- 
lains on  board  the  troopships  returning 
iroia  India. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  rose,  not  to  express 
any  opinion  upon  the    subject    under 
notice,  but  to  suggest  that  it  was  of  far 
too  great  importance  to  be  taken  up  at 
that  period  of  the  Session.     Toss  the 
matter  about  how  you  would,  it  came  to 
this — It  was  a  proposal  for  a  new  reli- 
gious endowment ;  for  chaplains  to  be 
established  at  a  number  of  ports  on  the 
Continent  visited  by  the   ships  of  the 
Navy.     He  objected  to  any  extended 
application  of  the  principle  of  endow- 
ment,  and  thought  that    all    sects  of 
Christians  might  well  spend  their  bene- 
volence to  provide  for  such  casual  visi- 
tors.   If  such  a  thing  were  to  be  se- 
riously proposed,  it  ought  to  be  done  by 
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dertake  the  administrative  duties.  It 
was  true  they  could  not  dispute  the  facts 
as  brought  forward  by  the  hon.  Member; 
and  he  wished  to  call  the  attention  of 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Secretary 
of  State  for  the  Colonies  to  the  desir- 
ability, not  only  of  speedily  terminating 
the  present  war,  but  also  of  taking  steps 
to  prevent  the  recurrence  of  a  similar 
outbreak. 

Mb.  E.  JENKINS  said,  he  was  grati- 
fied at  the  pleasant  character  of  the  de- 
bate, and  he  believed  that  on  both  sides 
of  the  House  there  would  be  found  a 
unanimous  expression  of  opinion  with 
regard  to  the  case  so  ably  put  before 
them  by  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain).  He  under- 
stood that  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  and  the  Government  were 
placed  in  a  very  difficult  position  with 
regard  to  the  serious  problem  which 
existed  as  to  our  relations  with  the 
South  African  Colonies.  He  was  sure 
that  all  of  them  had  sympathized  with 
the  Government  in  the  dilemma  in 
which  they  were  placed  by  recent  events, 
and  he  hoped  that  in  making  any  criti- 
cism upon  the  action  of  the  Government 
he  would  not  be  supposed  to  entertain 
any  Party  feeling  in  the  matter,  for  he 
honestly  desired  to  make  every  allow- 
ance for  the  difficulties  which  the  British 
Government  had  had  to  encounter.  His 
hon.  Friend  had  pointed  out  in  his 
speech,  which  was  not  historically  cor- 
rect, but  exhibited  a  perfect  apprecia- 
tion of  the  position,  what  was  the  nature 
of  the  pohcy  which  had  been  forced 
on  Her  Majesty's  Government  by  the 
combined  efforts  of  the  local  Legisla- 
tures and  the  Bepresentative  of  the  Go- 
vernment of  England  in  the  administra- 
tion of  the  Colony.  Well,  they  had  a 
right  to  criticize  the  Government  with 
regard  to  its  policy,  and  the  first  ques- 
tion which  arose  was,  how  was  it  pos- 
sible for  such  a  state  of  things  to  come 
into  existence,  when  they  had  the  Colo- 
nial Office  in  constant  communieation 
with  the  Colonies,  provided  with  con- 
stant information  on  every  act  which 
took  place,  and  keeping  a  sharp  look- 
out— ^lor  if  they  did  not  they  would  soon 
be  reminded  of  their  duty  by  outsiders 
on  aU  that  took  place — how  was  it  that 
in  these  circumstances  these  successive 
wars  had  been  allowed  to  arise,  and  that 
a  very  strong  amount  of  repression  had 
not  been  pliu)ed  upon  them  by  the  Go- 


vernment at  once?  He  did  not  blame 
the  Colonial  Office  for  not  being  able  to 
force  their  will  on  the  authorities  of  the 
Colonies.  The  real  difficulty  was  the 
inability  of  the  Colonial  Office  to  force 
their  will  on  the  local  Legislatures,  par- 
ticularly when  that  influence  was  com- 
bined with  the  influence  of  a  headstrong 
Kepresentative  of  the  Home  Govern- 
ment. There  was  no  doubt  as  to  the 
facts,  and  the  Government  would  have 
been  almost  free  from  blame  if  they  had 
not  accepted  Sir  Bartle  Frere's  policy, 
and  backed  him  up  and  supported  him 
with  almost  Party  virulence.  If  it  had 
not  been  for  that,  he  (Mr.  Jenkins)  would 
not  have  attached  any  direct  responsi- 
bility to  the  Government  in  the  matter. 
In  spite  of  the  views  held  upon  the  sub- 
ject by  the  hon.  Member  for  Liskeard  (Mr. 
Courtney),  he  (Mr.  Jenkins)  was  not  one 
of  those  who  believed  that  what  had 
taken  place  was  a  necessary  consequence 
of  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal.  If  a 
correct  policy  had  been  followed  after 
that  act,  he  did  not  think  the  facts 
which  were  now  complained  of  would 
have  happened.  This,  as  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  had  pointed 
out,  was  only  the  culmination  of  a  prin- 
ciple which  had  inspired  the  policy  of 
the  various  Governments  of  the  Cape  up 
to  the  present  time.  "Well,  now  the 
House  had  not  only  to  consider  the 
frightful  results  of  the  events  of  the  last 
few  months,  but  something  more.  In 
spite  of  the  remonstrances  of  the  Go- 
vernment, they  found  there  still  re- 
mained at  the  Cape  a  High  Commis- 
sioner, who  referrea  in  his  last  despatch 
to  his  views  formerly  expressed,  and 
seemed  to  give  an  indication  of  his  in- 
tention to  carry  out  a  policy  which  the 
majority  were  anxious  to  repudiate.  His 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Birming- 
ham had  proposed  to  send  out  a  Com- 
mission to  take  information  on  this  sub- 
ject, as  they  were  thoroughly  convinced 
that  they  could  not  rely  on  the  official 
information  with  which  they  were  sup- 
plied. As  to  the  correctness  of  his  view 
on  the  subject  of  the  information  fur- 
nished there  could  be  no  mistake.  Any- 
one who  examined  their  Blue  Books, 
and  compared  them  with  the  informa- 
tion they  got  outside,  would  at  once  see 
the  truth  of  that  view.  Attention  had 
again  and  again  been  called  to  the  fact 
that  if  information  was  wanted  it  was 
not  to  be  had  from  official  sources^ 
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that  they  had  to  resort  to  extraordinary 
means  in  order  to  obtain  it.    But  the 
question  here  was,  what  was  the  use  of 
sending  oat  a  Commission,  when  they 
knew  the  exact  nature  of  the  problem 
they  had  to  solve?    What  hope  was 
there  that  it  would  show  them  any  way 
out  of  their  difficulties?    It  had  been 
suggested  that  they  should  carry  out  the 
New  Zealand  policy  with  regard  to  the 
Cape  Colonies ;  but  he  was  sure  the  right 
hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
the  Colonies  would  repudiate  that  idea. 
Was  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  prepared 
to  withdraw  the  troops  £rom  the  Cape, 
and  allow  a  war  of  extermination  to  go 
on  between  the  Whites  and  the  Native 
races?     That  must  be  the  inevitable 
result  of  withdrawing  the  troops,  and 
they  could  not  do  that.    Every  humani- 
tarian sentiment  in  the  country  would 
revolt  firom  such  a  course.     We  were 
responsible  as  a  nation  for  the  position 
of  our  fellow-countrymen  there,  and  we 
could  not  allow  them  to  commit  any  acts 
which  would  be  discreditable    to    the 
nation.   Then,  what  was  the  alternative? 
If   the  troops    were    withdrawn,    and 
they  threw  the   responsibility  on    the 
Cape  Legislature,  then  they  must  give 
to  that  body  the  right  to  do  as  it  pleased. 
If  not,  if  we  supplied  them  with  troops, 
we  must  at  the  same  time  limit  their 
right.    We  must  do  one  thinff  or  the 
ouer ;  that  the  House  should  distinctly 
understand.    In  this  case,  he  thought 
thejr  could  not  pursue  the  New  Zealuid 
pohoy;  or,  at  all  events,  not  for  some 
years  to  come.    It  might  be  gradually 
introduced,  but  it  was  not  practicable 
now.    Wdly  that  being  impossible,  the 
country  ought  to  know  that  the  respon- 
sibilityrested  on  us,  and  would  rest  ui>on 
us.   The  onlv  alternative  was  for  a  wmle, 
at  least  until  we  had  succeeded  in  tiding 
over  present  difficulties,  to  increase  the 
power  of  the  High  Commissioner — ^he 
hoped  another  one  would  be  appointed 
— ^and  to  restrict  to  a  certain  extent  the 
powers  of  the  local  Legislatures.    We 
must  not  continue  to  Be  hurried  into 
wars  by  petty  Leffidatures.    The  House 
^uite  appreciated  the  difficulty  of  the 
situation.    He  could  not  conceive  of  any- 
one coming  forward,  whatever  his  in- 
fluence or  authority,  and  saying  what 
should  be  the  policy  of  the  Government. 
Therefore,  all  tiiey  could  do  was  what 
had  been  done  by  his  hon.  Friend  the 
Member  for  Birmingham  that  day.    He 
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had  shown  them  the  frightful  results  of 
the  policy  which  had  been  pursued,  and 
asked  them,  at  all  events,  to  give  some 
sort  of  assurance  that  they  felt  the 
gravity  of  the  droumstances,  and  that 
steps  would  be  taken  to  tide  over  the 
period,  which  must  be,  for  many  years  to 
come,  one  of  difficulty  and  trouble. 

Sib   MICHAEL    HICKS  •  BEACH 
said,  he  was  sure  he  could  not  in  the 
slightest  deffree  complain  on  his  own 
part,  or  on  t£e  part  of  the  Oovammenty 
of  the  course  of  the  debate,  or  of  the 
speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Birming- 
ham (Mr.  Chamberlain).    Thev  aU  ap- 
preciated the  jfoot  that  the  proUem  o^ 
fore  them  was  one  of  exceptional  diffi- 
culty, a  problem,   perhaps,  unique  in 
the  history  of  Colonial  adminislxation. 
Therefore,  the    hon.    CFentleman    had 
very  properly  treated    this    as    by  no 
means    a   Party   question  —  a    ques- 
tion with  regard  to  which,  thongh  he 
idt  it  to  be  his  duty  to  bring  it  before 
the  House,  he  did  not  attempt  to  lay 
down  any  definite  line  of  policy ;  but  he 
was  anxious  to  ex]^«ss,  from  his  own 
point  of  view,  his  desire  to  mxppari  the 
Government  in  their  attempts  to  deal 
with  it.    There  were  two  points  which 
he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  wished 
to  dismiss  with  a  few  words.     First  of 
aU,  the  suggestion  that  the  Native  ques- 
tion in  South  Africa  was  identical  with 
the  same  question   in   New  Zealand. 
All  those  who  had  looked  at  the  matter 
would  see  that,  owing  to  the  respective 
numbers  of  the  White  and  Native  popu- 
lation in  South  Africa  and  in  New  Zea- 
land, the  droumstanoes  were  as  distinct 
and  as  dissimilar  as  any  two  cases  oonld 
be.    The  second  point  was  the  sugges- 
tion— ^for  it  was  no  more— of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birmingham  that  a  Com- 
mission should  be  appointed  to  go  out 
to  South  Africa  to  deel  with  this  ques- 
tion.   The  hon.  Member  did  not  press 
this  himself,  and  the  speakers  who  fol- 
lowed him  had  not  treated  it  as  aprao- 
tical  proposal.    He  (Sir  Michael  Hu^s- 
Beach)  thought  that  it  could  not  be  so 
treated,  because  it  must  be  remembered 
that   they  were  dealing,    not   with  a 
Crown  Colony  like  those  to  which  pre- 
vious Commissions  had  been  sent,  but 
with  a   Colony  to  whieh    responaibls 
government  had  been  given  bv  Par- 
liament;   and    whether   he  looked  at 
the  proposal  as  viewed  from  the  efibst 
I  whicm  the  appointment  of  such  a  Oonir 
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miMion  miglit  have  on  the  Black  racei 
of  South  AMoa,  and  the  excitement 
that  it  zoight  cause  in  their  xnindB, 
already  soffloiently  excited  by  what 
had  passed;  or  whether  he  looked 
at  it  from  the  point  of  riew  which 
the  Oolonists,  to  whom  had  been  in- 
trusted the  management  of  their  own 
affairs,  would  be  disposed  to  take,  he 
thought  that  from  neither  point  was  the 
prox>08al  one  which  could  oe  considered 
as  a  satisfactory  solution  of  the  present 
difficulty.  No  doubt,  in  the  view  of 
some  hon.  Gentlemen,  a  Oommisaion  of 
Inquiry  might  be  desirable  merely  to 
obtain  information ;  but,  speaking  on 
behalf  of  the  Oovemment,  he  would 
venture  to  state  that  he  had  complete 
confidence  in  the  information  supplied 
by  the  High  Commissioner — ^he  might 
say  the  two  High  Commissioners — ^now 
in  South  Africa ;  and,  so  far  as  any  in- 
quiry was  concerned,  he  was  convinced 
tnat  no  inquiry  woidd  be  conducted 
more  effectively  by  any  Commission 
than  it  would  be  by  the  High  Commis- 
sioners. He  must  refer  now  to  the  mcdn 
arguments  of  the  able  and  eloquent  speech 
of  the  hon.  GenUeman  the  Member  for 
Birminffham,  who  said  that  the  histoiy 
of  South  Africa  was  a  history  of  periodic 
Native  wars.  That,  he  (Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beach)  feared,  was  too  true.  But 
as  that  had  been  the  history  of  South 
Africa  long  before  Sir  Bartle  Frere  went 
there,  it  did  not  appear  to  him  to  be  fair 
of  the  hon.  Member  at  the  same  time  to 
blame  Sir  Bartle  Frere  as  the  cause  of 
it,  and  to  accuse  Sir  Bartle  Frere  of 
having  begun  six  or  seven  wars,  as  to 
every  one  of  which  the  Natives  had 
justice  on  their  side.  The  hon.  Mem- 
ber said  that,  in  his  opinion,  all  these 
wars  to  which  he  referred  had  arisen 
from  the  greed  of  the  Colonists  leading 
to  land  disputes  with  the  Natives,  and 
that  the  Colonial  Administration  had 
forced  the  hand  of  the  Government  at 
Home ;  but  that  our  state  of  knowledge 
did  not  allow  us  to  go  to  the  under* 
Iving  causes  of  these  outbreaks.  He  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  endeavoured 
to  make  himself  acquainted  with  the 
origin  of  these  incessantly  recurring 
wars  in  South  Africa,  and  he  miffht 
put  forward  a  view  with  regard  to  this 
point  which  was  not  merely  his  own, 
Dut  the  view  of  men  to  whose  know- 
ledge and  authority  everyone  would 
defor.    So  far  from  agreeing  with  the 


hon.  Member,  that  those  wars  had  been 
due  to  the  greed  of  the  Colonists  for 
the  land  of  the  Natives,  he  believed  they 
were  due  to  two  facts,  in  which  the  his- 
tory of  South  Africa  among  our  Colonial 
possessions  was  unique.  The  first  was 
the  movement  of  the  Whites  to  the 
North,  and  the  second  was  the  move- 
ment of  the  Blacks  to  the  South.  There 
had  been  constantlv,  ever  since  the  Bri- 
tish annexation  of  the  Cape  Colony,  a 
desire  on  the  part  of  a  certain  number 
of  White  inhabitants  of  that  Colony  for 
political  reasons  to  push  forward  into 
the  wilderness  to  the  North.  What  had 
that  led  to  ?  It  had  led  to  contests  be- 
tween them  and  the  Native  Tribes  in 
whose  territory  they  found  themselves 
—  contests  attended  by  circumstances 
which  all  regretted  and  deplored.  He 
could  not  blame  the  emigrant  settlers 
for  the  circumstances  which  occurred : 
they  were  few  against  many,  and  were 
fighting  for  their  lives.  But  the  con- 
tests arose,  and  then  the  attention  of 
Parliament  was  from  time  to  time  called 
to  the  facts;  the  danger  arising  from 
them  to  our  settled  Colonies  was  urged, 
and  a  further  extension  of  our  Domi- 
nions was  found  to  be  necessary.  But 
these  wars  had  sometimes  arisen  with- 
out anyaction  of  this  kind  on  the  part 
of  the  Whites.  Look  at  what  occurred 
in  the  years  between  1885  and  1846. 
In  1835  Lord  Glenelg  repudiated  the 
action  of  Sir  Benjamin  D  Urban,  who 
had  annexed  the  territory  between  the 
Kei  and  the  Eleiskamma,  and  directed 
withdrawal  within  our  former  boundary, 

f  iving  the  land  from  which  we  with- 
rew  over  to  the  Native  Tribes  under 
their  Chiefs.  What  was  the  result  ?  The 
result  was  repeated  acts  of  cattle  steal- 
ing on  the  Border  by  those  very  Native 
Tribes,  in  spite  of  the  Treaties  with  the 
Chiefs  to  whom  the  land  had  been  re- 
stored. No  redress  could  be  obtained 
from  those  Chiefs.  Treaties  of  a  more 
stringent  character  were  tried ;  but  they 
were  also  broken.  Prisoners  were  res- 
cued and  murdered  within  the  Colony, 
and  at  length  the  necessity  arose  of 
taking  measures  for  the  restoration  to  the 
Colony  of  the  authority  over  the  land, 
and  thus  Lord  Gienelg's  policy  was  re- 
versed. That  was  an  instance  of  the 
working  of  the  second  cause  to  which 
he  had  referred.  The  extension  in  this 
case  was  not  due  to  any  greed  on  the 
part  of  the  Colonists  \  it  was  due  to  the 
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presBure  from  the  North  of  the  Black 
TribeB,  who,  pursuing  pastoral  rather 
than  agricultural  habits,  increasing 
largely  in  numbers  from  the  compara- 
tiye  peace  which  they  enjoyed,  owing  to 
the  neighbourhood  of  the  Colony,  and 
pressed  on  the  other  side  by  Tribes  from 
the  North,  desired,  on  their  part,  an 
extension  of  their  boundaries  to  the 
South.  He  would  return  to  the  other 
point — the  desire  of  the  Colonists  to 
press  to  the  Northward.  There  was  a 
strong  instance  of  that  in  the  case  of 
NataL  What  occurred?  Some  consi- 
derable bands  of  Dutch  Colonists  mi- 
grated from  the  Cape  to  Natal,  being 
mainly  led  to  do  so  by  the  reversal  of 
the  policy  of  Sir  Benjamin  D' Urban, 
and  certain  restrictions  which  had  been 
placed  upon  their  relations  with  their 
Native  servants.  Disputes  arose  be- 
tween the  Dutch  and  the  Natives, 
and  disturbances  followed,  there  b^g 
cruelty  on  both  sides.  Danger  arose  to 
our  organized  Colonies,  and  the  Home 
Government  had  to  interfere,  and  how 
was  that  interference  brought  about  ? 
In  1840,  after  authentic  information 
had  been  received  of  the  massacre  of 
some  of  the  Dutch  pioneers  by  the 
Zulus,  the  position  of  those  who  re- 
mained was  regarded  as  so  dangerous, 
not  only  to  themselves,  but  to  the  safety 
of  the  whole  European  element  in  South 
Africa,  that  the  Government  was  obliged 
to  extend  its  possessions  by  the  military 
occupation  and  annexation  of  Natal. 
That  extension  was  absolutely  advocated 
at  the  time  by  the  Aborigines  Protec- 
tion Society,  in  the  interests  of  humanity, 
against  the  reluctance  of  the  Imperial 
Government.  Such  instances  as  these 
which  he  had  given  showed  the  real 
causes  which  had  been  at  work  in  our 
connection  with  South  Africa,  and  that 
the  cause  of  the  various  extensions  of 
territory  was  not,  as  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birmingham  had  stated,  the 
^eed  of  the  Colonists  for  the  land  of  the 
Natives.  The  hon.  Gentleman  went  at 
great  length  into  the  circumstances 
which  accompanied  and  followed  the 
Transkei  War,  and  he  referred  to  the 
policy  of  disarmament  of  the  Natives, 
which  had  been  adopted  after  the  con- 
clusion of  that  war.  The  hon.  Member 
told  the  House  that  it  brought  about 
not  only  Sandilli's  outbreak,  but  also 
Moirosi's  in  Basutoland.  Judging  so 
far  as  he  could  from  the  statements  he 
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had  received  and  laid  before  the  House, 
he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach)  did  not 
believe  the  policy  of  disarmament  had 
anything    to    do   with  either-  of   these 
outbreaks.      Then    the    hon.    Member 
said  that  this  policy   was  carried  out 
illegally,    and  without  any  discrimina- 
tion.     On  the  contrary,   it  had  been 
carried  out,  he  believed,  with  the  ut- 
most care  and  caution  by  the  Cape  Go- 
vernment, and  if  there  had  been  any 
breach  of  the  law  it  would,  no  doubt,  be 
questioned  by  the  Opposition   in    the 
Assembly  at  Cape  Town.      He  did  not 
agree  with  the  suggestion  of  the  hon. 
Member,  that  the  possession  of  arms 
generally  by  the  Natives  of  South  Africa 
was  a  desirable  thing.      He  thought  it 
was  an   extremely  undesirable  thing; 
and    to    the    confidence  in  their    own 
strength,  which  the  Natives  had  derived 
from  it,  was,  in  his  opinion,  mainly  due 
the  late  series  of  wars,  at  the  conclusion 
of  which,  he  hoped,  the  coimtry  had  now 
arrived.     Then  the  hon.  Gentleman  re- 
ferred to  the  question  of  indenturing 
Natives ;   but  he  did  not  quote  the  de- 
spatch of  July  3  to  Sir  Bartle  Frere.   In 
that  despatch,  which  had  been  laid  on 
the  Table,  he  (Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach) 
had  expressed  the  views  of  the  Govern- 
ment on  that  subject ;  and  they  were, 
he   thought,   in  accordance  with  those 
held  by  hon.  Members  on  both  sides  of 
the  House.     If  the  notice  issued  by  the 
Cape  Government   was  accurately  re- 
ported, it  was  a  notice  which  was  not 
justified  by  anything  which  had  been 
reported  to  him,  and  he  had  taken  such 
steps  as  were  in  his  power  to  deal  with 
the  matter,  remembering  that  although 
it  appecured  to  be  authentic  its  authen- 
ticity had  not  yet  been  ascertained,  and 
it  was,  in  any  case,  only  right  that  an 
opportunity  for  explanation  should  be 
afforded.    The  hon.  Member  had  also 
referred  to  the  speech  of  Mr.  Sprigg, 
the  present  Prinlte  Minister  of  the  Cape 
of  Good  Hope.    He  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  should  receive  with  reserve  the 
reports  of  speeches  made  at  dinners  in 
the  Colony,  unless  he  knew  fr-om  what 
source  the  speeches  were  quoted.     The 
report  which  had  been  quoted  might 
have  been  obtained  from  an  Opposition 
newspaper,  and  he  was  afraid  that  Op- 
position newspapers  in  the  Colonies  were 
often  not  more  scrupulous  in  their  treat- 
ment of  Members  of  the  Government 
than  Opposition  newspapers  in  other 
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ootmtrieB.  No' doubt,  if  the  report  quoted 
were  correct,  the  sentiments  enimciated 
were  entirely  objectionable;  and  he  did 
not  doubt  that  in  that  event  the  influence 
of  the  Governor  of  the  Cape  Colony 
ought  to  be,  and  would  be,  exerted  in 
the  direction  which  they  would  all  de- 
sire. Hon.  Members  opposite  attributed 
to  Sir  Bartle  Frere  grave  misconduct 
with  reference  to  the  Zulu  War;  and 
on  this  they  seemed  ready  to  heap  any 
number  of  other  charges.  He  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach),  however,  did 
not  know  any  charge  which  could  be 
made  against  Sir  Bartle  Frere  with  less 
justice  than  that  of  attributing  to  him, 
as  the  hon.  Member  for  Birmingham 
had  done,  a  desire  to  introduce  forced 
labour  into  South  Africa,  or  indifference 
to  anything  which  could  be  characterized 
as  similar  to  slavery.  Any  such  con- 
duct would  be  contrary  to  the  whole 
history  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere's  life  and 
action.  The  hon.  Member  next  dealt 
with  the  way  in  which  the  Gaikas  had 
been  removed  to  Galekaland,  and  he 
referred  to  the  correspondence  of  an 
Opposition  newspaper.  The  Cape  Argus y 
containing  certain  opinions  on  that  point. 
It  was  only  right  to  hear  also  the  story 
as  told  by  the  Ministry  themselves  ;  and 
he  would  read  two  paragpraphs  from 
the  speech  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere  at 
the  opening  of  the  Cape  Parliament. 
Sir  Bartle  Frere  said  that  he  was  glad 
to  be  able  to  state,  on  the  testimony  of 
the  magistrates  and  of  the  Gaikas  them- 
selves, that  their  removal  was  carried 
out  without  hardship,  and  had  been  at- 
tended with  the  happiest  results.  The 
sale  of  intoxicating  liquors  was  strictly 
prohibited,  and,  instead  of  indulging  in 
idleness  and  dissipation,  they  had  settled 
down  to  agricultural  labour,  and  pro- 
mised to  be  distinguished  as  a  peace- 
able, orderly,  and  law-abiding  people. 
As  to  the  allegation  that  the  number  of 
the  Galekas  had  been  reduced  from 
80, 000  to  1 5,000,  it  was  to  be  remembered 
that  the  higher  calculation  of  their  num- 
ber was  anterior  to  what  was  known 
as  tl\e  cattle-killing  madness  in  South 
Africa,  in  which,  by  the  mad  action  of 
the  Kaffirs  themselves,  there  was  a  large 
destruction  of  their^uppliesof  food,  and 
numbers  of  them  perished.  In  addition 
to  that,  they  had  to  bear  great  suffering 
from  drought.  Sir  Bartle  Frere  stated 
that  most  of  those  who  objected  to  the 
removal  of  the  Gaikas  at  flrst  now  ad- 


mitted that  it  was  good  for  the  Gaikas 
themselves,  and  they  unanimously  ap- 
proved the  prohibition  of  the  sale  of 
intoxicating  liquors,  and  of  the  system 
of  giving  individual  titles  to  the  land. 
The  hon.  Member  related — and  a  pain- 
ful relation  it  was — the  stories  which 
had  reached  him  of  the  cruelties  com- 
mitted in  these  wars.  He  should  be  the 
last  to  defend  any  such  actions  as  those 
which  had  been  described ;  they  were 
a  disgrace  to  any  who  perpetrated  them, 
and  they  reflected  disgrace  upon  us  in 
this  country.  But  he  must  again  remind 
the  House  that  many  of  these  stories, 
coming  from  the  correspondence — often, 
of  course,  anonymous — of  Opposition 
newspapers,  were  liable  to,  at  any  rate, 
the  suspicion  of  exaggeration.  When 
the  hon.  Member  composed  the  sen- 
tences passed  on  White  men  for  crimes 
committed  against  Natives  and  the  sen- 
tences passed  on  Natives  for  crimes  com- 
mitted against  White  men,  it  was  im- 
possible to  follow  him  in  such  a  com- 
parison without  a  knowledge  of  all  the 
circumstances  of  each  case ;  and,  in  fair- 
ness to  the  Colonists,  statements  of  the 
kind  ought  not  to  be  too  readily  believed. 
He  was  bound  to  say  that  some  of  them, 
into  which  it  had  been  his  duty  to  in- 
quire, had  been  proved  to  be  unfounded  ; 
and  with  regard  to  others,  as  the  hon. 
Member  admitted,  the  Colonial  Govern- 
ment had  discharged  its  duty  by  dealing 
with  them  promptly  and  satisfactorily. 
He  feared  it  was  but  too  possible  that 
there  had  been  actions  in  these  wars 
which  would  be  liable  to  the  strongest 
epithets  which  had  been  used  with  re- 
gard to  them  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birmingham.  But  we  must  remember 
that  this  Parliament,  some  years  ago, 
gave  to  the  Cape  Colony  the  benefit  of 
responsible  government ;  and  it  was  the 
duty  of  the  Government  of  the  Cape 
Colony,  with  which  alone  it  rested,  to 
deal  with  these  matters  as  they  occurred 
and  properly  to  punish  the  authors  of 
these  crimes.  How  was  it  that  any  cir- 
cumstances of  the  sort  could  have  oc- 
curred ?  We  ought,  he  thought,  to 
picture  to  ourselves  precisely  the  position 
of  affairs  at  the  Cape.  There  was,  un- 
questionably, a  general  rising  among 
the  Native  races,  or,  if  not  a  general 
rising,  a  general  feeling  of  dissatisfac- 
tion against  the  White  population  of  the 
Colony,  who  were  comparatively  small 
in  number,  and  were  often  so  scattered 
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among  almost  innumerable  Natires  aa 
to  be  oomparatively  powerless  in  the 
event  of  an  ontbreaA:.  We  were  bound 
to  make  allowance  for  men  placed  in 
this  position ;  and  while  we  ought  to  ex- 
pect from  them  that,  as  British  subjects, 
they  should  be  guided  hj  feelings  of 
humanity,  he  should  be  ^posed  to  at- 
tribute any  cruelties  that  might  have  oc- 
curred to  die  position  in  which  they  were 
placed,  and  not  to  blame  the  Colonists 
themselyes  so  much  as  the  system  that 
had  been  pursued.  We  had  given  to 
South  Africa  responsible  government, 
and  when  we  gave  it  we  did  not  accom- 
pany it  with  that  which  would  have  se- 
cured proper  administration  with  regard 
to  the  Native  races.  We  did  not  take 
measures  to  secure  that,  with  the  re- 
sponsibility of  administering  their  own 
affairs,  the  Cape  Colonists  should  also 
undertake  their  own  defence  against 
Native  aggression  or  insurrection.  If 
he  had  time  to  go  into  the  circumstances, 
he  could  prove  that  there  were  real  out- 
breaks on  the  part  of  the  Natives,  not 
provoked  by  any  action  of  the  Colonists, 
and  when  uiese  outbreaks  had  occurred 
the  Colonists  had  found  themselves  with- 
out any  organized  force  to  deal  with 
them.  Volunteers  were  called  for,  tem- 
porary levies  were  raised ;  and  he  would 
venture  to  say,  if  any  of  these  stories 
could  be  traced  out,  it  would  be  found 
that  they  were  true  only  of  persons  who 
had  not  been  accustomed  to  discipline 
and  had  not  been  placed  under  proper 
regulation  for  the  conduct  of  war.  It 
seemed  to  him  that  the  proper  remedy 
for  this  was  not  that  suggested  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H. 
James) — ^merely  to  tell  the  Cape  Colo- 
nists that  you  would  never  send  any 
more  troops  to  South  Africa,  without 
taking  any  other  action  at  the  same 
time.  He  feared  that  that  had  been 
said  by  his  Predecessors  on  more  than 
one  occasion.  We  ought  to  endeavour, 
if  we  could,  to  take  such  steps  as  would 
induce  and  enable  the  Colonists  to  make 
a  permanent  provision  of  orgajiized  force 
for  their  own  defence.  That  was  the 
way  in  which  we  might  lighten  the  re- 
sponsibilities which  hitherto  had  pressed 
BO  heavily  upon  this  country.  That  was 
the  way  by  which  we  might  secure  the 
succesttul  and  humane  conduct  of  future 
Native  wars,  should  any  unhappily  arise. 
We  must  impress  upon  the  Colonists 
that  it  rests  with  them  to  provide  for  the 
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management  of  Native  affairs,  and  to 
protect  themselves  against  the  conse- 
quences of  mismanagement.  In  that  way, 
we  should  give  them  the  strongest  pos- 
sible inducement  for  the  proper  manage- 
ment of  these  Native  questions.  We 
must  induce  and  enable  the  Colonists  to 

Srovide  a  permanent  force,  properly 
isdplined,  for  their  own  protection— a 
force  with  which  they  could  deal  with 
any  emerg^cy  that  might  arise,  and 
deal  with  it  humanely,  and  at  the  same 
time  so  promptly  as  to  prevent  the  out- 
break from  spreading  so  as  to  endanger 
the  Colony.  The  hon.  Member  for  Bir- 
mingham had  very  rightly  attributed 
to  Her  Majesty's  Oovemment  a  desire  to 
press  forward  the  Confederation  of  the 
South  African  Colonies.  He  (Sir  Michael 
ELicks-Beach)  believed  that  such  a  policy 
would  be  the  right  solution  of  this  great 
question.  He  believed  that  such  a  policy 
miffht  be  made  to  efllBct  the  reaulta  he 
had  indicated;  it  would  enable  the 
Colonists  themselves  to  deal  with  Native 
affairs,  sulnect,  of  course,  to  that  gene- 
ral control  by  the  Imperial  Parliament 
which  was  reserved  by  the  provifiions 
of  the  South  African  Act  passed  by  this 
House  two  years  ago ;  and  it  would  give 
so  much  local  self-government  to  those 
who  were  anxious  for  it  as  would 
enable  them  to  obtain  that  real  inde- 

fendence  which  they  professed  to  desire. 
t  would  enable  them  to  base  their  gene- 
ral policy  with  regard  to  Native  ques- 
tions on  a  uniform  and  coherent  system; 
to  encourage  the  civilization  of  the 
Natives  not  by  forced  labour  for  others, 
but  by  leading  them  from  a  pastoral 
and  barbarous  life  to  the  cultivation  of 
their  own  property  as  freeholders ;  and 
by  the  very  means  discouraging  the 
barbarous  customs  inseparable  from 
their  former  mode  of  life,  which,  in 
some  cases,  had  been  tolerated  too  long. 
In  that  way,  the  Natives  would  be 
trained  by  degrees  to  the  restrictions,  as 
they  would  at  first  appear  to  be,  of  our 
civuization.  Such  a  policy,  by  bringing 
the  Native  population  within  the  Colo- 
nies under  what  would  be,  to  barbarous 
tribes,  the  irksome  control,  of  civilized 
law,  would  do  not  a  little  to  discourage 
that  great  migration  Southwards  of 
the  Native  Tribes — one  of  the  causes 
which  had  led  to  these  constant  and  re- 
peated wars.  That  was  the  policy  Her 
Majesty's  Qovemment  woula  wish  to 
pursue,  and  which  they  had  already  im- 
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pressed  upon  those  who  were  intrusted 
with  the  administration  of  afiPairs  in 
South  Africa ;  and  he  thought  he  might 
venture  to  hope  after  the  discussion  of 
that  day,  and  the  desire  shown  hy  hon. 
Memhors  of  opposite  political  opinions 
to  assist  the  Government  as  far  as  they 
oould  in  the  solution  of  this  great  pro- 
blem, that  it  would  command  the  sup- 
port of  the  countnr. 

Mb.  W.  E.  FOESTEE  said,  it  was 
not  easy  to  over-estimate  either  the 
ability  of  the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain)  or 
the  obligation  the  House  was  under  to 
him  for  having  brought  forward  and 
initiated  a  debate  which  ho  trusted 
would  be  of  real  use.  With  regard  to 
the  speech  of  the  right  hon.  Baronot  the 
Secretary  of  St  ate  for  the  Colonies,  he  (Mr. 
W.E.  Forster)  very  much  agreed  with  the 
tone  of  it  and  the  intentions  which  it 
discussed.  It  was  only  by  such  a  policy 
as  he  had  indicated,  based  on  the  prin- 
ciples of  justice  and  humanity,  that  they 
could  hope  for  any  amelioration  of  tho 
present  state  of  things.  Although  that 
was  the  case,  it  was  with  great  pain  that 
he  heard  his  hon.  Friend's  (Mr.  Cham- 
berlain's) remarks  on  the  present  condi- 
tion of  our  South  African  Colony.  Many 
years  ago,  it  had  fallen  to  his  (Mr.  W. 
E.  Forster's)  lot  to  study  the  state  of  the 
Cape  Colony  carefully,  in  order  to  be- 
come convinced  of  the  extent  to  which 
the  spirit  of  slavery  and  the  spirit  of  op- 
pression prevailed  against  the  Coloured 
race  by  the  White  population.  He  had 
hoped  for  a  great  change  for  the  better ; 
but  from  much  which  his  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Birmingham  had 
stated,  it  would  appear  that  he  was  too 
sanguine  in  that  hope.  Nevertheless,  he 
could  not  but  trust  that,  in  spite  of  what 
they  had  heard,  there  wore  facts  also  on 
the  other  side.  There  was  one  hope  for 
the  future  of  the  Cape  Colony,  especially 
in  relation  to  the  Coloured  race,  which 
contrasted  most  favourably  with  the  con- 
dition of  that  race  20  or  30  years  ago, 
and  that  was  that  there  was  now,  as 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach)  said,  a  strong  Opposition 
Party.  It  was  a  fact  that  such  a  Party 
now  existed,  comprised  of  men  of  great 
influence  in  the  Colony,  and  not  only  men 
of  philanthropy  and  benevolence,  but 
also  men  of  position  and  property  who 
advocated  a  policy  of  justice  and 
humanity  towards  the  Black   man  as 
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essential  to  the  prosperity  of  the  Colony. 
It  was  the  existence  of  that  Party  more 
than  anything  else  that  made  him  more 
hopeful  that  the  result  of  the  Federation 
scheme  would  be  accomplished.  He  was 
glad  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  did  not 
give  up  his  hope  of  a  Confederation. 
He  agreed  with  him  that  it  was  only  by 
a  Confederation  the  Cape  Colony  could 
be  made  to  feel  its  responsibility,  and 
give  men  of  justice  and  humanity  in  the 
Colony  a  chance  of  their  views  being 
carried  out.  Now  they  came  to  the 
question — What  could  be  done  for  the 
future  of  the  Colony  ?  There  had  been 
a  general  feeling  throughout  the  House 
of  sympathy  with  the  Government  for 
having  to  deal  with  a  very  difficult  ques- 
tion like  this — one  of  the  most  difficult 
questions  a  Government  could  have  to 
deal  with.  No  one  could  rest  contented 
with  the  present  state  of  affairs,  or  bear 
with  any  kind  of  equanimity,  or  even 
forbearance,  what  had  happened  so  often, 
and  what  would  happen  now  in  South 
Africa.  Enormous  sums  of  money  and 
loss  of  life  were  being  spent  in  wars 
which  many  in  that  House  thought 
ought  never  to  have  been  undertaken  ; 
while  upon  the  policy  which  led  to  these 
wars,  they  had  hitherto  had  but  little 
control.  How,  then,  were  these  things 
to  be  stopped?  The  hon.  Member  for 
Gateshead  (Mr.  W.  H.  James)  came 
forward  with  a  very  strong  and  a  very 
drastic  remedy.  He  said — "  Withdraw 
all  your  troops."  He  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster) 
did  not  think  we  could  do  that.  On  the 
contrary,  he  thought  that  meant  dis- 
solving our  union  with  the  Cape.  The 
time  might  possibly  come — he  trusted  it 
would  not — when  they  might  be  com- 
pelled to  do  that ;  but  they  ought  to  do 
all  they  could  to  prevent  it.  It  had  been 
said  that  that  policy  had  been  successful 
in  the  case  of  New  Zealand ;  but  tho 
case  of  New  Zealand  was  far  different 
from  that  of  the  Cape,  where  the  Native 
element  was  stronger.  It  was  quite 
time  we  could  leave  the  Colonists  of  New 
Zealand  to  deal  with  the  Natives ;  but  if 
we  were  to  leave,  entirely  and  absolutely, 
the  Colonists  in  South  Africa  to  deal  with 
the  Natives,  one  of  two  things  must 
happen — very  likely  both.  Either  we 
should  hear  terrible  stories  of  the  mode 
in  which  the  war  was  being  carried  on 
— stories  that  would  make  us  feel  we 
could  hardly  bear  further  connection 
with  the  Colonists,  who  would  probably 
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wage  war  after  the  manner  of  the  Native 
population — or  we  should  hear  also  that 
the  White  men  and  women  were  in 
danger  of  being  utterly  destroyed  by  the 
Natives.  The  country  would  resist  an 
act  like  that.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Qateshead  would  not  get  the  English 
people  to  approve  of  that  policy.  They 
would  say — '*  After  all,  these  are  our 
fellow-countrymen,  of  our  own  race  and 
religion,  and  we  cannot  absolutely  leave 
them  to  themselves."  In  these  circum- 
stances, we  should  be  obliged  to  come  to 
their  rescue ;  but  even  if  the  possibility 
of  the.  dissolution  of  the  union  were 
admitted,  he  did  not  think  it  could  be 
admitted  this  country  was,  after  all, 
irresponsible  for  the  present  state  of 
things  in'  South  Africa.  His  conviction 
was  that  we  ought  to  have  given  up 
our  control  over  the  Boers  and  their 
incursions  northward.  Still,  they  could 
not  do  that  as  matters  now  stood.  He 
was  delighted  to  hear  that  the  Govern- 
ment intended  to  insist  on  the  Cape 
taking  its  share  of  its  own  defence ;  and 
he  agreed  with  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
that  it  was  by  the  Colonists  organizing 
themselves,  and  bearing  their  own  part 
in  the  defence  of  the  country,  that  we 
should  be  most  likely  able  to  prevent 
those  acts  of  cruelty  which  they  were  so 
sorry  to  hear.  They  had  now  a  respon- 
sible self-governing  community  to  deal 
with  at  the  Cape.  Whether  it  was  a 
mistake  to  give  self-government  to  the 
Cape  was  a  grave  question.  For  his  own 
part,  he  did  not  think  it  was  a  mistake ; 
at  all  events,  they  could  not  now  take 
that  self-government  away.  The  problem 
of  the  Government  was  a  fresh  de- 
parture. They  must  ask  themselves — 
''What  terms  shall  we  make  with  the 
Governments  of  the  South  African  com- 
munities generally  for  the  future? " 
That  was  to  say— on  what  terms  should 
they  consent,  in  any  case  in  the  future,  to 
assist  the  South  African  Colonists  with  our 
own  troops  ?  He  thought  the  time  had 
come  when  the  Government  ought  to  say, 
with  the  greatest  possible  determination, 
that  the  terms  must  be  different  from  what 
they  had  been.  They  must  say—"  They 
shall  be  definite  terms.  You  shall  not 
find  the  policy,  and  we  find  the  money 
and  men  to  carry  it  out.  We  must  have 
our  share  in  the  policy.  We  shall  have 
an  alliance;  but  on  such  terms  that 
we  shall  be  able  to  hear  our  voice 
guiding  you,    asking    you  about  your 
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frontier  policy  and  your  treatment  of  the 
Natives,  and  as  to  the  mode  in  which 
you  conduct  your  war.  We  also  claim 
the  right  to  demand  from  you,  for  our 
own  and  for  your  sake,  that  you  shall 
take  a  share  in  your  own  defence."  He 
was  not  at  all  surprised  at  the  Government 
seeing  very  gpreat  difficulty  in  sending 
out  a  Commission  ;  but  he  thought  it 
was  a  suggestion  that  ought  not  to  be 
dismissed  as  an  impossible  alternative.  A 
very  strong  Conamission,  sent  out  not  for 
the  purpose  of  inquiring  into  the  past,  bat 
for  the  simple  purpose  of  reporting  to  the 
Government  their  views  as  to  the  terms 
of  our  future  relations  with  the  Colony, 
would,  he  thought,  be  attended  with 
great  advantage.  At  the  same  time,  he 
thought  there  was  something  in  the  re- 
mark of  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamberlain), that  a 
Governor  was  not  the  best  mode  of  ob- 
taining information.  He  did  not  wish 
to  make  any  charge  against  individuals. 
Deeply  as  ho  (Mr.  W.  E.  Forster)  regretted 
the  policy  of  Sir  Bartle  Frere,  he  did  not 
wish  to  make  a  remark  personally  as 
regarded  him.  What  he  would  say  was, 
he  thought  they  now  saw  that  a  Governor 
of  a  Colony — a  Governor  of  even  so  strong 
a  will  as  Sir  Bartle  Frere — was  liable 
to  be  influenced  by  the  Party  in  the 
Colony  which  held  the  reins  of  power ; 
and  he  doubted  if  the  Government  would 
be  able  to  make  their  terms,  in  the  fu- 
ture, with  the  Colony  through  the  High 
Commissioner,  or  through  any  Qt)vernor 
of  Cape  Colony.  They  might,  however, 
be  able  to  do  so  through  Sir  Garnet 
Wolseley.  That  was  a  respousibility 
which  must  be  left  with  the  Government. 
He  was  very  hopeful  when  a  man  like 
Sir  Bartle  Frere  went  out  that  they 
were  going  to  have  a  new  era  in  the 
Cape  Colony.  He  knew  him  person- 
ally, and  knew  also  how  anxious  he  was 
for  a  just  and  true  consideration  of  the 
Natives.  Well,  the  argument  in  favour 
of  the  annexation  of  the  Transvaal  was 
this — that  the  Boers  were  engaged  in  a 
policy  which  was  unjust,  and  which 
brought  them  into  quarrels  with  their 
neighbours,  and  that  we  could  not  let 
them  take  the  consequenoes  of  that 
policy  and  be  massacred,  because  there 
was  reason  to  believe  that  before  their 
destruction  their  policy  wOuld  have 
brought  on  a  general  Native  war.  Ho 
did  not  blame  Sir  Bartle  Frere;  but 
what  was  done  was,   that  the    policy 
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wMch  the  Boers  were  performing  in  the  England  found  herself  engaged  in  wars 

Transvaal  was  carried  out  by  our  Govem-  occasioned  by  those  who  had  trecked 

ment,  but  with  greater  power  and  force,  away  from  her  rule.     They  had  not 

and  therefore,  in  one  respect,  with  more  been   able  to   apply  the    principle   to 

evil  consequences.      They  now  saw  the  which  he  first  referred  to  South  Africa, 

result.  He  might  make  the  same  remark  for    this   reason  —  that   we  had    been 

as  to  the  Zulu  War,  as  to  which  they  meddling  and  making  inthoso  wars  from 

would  be  obliged  to  admit  that  the  Oppo-  time  to  time,  and  the  Colonists,  there- 

fiition  Party  in  Cape  Colony  had  almost  fore,  fathered  upon  England  the  cost 

as  much  ground  to  complain  against  the  incurred.     What  he  should  like  to  see 

Bepresentative  of  the  British  Govern-  was  encouragement  given  to  the  forma- 

ment  as  against  the  Colonists  themselves,  tion  of  Colonial  levies.     Such  a  policy 

However,  he  (Mr.  W.E.Forster)  believed  would  tend  more  to  the  creation  of  a 

there  was  recdly  one  feeling  in  the  House  spirit   of   self-defence  than  any  other 

of  Commons  and  the  country  on  the  course  which  could  be  adopted.  Thehon. 

question,  which  was,  that  our  relations  Member  for  Birmingham  (Mr.  Chamber- 

with  the  Cape  Colony  must  be  put  on  a  lain),  in  his  Motion,  had  suggested  the 

different  footing ;  that  we  would  not  join  appointment  of  aEoyal  Commission.  He 

in  unjust  wars  ;  and  that  we  would  not  (Mr.  A.  Mills),  however,  hoped  the  sug- 

beresponsiblo  for  the  ill-treatment  of  the  gestion  would  not  be  adopted;  for  he 

Natives.    It  should  also  be  made  known  thought  it  would  be  a  very  great  mis- 

that  we  did  not  think  it  right  that  the  fortune  if  another  set  of  Commissioners 

Colonists  should  not  take  their  full  share  were  to  be  sent  to  South  Africa  to  advise, 

in  their  own  defence,  and,  at  the  same  and,  perhaps,  to  contradict,  Sir  Bartle 

time,  that,  if  they  were  willing  to  agree  Frere  and  Sir  Garnet  Wolseley.     He, 

with  us  as  to  equitable  terms,  and  showed  therefore,  hoped  that  course  would  not 

that  they  meant  to  conduct  their  policy  be  followed ;  but  that  the  principle  sug- 

upon  principles  of  justice  and  humanity,  gosted  by  the  Committee  of  1861  would 

we  should  not  refuse  to  give  them  the  be  adopted,  in  accordance  with  which 

assistance  that  they  absolutely  required,  the  Colonists  should  be  told  that  they 

Mr.  a.  mills  said,  that  the  prin-  must  fight  their  own   battles  and  pay 

ciple  had  been  referred  to  that  ail  Colo-  their  own  bills. 
nies  should  be  protected  to  this  extent 

by  the  Imperial  Government — that  that  Main  Question,   **  That  Mr.  Speaker 

Government  should  be  responsible  for  do   now  leave    the   Chair,"    put,    and 

wars  which  were  undertaken  to  carry  agreed  to. 
out  Imperial  policy.  It  would,  however, 

be  difficult  to  apply  that  principle  in  all  SUPPLY NAVY  ESTIMATES. 

cases.     That  was  not  the  case  as  to  New 

Zealand.     Our  troops  were  withdrawn,  Supply — considered  in  Committee. 

and  Maori  wars  ceased.     The  case  of  /j^  ^^le  Committee.) 

South  Africa  was,  however,  exceptional. 

There  were  something  like   2,000,000  (I.)    £1,030,000,    Naval    Stores    for 

Natives  in  British  South  Africa,  while  Building  and  Eopairing  the  Fleet,  &c., 

the  White  population  did  not  number  agreed  to. 

more  than  one-seventh  of  that  amount.  (2.)  £842,000,  Machinery  and  Ships 

Again,  a  very  large  proportion  of  the  ^ju^t  by  Contract,  &c.,  agreed  to. 

^^.^^:^^ll^r^rI^ti:Sy  .   (3.)    £5B6.749    New  Works    Build- 

dnring  which  we  hVd  possession  of  thi  »ngs    Yard  Machinery,    and    Eepairs, 

Cape  Colony  they  had  been  engaged  in  ^9^^^^  ^^* 

six  Cape  wars,  almost  all  of  which  were  (4.)  £75,710,  Medicines  and  Medical 

occasioned  by  the  circumstance  that  the  Stores,  &c.,  agreed  to. 

Dutch  population  had  trecked  from  the  (5.)  £7,985,  Martial  Law,  &c.,  agreed 

old  Colony  and  settled  beyond  its  bor-  ^^. 

ders.     The  Transvaal  was  so  settled ;  T>^«^i„f:^„«  i.^  v«  •^r^^^^^ 

80,  to  a  large  extent,  was  Natal.     The  ^^^^^^^^^^  ^  ^«  reported. 

troubles  to  which  he  referred  arose,  to  Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

a  great  extent,  from  the  quarrels  of  the  «.  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £140,530,  bo 

Boem  with  the  Native  population,  and  granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense 
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of  varioufl  MiBcellaneoufl  Services,  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1880." 

Mb.  a.  MOOBE  said,  he  had  on  a 
previous  Yote  drawn  the  attention  of  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  to  the  necessity  of  making 

S revision  for  the  appointment  of  Boman 
'atholic  ohaplains  in  connection  with 
the  Naval  Service.     He  had  been  in- 
formed that  the  question  would  be  more 
properly  raised  on  the  present  Yote,  and, 
therefore,  he  took  that  opportunity  of 
asking  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  what 
course  he  intended  to  take  with  regard 
to  the  subject  ?    He  did  not  ask  for  the 
appointment  of  Boman  Catholic  chap- 
lains to  each  of  the  large  iron-clads,  but 
that  Boman  Catholic  seamen  might  be 
supplied  with  chaplains    at    the  chief 
naval  centres  at  home  and  abroad,  and 
at  those  parts  which  were  not  exactly 
naval  centres,  but  at  which,  from  time 
to  time,  a  large  number  of  ships  caUed 
having  on  board  Boman  CathoHcs.    As 
an  instance  of  these,  he  would  mention 
Lisbon  as  having,   for    many    months 
standing  off  the  port,  a  large  squadron 
of  ships.     He  would  also  araw  the  at- 
tention of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to 
the  sick  on  board  the  invalid  vessels,  as 
he  felt  very  strongly  that  something 
might  be  done  to   meet  the  grievance 
of  those  persons,  who  might  never  see 
their  native  land  again,  and  who  were 
anxious  that  they  might  have  the  minis- 
trations of  religion  on  their  way  home. 
He  believed  that  chaplains  were  ap- 
pointed at  Portsmouth,  Sheemess,  and 
r^lymouth;   but,    even  in  those  cases, 
they  were  without  the  proper  facilities 
for  the  discharge  of  their  ofOLce.     He 
believed  that  the  commanding  officers  of 
ships  liked  to  see  the  chaplain  come  on 
board,  using  his  influence  upon  the  men, 
simply  because  it  reduced  punishment, 
and  tended  to   good   order.     But  the 
chaplains  in  those  cases  had  no  Iocub 
standi;  and,  consequently,  not  so  much 
real  influence  over  the  men  as  they  would 
otherwise  have.     The    Coastguards  on 
the  West  Coast  of  Ireland,  in  cases  where 
sometimes  there  was  only  one  man  with 
his  wife  and  children,  had  the  ministra- 
tions of  the  local  Protestant  clergyman, 
who  received  a  certain  sum  per  anniim. 
Ample  provision  was  made  for  them, 
and  he  thought  that  the  Catholics  had 
a  right  to  the  same  advantages  in  re- 
spect to  their  religion.    Again,  it  was 


only  fair  to  appoint  one  Catholic  teadior 
in  training  ships  where  there  were  a 
number  of  Catholic  boys.  The  chaplains 
ought,  in  his  opinion,  to  be  commiseioned 
officers.  He  had,  he  thought,  placed 
these  claims  on  a  moderate  and  Mendly 
footing,  in  the  belief  that  the  time  had 
come  &r  remedying  the  grievances  which 
he  had  indicated.  He  begged  to  move 
the  reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum 
of  £1,000. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

''That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £139,530,  be 
granted  to  Her  ^jesty,  to  defray  the  Expezue 
of  varions  MiscellAneous  Services,  which  vill 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1880."— (iTr. 
Arthur  Moore.) 


Mr.  W.  H.  smith  said,  it  was  the 
wish  of  the  Admiralty  that  every  facility 
should  be  g^ven  to  clergymen  of  all  de- 
nominations in  the  discharge  of  their 
duties.     There  were   Boman  Catholic 
chaplains  receiving  salaries   at    Sheer- 
ness,     Devonport,     Haslar,     Plymouth 
Hospital,  and  Portsmouth.     There  were 
also    chaplains    at    nine    other    places 
abroad  to  whom  capitation  allowances 
were  paid,   and   at  every  place  where 
a  Fleet  might  happen   to  be   Boman 
Catholic  sailors   and  Marines  had   the 
services  of  ministers  of  their  religion, 
to  whom  allowances   were  paid.      He 
assured  the  hon.    Member    for    don- 
mel    (Mr.    A.    Moore)   that    the  most 
anxious  care  was  taken  to  see  that  the 
seamen  and  Marines  had  the  ministra- 
tions of  clergymen   of  the  religion  to 
which  they  belonged.     It  would  not  be 
possible  to  place  Boman  Catholic  chap- 
lains on  board  the  troopships  returning 
from  India. 

Mb.  M'LABEN  rose,  not  to  express 
any  opinion  upon  the  subject  under 
notice,  but  to  suggest  that  it  was  of  far 
too  great  importance  to  be  taken  up  at 
that  period  of  the  Session.  Toss  the 
matter  about  how  you  would,  it  came  to 
this — It  was  a  proposal  for  a  new  reli- 
gious endowment ;  for  chaplains  to  be 
established  at  a  number  of  ports  on  the 
Continent  visited  by  the  snips  of  the 
Navy.  He  objected  to  any  extended 
application  of  the  principle  of  endow- 
ment, and  thought  that  all  sects  of 
Christians  might  well  spend  their  bene- 
volence to  provide  for  such  casual  visi- 
tors. If  such  a  thing  were  to  be  se- 
riously proposed,  it  ought  to  be  done  by 
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a  Vote  subsequently  brought  forward, 
at  a  time  when  eveiyozie  bad  an  oppor- 
tunity of  fully  considering  tbe  principle 
wbiob  it  involved. 

Mb.  PABNELL  was  sorry  to  inter- 
rupt tbe  Vote,  in  order,  on  a  Motion  to 
report  Progress,  to  refer  to  a  matter  of 
importance.  He  did  so,  not  witb  any 
intention  of  impeding  tbe  Vote,  but  be- 
cause it  was  important  to  have  an  un- 
derstanding with  tbe  rigbt  bon.  Gentle- 
man tbe  First  Lord  of  tbe  Admiralty  as 
to  wbetber  be  was  going  to  introduce 
tbe  same  modifications  in  tbe  naval  law 
as  bad  been  made  in  tbe  military  law  ?. 

The  CHAIEMAN  said,  tbe  bon. 
Member  for  Meatb  (Mr.  Pamell)  would 
not  be  justified  in  entering  into  tbe 
question  of  martial  law.  Tbe  proper 
time  for  tbat  would  be  on  tbe  Beport  of 
tbe  Vote. 

Mb.  PARNELL  proposed  to  refer  to 
tbe  administration  of  tbe  Navy  as  re- 
garded punisbment  and  discipline,  and 
wisbed  to  secure  tbat  tbe  discipline  in 
tbe  Navy  sbould  be  tbe  same  as  in  tbe 
Army,  and  tbat  tbose  modifications  in- 
troduced into  tbe  Army  Discipline  and 
Kegulation  Bill  for  tbe  alleviation  of 
punisbment  sbould  also  be  introduced 
into  tbe  discipline  of  tbe  Navy.  He  did 
not  know  wbetber  tbis  could  be  done  by 
Parliament  or  by  directions  or  orders 
issued  by  tbe  First  Lord  of  tbe  Admi- 
ralty. 

It  being  now  ten  minutes  to  Seven  of 
tbe  clock,  tbe  Debate  stood  adjourned 
till  tbe  Evening  Sitting. 

House  resumed. 

Besolutions  to  be  reported  To-morrouf ; 
Committee  also  report  Progress;  to  sit 
again  ihU  day. 

Tbe  House  suspended  its  Sitting  at 
Seven  of  tbe  clock. 


Tbe  House  resumed  its  Sitting  at  Nine 
of  tbe  clock. 


ORDERS   OF  THE  DAY. 


SUPPLY— COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Ck)mmittee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"Tbat  Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  tbe 
Cbair." 


MALTA  (COST  OF  POLICE,  &c.) 
RESOLUTION. 

Mb.  PUMSOLL,  in  rising  to  call  tbe 
attention  of  tbe  House  to  tbe  condition 
of  Malta ;  and  to  move — 

"  That,  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  cost 
of  maintaining  the  Police,  and  of  draining,  re- 
pairing, lighting,  cleaning,  and  watering  the 
streets,  &o.  in  Malta,  should  be  paid  out  of  a 
rate  upon  house  and  other  property  (upon 
which,  at  present,  no  rates  or  taxes  of  any  Mnd 
whatever  are  levied),  and  not,  inter  alia,  out  of 
a  tax  upon  wheat  and  other  grain  for  food,  and 
upon  potatoes  and  other  vegetables,  which,  as  a 
matter  of  fact,  actually  takes  more  per  head 
from  the  very  poor  who  live  in  cellars  than  it 
takes  per  head  from  those  who  live  in  the  best 
houses  in  the  streets  and  squares ;  and  the  House 
is  therefore  further  of  opinion  that  it  is  the  duty 
of  Her  Majesty's  Government  to  take  such  steps 
as  may  be  necessary  to  secure  the  abolition  of 
the  taxes  on  food  in  Malta  on  and  from  the  1st 
day  of  January  1881 ;  " 

said,  tbat  tbe  Besolution  embodied  bis 
wbole  case,  and  was  in  strict  accordance 
witb  tbe  facts,  tbe  statements  it  con- 
tained being  ratber  under  tban  over  tbe 
real  facts.  Tbey  referred  to  a  case 
of  injustice  and  bardsbip,  wbicb  was  so 
gross  in  its  circumstances,  so  cruel  in  its 
incidence,  and  yet  so  easily  capable  of 
remedy,  tbat  be  bad  great  nope  it 
would  not  survive  its  exposure  to  tbe 
House.  Tbe  Medtese  people,  altbougb 
oppressively,  were  very  ligbtly  taxed. 
Tbe  wbole  of  tbeir  external  defence 
was  paid  for  by  a  contribution  of 
£5,000  to  tbe  Imperial  Excbequer,  or 
about  8^.  per  bead  of  tbe  population ; 
wbereas  we  paid  £  1  per  bead  for  tbe 
maintenance  of  our  Army  and  Navy. 
Tbe  total  taxation  per  bead  of  tbe  popu- 
lation for  all  purposes  was  only  13«.  Id., 
as  against  at  least  four  times  tbat  sum 
in  tms  country.  And  yet,  from  tbe  mode 
in  wbicb  tbe  taxes  were  levied,  tbey 
were  paid  witb  far  less  ease  tban  tbe 
beavier  taxes  in  tbis  country ;  and  as  to 
tbree-fourtbs  of  tbe  people,  tbey  were 
crusbing  in  tbeir  effects.  No  rates  or 
taxes  of  any  kind  were  levied  directly, 
except  about  £3,000  raised  by  licences 
to  wine  and  spirit  dealers.  Mucb  tbe 
larger  portion  of  tbe  taxation  of  tbe 
country  —  £62,827  —  was  derived  from 
tbe  tajces  upon  wbeat  and  solid  food  ; 
£41,624  from  beer,  wines,  and  spirits; 
£1,773  from  oil  and  vinegar;  for  tbe 
rest,  the  income  consisted  of  rents  and 
barbour  dues.  An  examination  of  tbe 
tariff   sbowed    tbat    tbe    term   "  solid 
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food "  was  very  wide,  and  included 
wheat,  barley,  and  com  of  all  kinds, 
besides  lentils,  peas,  and  beans;  and, 
lest  the  poor  should  take  to  vegetables 
in  their  inability  to  afford  even  the  in- 
ferior kinds  of  corn,  there  was  also  a  tax 
on  potatoes  and  other  vegetables.  No 
more  astonishing  way  of  raising  an  in- 
come had  ever  been  discovered,  though 
the  case  of  Malta  was  somewhat  analo- 
gous to  that  of  the  Ionian  Islands,  where 
advantage  having  been  taken  of  our  Eng- 
lish ignorance  of  the  language,  it  had 
now  and  then  happened  that  extreme 
severity  had  marked  the  proceedings  of 
the  authorities.  In  a  Parliamentary 
Paper  of  the  year  1878,  Mr.  Eowsell  had 
said  that  the  Maltese  upper  and  middle 
classes  paid  10s.  lOd,  per  head  per 
annum  in  taxes,  while  the  working 
classes  contributed  as  much  as  15«.  7d. 
The  incidence  of  the  wheat  tax  was  such, 
that  the  richer  classes  paid  5«.  and  the 
poorer  10«.  per  head  per  annum.  The 
beggars  paid  more  per  head  than  those 
who  rode  in  carnages.  People  who 
swept  the  streets,  and  went  without 
shoes  and  stockings,  paid  more  per  head 
for  the  making  of  those  streets  and  the 
sweeping  and  cleaning  than  the  noble- 
men and  gentlemen  who  swept  past 
them  in  their  carriages.  An  English- 
man might  imagine,  judging  from  the 
absolute  amount  of  taxation  per  head, 
that  it  was  so  trifling  that  it  could  not 
possibly  have  the  crushing  effect  com- 
plained of  by  the  Natives ;  but  it  was  to 
be  remembered  that  wages  were  very 
low  in  Malta,  the  daily  average  being, 
perhaps,  not  much  more  than  U,  Mr. 
Kowsell's  schedule  of  wages  showed  that 
to  be  the  case ;  and  the  American  Con- 
sul, who  had  long  personal  experience 
of  the  Island,  had  mentioned  that  the 
great  number  of  the  poor  was  the  effect 
of  the  high  price  of  bread.  Conseq  uently, 
the  amount  of  mendicity  in  Malta  was 
something  appalling.  The  poor  seldom 
had  more  than  the  bare  means  of  reliev- 
ing their  hunger,  and  they  had  the  addi- 
tional misery  of  living  in  dwellings  that 
were  utterly  unfit  for  habitation.  He 
could  speak  on  that  point  from  his  own 
personal  observation,  as,  in  his  curiosity 
to  know  how  men  could  possibly  live  on 
the  current  small  wages,  he  had  visited 
the  houses  of  the  poorer  classes.  The 
whole  city  was  built  upon  white  freestone, 
making  what  miners  called  ''»)odroof," 
and  advantage  had  been  taken  of  ihe 
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material  to  sink  deep  cellars  under  the 
houses,  so  that  one  might  see  palatial 
piles  of  buildings  with  cavernous  cellars, 
tier  upon  tier  underneath,  the  lowest  of 
which  might  be  fully  40  feet  below  the 
level  of  the  street.      These  places  were 
damp,    unventilated,   foul  —  dreadfully 
foul — and  the  stench  appalling.  He  spoke 
only  of  what  he  had  seen,  and  he  be^ 
lieved  that  at  least  a  quarter  of  the  city 
was  underground.      It  would  easily  be 
supposed  that  such  damp,  ill-ventilated, 
and  foul  lodgings  had  their  effect  on  the 
death-rate.     That  it  had  a  deleterious 
effect  was  proved  by  the  fact  that  the 
Governor  had  appointed  a  Commission  of 
six  medical  men  to  inquire  into  the  sub- 
ject, the  death-rate  being  45  per  1,000, 
although  Medta,  per  $€,  was  naturally  a 
healthy  place.     Dr.  Giulio,  in  his  Be- 
port,   had    said    that    those  who    had 
seen  only  the  best  parts  of  Malta  could 
form  no  adequate  notion  of  the   bad 
hygienic  state  of  the  other  parts.      In 
particular,  the  drainage  was  exceedingly 
defective,  and  so  highly  charged  was  Sid 
atmosphere  of  many  of  the  houses,  that 
the    inmates    ran   the    risk    of   being 
poisoned  by  hydro-sulphide  of  ammonia, 
if  any  other  evidence  was  needed  as  to 
the  deplorable  condition  to  which  the 
poorer  Maltese  had  been  reduced  by  ex- 
cessive taxation,  it  would  be  found  in  a 
Petition  that  had  been  presented  to  the 
House,  and  which  recited  ''  the  heart- 
rending misery  which  prevails  already 
among  the  poor."      Now,  he  wished  to 
know  why  that  misery  had  been  in- 
flicted, incurred  as  it  was^for  the  pui> 
pose  of  paving  and  lighting  the  streets, 
draining  the  town,  and    doing    many 
other  things,  simply,   as  he  believed, 
for  the  benefit  of  the  upper  classes  P    In 
very  many  cases  the  proceeds  of  the 
taxation  seemed  to  be  misapplied — as, 
for  instance,  in  the  maintenance  of  a 
University,  where  the  sons  of  the  rich 
received    a    semi-gratuitous  education, 
paying  only  in  fees,  at  the  rate  of  2#.  6d, 
monthly  per  family,  the  sum  of  £248  a- 
year,    whilst    £4,397    came    from  the 
people's  food;   and   the  building,  at  a 
very  considerable    cost,    of   an  opera- 
house.     He   mi&^ht   mention    that    the 
opera-house  had  been  built  on  land  be- 
longing to  the    community,  and  that 
£48,000  had  been  spent  on  its  erection. 
On  a  careful  examination  of  the  expen- 
diture upon  the  Island,  he  found  that  a 
sum  of  £71,000  was   spent  which  in 
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England,  or  elsewhere,  would  be  paid 
oat  of  local  taxation.  Why,  he  desired 
to  know,  should  there  be  no  rates  or 
taxes  in  Malta  ?  There  were  no  better 
cared-for  or  more  copiously  watered 
streets  than  those  in  Valetta — equal  in 
all  respects  to  the  best  looked  after 
streets  in  the  West  End  of  London  or 
the  fashionable  districts  of  Brighton; 
and  all  this  was  done  without  any  house- 
holders' tax;  but  it  should  be  clearly 
understood,  out  of  the  taxes  on  solid 
food.  He  should  like  to  know  why  the 
people  who  lived  in  good  houses  in  the 
town  should  not  pay  for  that  which  cost 
money,  and  which  they  enjoyed  ?  In  no 
other  place  in  the  world  with  which  he 
was  acquainted  were  these  things,  as 
well  as  gas,  police,  sewage,  obtained 
without  the  payment  of  a  single  sixpence 
by  those  whom  they  chiefly  benefited — 
the  householders;  and  he  might  add 
that  it  seemed  also  that  these  existing 
evils  were  only  coincident  with  our  oc- 
cupation of  the  Island ;  for  previously 
to  that  the  owners  of  property  had  to 
pay  their  share  of  the  general  taxation. 
Now,  a  rate  of  2*.  6d,  on  the  house  pro- 
perty would,  according  to  Mr.  Rowsell, 
give  £40,000  a-year,  and  if  the  rate  were 
made  general  it  would  realize  £70,000 
a-year,  which  would  enable  the  Go- 
vernment of  the  Island  to  abolish  the 
taxes  on  food  and  the  harbour  dues, 
so  as  to  make  Valetta  a  free  port.  Mr. 
Bowsell  said  that  the  upper  classes  in 
Malta  had  an  ''hysterical  objection  to 
pay  money ;  "  but  if  they  had  money's 
worth,  why  should  they  have  it  paid  for 
out  of  the  most  miserable  class  of  the 
population  ?  It  was  no  doubt  said  that 
if  the  taxation  were  altered  it  would 
affect  the  selling  value  of  property  ;  but 
even  if  this  were  so,  it  only  showed  that 
the  owners  of  property  had  hitherto  de- 
rived more  than  they  ought  to  do  from 
it,  because  they  were  allowed  by  our 
neglect  to  rob  the  poor.  If  the  value  of 
property  were  diminished  by  a  rate, 
Malta  by  being  better  governed  would 
©njoy  greater  prosperity  than  it  had 
ever  enjoyed.  It  was  said  that  nine- 
tenths  of  the  people  were  perfectly  con- 
tent with  things  as  they  were ;  but  it  was 
impossible  to  suppose  that  people  would 
be  content  to  be  robbed  in  this  way.  It 
was  said  that  no  public  meetings  had 
been  held  to  complain  of  bad  adminis- 
tration ;  but  the  people  were  threatened, 
and  warned  not  to  hold  public  meetings. 


It  appeared  to  him  that  the  upper  classes 
were  robbers  of  helpless  infancy  and 
stealers  from  street  beggars.  Malta 
had  two  cardinal  wants — the  first  was 
indicated  in  the  terms  of  his  Motion,  and 
the  second  was  that  of  a  Gk>vernor  whose 
sole  business  should  be  the  good  govern- 
ment of  the  population  of  the  Island.  If 
Malta  were  made  an  absolutely  free 
port,  the  number  of  ships  that  would 
call  there  would  be  very  considerably 
increased,  and  there  would  bo  an  in- 
crease of  work  for  the  population  of  the 
Island.  Malta,  alone  of  all  the  Colonies 
that  he  knew,  owed  absolutely  nothing. 
It  had  £80,000  in  the  Funds,  and  the 
estates  of  the  Knights  of  Malta,  which 
successive  English  Governors  had  recog- 
nized as  State  property,  were  worth  not 
less  than  £1,300,000.  If  there  were  a 
Governor  who  would  put  the  saddle  on 
the  right  horse,  he  might,  by  seeing  that 
the  population  of  the  Island  was  fairly 
and  justly  dealt  with  and  that  the  latent 
industries  of  the  country  were  developed, 
initiate  a  period  of  prosperity  the  like  of 
which  had  never  been  known  before  in 
the  Island.  He  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  thought 
he  had  proved  the  existence  of  a  gprievous 
wrong  and  a  terrible  injustice,  that  the 
remedy  was  easy,  and  that  the  objec- 
tions were  selfish  and  frivolous.  But 
with  energy  and  determination  they 
could  easily  be  overcome.  The  injustice 
was  so  terrible  that  he  hoped  the  House 
would  lift  the  burden  off  the  shoulders 
of  those  unfortunate  people.  The  hon. 
Gentleman  concluded  by  moving  the  Re- 
solution which  stored  in  his  name. 

Mr.  ISAAC,  in  seconding  the  Hesolu- 
tion,  said,  he  would  not  offer  any  apology 
rising  to-  support  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby,  nor  would  he  follow  him  through 
all  his  remarks.  He  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  had, 
no  doubt,  been  carried  away  by  his  ex- 
cessive kind-heartedness  and  sympathe- 
tic feelings;  and  although  he  (Mr. Isaac) 
could  not  go  to  the  same  extent,  he  con- 
sidered the  Kesolution  was  one  which  not 
only  deserved,  but  demanded  the  con- 
sideration of  Parliament.  His  hon.  Friend 
the  Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  had 
referred,  in  the  course  of  his  speech,  in 
terms  of  condemnation  to  the  action  of  a 
gentleman  with  whom  he  (Mr.  Isaac)  had 
been  acquainted  for  many  years.  General 
Straubenzee.  He  would  teU  his  hon. 
Friend  that  a  better  man  did  not  exist  in 
the  British  Army  than  the  gentleman 
whom  he  had  charged,  he  had  almost 
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said,  with  crime.  He  would  ask  his 
hon.  Friend  whether  the  fault  did  not 
rest  with  the  laws  the  Governor  had  to 
put  into  force,  rather  than  with  any 
action  of  the  man  himself  ?  The  points 
which  ought  to  he  considered  were  the 
appointment  of  a  civil,  in  addition  to  a 
military  Qovemor,  the  re-adjustment  of 
taxation,  the  sanitary  condition  of  the 
whole  Island,  and  the  education  of  its 
people.  The  re-adjustment  of  taxation 
was  imperative,  because  the  present 
system  pressed  unequally  on  the  people. 
The  poor  and  working  classes  were 
heavuy  taxed — the  idle,  the  rich,  and 
the  noble  paid,  comparatively,  no 
taxes — ^the  duties  levied  upon  grain, 
food,  and  alcoholic  liquors  were,  indeed, 
a  serious  hardship  upon  those  who 
were  compelled  to  pay  them.  With  re- 
gard to  the  first  point,  it  might  be  said 
that  no  change  could  be  dnade  which 
would  be  satinactory  to  the  people.  We 
had  heard  that  said  of  other  places 
greater  and  smaller  than  Malta;  but  had 
always  found,  when  the  changes  had 
been  made,  that  they  proved  to  be  bene- 
ficial, not  only  to  those  who  had  at  one 
time  been  oppressed,  but  equally  so  to 
those  who  haa  been  considered  oppres- 
sors. Considerable  changes  had  been 
made  in  the  government  of  the  Island, 
both  before  it  was  ceded  to  this  country 
and  since  the  cession.  In  1800,  when  the 
Island  was  taken  by  this  country,  we  had 
to  inaugurate  some  system  of  govern- 
ment. After  1814  we  made  great 
changes.  In  1816  a  change  was  made;  in 
1834  another  change;  in  1838  another; 
and  in  1849  the  Constitution  of  ^e 
Island  was  entirely  altered.  Not  taking 
his  information  from  what  had  been 
said  in  the  House  by  the  hon.  Member 
for  Derby,  or  from  the  letters  he  had 
written,  but  from  persons  who  had  been 
employed  in  the  government  of  the 
Island,  or  had  resided  there  for  many 
years,  he  believed  that  though  his  hon. 
Friend  had  put  his  case  very  strongly, 
he  had  not  exceeded  the  bounds  of  rea- 
sonable complaint  as  to  the  way  in  which 
Malta  had  been  governed,  and  the  un- 
fortunate poor  of  the  Island  had  been 
treated.  During  the  last  half-century  we 
had  made  great  strides  in  carrying  Free 
Trade  principles  into  operation  in  this 
country ;  we  had  removed  &om  the 
edibles  used  by  the  poor  all  taxation ; 
and  he  saw  no  reason  why,  according  to 
justice  and  common  sense,  we  should  not 
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do  the  same  for  the  poor  of  the  Island  of 
Malta.      As  to  the  necessity  for  the  re- 
adjustment of  taxation,  it  could  be  proved 
that  the  lower  classes  in  Malta  were 
much  more  heavily  taxed  than  the  nobles 
and  other  classes.  The  principal  kinds  of 
food  which  the  people  had  to  subsist  upon 
were  bread,  macaroni,  with  occasionally 
a  few  olives,  a  fish  sandwich,  and  a  little 
garlic.      He  had  been  told  by  a  gentle- 
man who  had  lived  four  years  in  the 
?lace  that  in  the  old  capital   of  the 
sland,  with  over  3,000  inhabitants,  they 
killed  butcher's  meat  only  one  day  in  the 
week,  and  the  demand  for  it  was  so 
small  that  they  had  to  send  the  greater 
part  to  Yaletta  to  be  disposed  of.     The 
people  were,  therefore,  oblig^  to  use 
grain  and  those  things  which  were  taxed 
by  the  laws  of  the  Island.     That  was  a 
system  of  taxation  which  ought  not  to 
exist  in  any  Dependency  or  Colony  of  the 
Crown.      The  question  had  also  been 
mooted  with  regard  to  a  land  tax.  What 
country  in  the  Empire  did  not  pay  a  land- 
tax,  or  a  house  tax,  and  a  large  number 
of  other  taxes  ?  Why  should  Malta  be  the 
onl^  place  in  Her  Majesty's  dominions 
which  did  not  pay  the  land  tax  ?    He 
thought  there  would  be  no  difficulty  in 
raising  a  fair  and  reasonable  rate  of 
taxation  for  Imperial  purposes  from  all 
the  property  in  the  Island,  and  that 
these  changes,  if  carried,  would  be  for 
the  benefit  of  edl  parties,  and  were  not 
without  precedent.     He  believed  that  if 
Her  Majesty's  Ministers  were  to  take 
this  matter  into  consideration,  so  that 
some  gpreat  reform  was  made,  they  would 
do  that  which  would  redound  to  their 
credit  as  much  as  anything  they  had 
done  in  the  course  of  their  Administra- 
tion.    In  the  first  plcuse,  then,  he  would 
abolish  the  tax  upon  food,  and  supply 
the  deficiency  by  a  tax  upon  the  prox>6rty 
of  the  Church,  and  all  other  property, 
which  at  present  enjoyed  an  immunity 
from  taxation.     He  would,  too,  have  the 
sanitary  condition  of  the  dwellings  of  the 
poor  better  ventilated  and  drained.    The 
necessity  for  this  was  more  than  proved 
by  the  statement  made  by  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Plimsoll),  from  the  experience  he 
had  gained  on  the  spot;    but  if  those 
statements  needed  additional  ar^ments 
to  impress  them  on  the  House,  ne  (Mr. 
Isaac)  could  state,  from  the  best  possible 
authority,  that  during  the  general  drain- 
age repairs  in  Yaletta  the  stench  from 
the  open  roads  was  fearful — ^the  aoili 
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super- saturated  witli  sewage  and  gas 
leakage,  caused  an  epidemic  of  the 
measle  type  amongst  adults,  as  well  as 
children,  along  the  whole  route  of  the 
excavations,  and  caused  the  loss  of  many 
liyes.  Another  instance  of  the  serious 
effects  of  want  of  proper  sanitary  re- 
forms was  in  1865-6,  when  upwards  of 
200  deaths  occurred  amongst  the  in- 
habitants of  ground  Mezzanine  and 
underground  floors  before  any  case  oc- 
curred to  the  occupants  of  the  proper 
houses.  Lord  Clarence  Paget,  when  at 
the  opening  of  the  new  Hydraulic  Dock, 
in  January,  1873,  said,  that  according  to 
the  last  Census,  the  population  of  Malta 
was  124,000,  beiuR  about  1,200  to  the 
square  mile,  and,  therefore,  denser  than 
any  other  part  of  the  globe ;  and,  that 
what  was  still  more  striking  and  appall- 
ing was  its  rapid  increase,  being  some- 
thing like  1,000  in  every  year.  He  sug- 
gested the  Medtese  should  colonize  the 
shores  of  the  Mediterranean,  and  particu- 
larly pointed  out  Cyrenica,  formerly  one  of 
the  principal  granaries  of  ancient  Home. 
That  surely  and  clearly  proved  that  emi- 
gration was  the  only  way  of  providing 
for  the  population  ;  and  if  they  had  to 
emigrate,  it  must  be  to  a  place  where 
they  could  speak  the  language  of  the 
people.  He  thought,  then,  that  they 
might  establish  elementary  schools  in 
the  Island,  in  which  the  people  might 
be  taught  English ;  it  was  hignly  desir- 
able that  they  should  learn  to  speak 
some  other  language  than  the  mixture 
of  Italian  and  Arabic  which  was  their 
vernacular.  He  should  rejoice  if  the 
glory  and  honour  of  improving  the  con- 
dition of  the  Island  of  Malta  belonged 
to  a  Conservative  Government.  If,  in- 
stead of  holding  Malta  for  the  Maltese, 
they  regarded  it  as  an  English  Colony, 
the  effect  would  be  to  make  the  nobles 
feel  they  were  Englishmen,  and  thus 
would  be  infused  into  the  society  of  the 
Island  a  more  truly  English  feeling,  and 
a  belief  that  it  had  been  left,  amongst 
other  important  duties,  to  a  Conservative 
Government  to  reform  the  laws  and  the 
government  of  the  important  Island  of 
Malta,  that  had  been  so  long  neglected 
by  the  masterly  incustivity  of  their 
laberal  predecessors. 

Amendment  proposed, 

To  leave  out  from  the  word  "  That "  to  the 
tnd  of  the  Question,  in  order  to  add  the  wordi 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  the  cost  of  main- 
taining the  Police,  and  of  draining,  repairing. 


lighting,  cloaningf  and  watering  the  streets,  &c. 
in  Malta,  should  be  paid  out  of  a  nito  upon 
house  and  other  property  (upon  which,  at  pro- 
sent,  no  rates  or  taxes  oi  any  kind  whatovor  arc 
lo\'ied),  and  not,  inter  alia,  out  of  a  tax  upon 
wheat  and  other  grain  for  food,  and  upon  pota- 
toes and  other  vegetables,  which,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  actually  takes  more  per  head  from  the  very 
poor  who  live  in  cellars  than  it  takes  per  head 
from  those  who  live  in  the  best  houses  in  the 
streets  and  squares ;  and  the  House  is  therefore 
further  of  opinion  that  it  is  the  duty  of  Her 
Majesty's  Government  to  take  such  steps  as  may 
be  necessary  to  secure  the  abolition  of  the  taxes 
on  food  in  Malta  on  and  from  the  1st  day  of 
January  1881,— (ifr.  Plimtolly) 

— instead  thereof. 

Question  proposed,  '^  That  the  words 
proposed  to  be  left  out  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

Mb.  mac  IVER,  who  had  the  follow- 
ing  Notice  upon  the  Paper  : — 

"  To  call  the  attention  of  the  House  to  the 
condition  of  Malta;  and  to  move,  That,  with 
respect  to  local  administration,  no  outlay  of 
public  money  should  take  place,  no  taxes  should 
be  imposed,  nor  any  law  be  passed,  except  with 
the  consent  of  a  majority  of  the  elected  Mem« 
hers  of  the  Council  of  Government ;  " 

said,  he  should  not  have  thought  that 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Plim- 
soll)  ever  had  been  in  Malta,  had  he  not 
seen  the  hon.  Gentleman  there.  It  cer- 
tainly did  not  appear,  either  from  his 
speech  or  from  the  speech  of  his  hon. 
Friend  behind  him  (Mr.  Isaac),  that  they 
knew  anything  about  the  Island.  Let 
him  (Mr.  Mac  Ivor)  remind  the  House 
how  Malta  became  a  part  of  the  Em- 
pire. In  1 798  the  Maltese  bravely  with- 
stood the  French  and  maintained  their 
independence,  and  afterwards  they  will- 
in&;ly  placed  themselves  imder  Britieh 
rule.  Therefore,  they  owed  something  to 
the  Maltese.  The  Medtese  were  a  deeply 
religious  Koman  Catholic  people,  and 
he  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  had  a  letter  from 
their  Archbishop,  who  was  certainly  not 
in  favour  of  the  views  of  the  Mover 
and  Seconder  of  this  Besolution.  For 
himself,  having  spent  years  of  his  life 
in  Malta,  and  still  maintaining  his  asso- 
ciations with  the  place,  he  now  spoke  on 
behalf  of  the  Maltese  ;  and  he  was  sup- 
ported by  a  Memorial  from  the  elected 
Members  of  the  Council  in  the  views  he 
ventured  to  urge.  There  was  not  the 
smallest  pretence  for  sayins  that  the 
elected  Members  of  the  Councudid  notre- 
present  the  feeling  of  999  out  of  6ireiX: 
1,000  of  the  inhabitants.  AbkilowliAj£ 
ing  the  perfect  slnoeritj  of  tht  wVf 
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Member  for  Derby,  be  yet  tbougbt  tbat 
bon.  Gentleman  was  apt  at  times  to  take 
an  exaggerated  and  distorted  view  of 
facts.  Tbe  undisputed  facts  in  tbis 
matter  were,  tbat  tbe  entire  reyenue  of 
Malta  derived  from  any  kind  of  taxation 
was  about  £100,000,  and  tbat  of  tbis 
amount  some  £50,000  was  raised  by 
tbose  taxes  to  wbicb  tbe  bon.  Member 
for  Derby  was  opposed.  Tbe  bon.  Gen- 
tleman evidently  tbougbt  tbat  tbe  wbole 
of  tbe  deficiency  in  regard  to  tbat 
£50,000  migbt  reasonably  be  recouped 
from  a  cbarge  of  some  kind  or  otber  on 
bouse  property.  Now,  tbe  population 
was  about  150,000,  and  tbe  number  of 
bouses  perbaps  sometbing  like  30,000. 
Nine  out  of  ten  of  tbe  bouses  in  wbicb 
tbe  people  lived  were  rented  at  £2  or  £3 
a-year ;  and  if  tbey  put  a  tax  of  20«.  or 
30«.  on  eacb  of  tbose  bouses,  tbat  would 
be  very  like  adding  40  or  50  per  cent 
to  tbe  bouse  rent  wbicb  tbe  people  bad 
bitberto  paid.  Dbat  was,  practically, 
wbat  tbe  bon.  Member's  proposal  came 
to.  Tbere  were  in  Malta  no  riob  per- 
sons, or  not  more  tban  about  balf-a- 
dozen,  and  tbe  great  bulk  of  tbe  revenue 
required  to  meet  local  needs  must  be 
obtained  from  tbe  great  mass  of  tbe 
population.  Tbe  real  question,  tbere- 
fore,  was,  bow  could  tbat  be  done  witb 
the  least  inconvenience  and  distress  to 
tbe  Maltese  people  ?  Surely,  tbe  wisbes 
of  tbe  people  tbemselves  ougbt  to  bave 
some  weigbt,  and  tbey  Were  averse  from 
any  material  cbange  of  tbeir  system  of 
taxation.  Altbougb  a  few  agitators  bad 
done  tbeir  best  to  stir  up  discontent,  tbe 
inhabitants  of  tbe  Island  were  not  dis- 
satisfied ;  tbey  were  a  law-abiding,  well- 
conducted  community,  wbo  desired  ever 
to  remain  a  portion  of  tbe  Britisb 
Empire ;  but  tney  did  feel  tbat  some- 
times tbe  House  of  Commons  forgot  tbe 
circumstances  in  wbicb  tbe  Island  be- 
came a  part  of  our  Empire  and  did  not 
sufficiently  regard  tbe  wisbes  of  tbe 
Maltese  people.  Malta  enjoyed  tbe 
reality  of  an  unrestricted  commerce  witb 
all  parts  of  tbe  Mediterranean,  and  was, 
practically,  almost  a  free  port.  Customs 
duties  beinjz  levied  on  only  one  or  two 
articles.  Tbe  general  prosperity  of 
Malta  depended  upon  its  continuing  to 
be  tbe  cbeapest  port  of  tbat  part  of  tbe 
Mediterranean;  but  tbe  Free  Traders 
bad  proposed  changes  in  tbe  finances  of 
tbe  island  wbicb  threatened  to  destroy 
its  trade  altogether,  and  tbat  bad  been 
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tbe  occasion  of  tbe  riots  wbicb  bad  oc- 
curred tbere.  The  bon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  Flimsoll)  complained  tbat 
tbe  taxation  of  tbe  Island  was  in 
favour  of  tbe  rich,  as  against  the  poor ; 
but  tbis  statement  was  based  upon 
imaginary  data.  Much  stress  bad  been 
laid  upon  tbe  fact  that  extensive  drainage 
works  bad  been  undertaken  by  the 
Government  in  Malta;  but  tbe  truth 
was,  tbat  tbose  drainage  works  bad  been 
executed,  not  for  the  advantage  of  the 
Maltese,  but  of  tbe  Britisb  Fleet  and  of 
tbe  troops  who  were  quartered  there. 
The  demand  of  tbe  Maltese  people  was 
tbat,  with  respect  to  local  administration, 
no  expenditure  should  be  incurred,  that 
no  taxes  should  be  imposed,  and  that  no 
law  should  be  passed,  except  witb  the 
consent  of  a  majority  of  the  elected 
Members  of  the  Council  of  Gt>vemment ; 
and,  in  bis  opinion,  that  was  a  most 
reasonable  proposal.  Malta  and  Cyprus 
were  both  on  tbe  high  road  to  India — 
tbe  former  was  over-populated,  tbe  latter 
was  thinly-populated  —  and,  therefore, 
tbe  best  thing  we  could  do  was  to  induce 
the  surplus  population  of  Malta  to  emi- 
grate to  Cyprus. 

Sib  GEORGE  BOWYER  rose  to  se- 
cond  tbe  Amendment. 

Mb.  SFEAKEB  pointed  out  that  it 
bad  already  been  seconded. 

Mb.  ANDERSON  said,  he  had  ex- 
pected, after  listening  to  the  first  portion 
of  tbe  speech  of  the  bon.  Member  for 
Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver),  that  it  would 
be  shown  that  his  (Mr.  Anderson's)  hon. 
Friend  tbe  Member  for  Derby  (Mr. 
Flimsoll)  had  no  case,  for  be  set  out  by 
promising  to  demolish  it  entirely;  but 
after  bearing  the  remainder  of  the 
speech,  and  particularly  tbe  remarkable 
conclusion  at  wbicb  the  hon.  Member 
for  Birkenhead  had  arrived,  he  thought 
that  the  argtmients  of  tbe  hon.  Member 
for  Derby  were  unassailable.  What  was 
it  that  tbe  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead 
proposed  to  do  for  tbe  people  of  Malta  ? 
Why,  his  proposal  would  be  to  send  them 
from  the  frying-pan  into  the  fire.  Tbe 
only  thing  he  had  to  offer  for  their  good 
was  to  deport  them  to  Qyprus.  Malta, 
he  (Mr.  Anderson)  believed,  was  hot; 
but  no  one  would  venture  to  compare 
it  to  Cyprus.  The  hon.  Member  wished 
to  induce  tbe  people  of  Malta  to  con- 
sent to  be  deported  from  an  uncomfort- 
able Island  into  a  still  more  disagreeable 
place.   He    did  not  suppose  l£e  hon. 
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Member's  Maltese  friends  would  be  vety 
grateful  to  him  for  that  proposal.  The 
Eon,  Gentleman  (Mr.  Mac  Tver)  t 
pared  the  propoaal  to  imposo  a  he 
tax  on  Malta  to  the  Chancellor  of 
Exchequer  adding  30  per  cent  to  _  ._ 
own  house  tax ;  but  the  analogy  was 
qnite  in  another  way,  the  present  system 
at  Malta  was  just  as  if  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  had  undertaken  the  paving 
and  cleansing  and  lighting  of  the  Metro- 
polia,  all  of  which  were  to  be  paid  for 
out  of  the  general  taxation  of  the  coun- 
try. In  Malta  the  Customs  dues  were 
used  for  those  purposes ;  and,  not  only 
that,  but  in  Valetta  a  University  was 
kept  up  and  an  opera-house  had  also 
been  erected,  at  great  cost,  by  the  same 
means,  and  it  was  not  right  that  the 
lower  classes  of  the  Islands  generally 
should  have  to  provide  for  the  mainte- 
nance of  the  buildings  there.  Malta,  in 
faot,  was  made  pleasant  and  gay,  at  the 
expense  of  the  people,  for  the  officials 
sent  from  England.  It  was  complained 
that  the  poor  people  of  Malta  were  taxed 
oa  food  for  the  sake  of  keeping  the 
upper  classes  free  &om.  taxation,  and 
makiDg  the  place  in  every  way  pleasant 
to  them.  In  all  the  taxes  which  affected 
the  poor  people,  they  were  made  to  pay 
mncn.  more  heavily  than  the  upper 
olaases.  The  bou.  Member  for  Birken- 
head had  questioned  the  figures  of  Mr. 
Bowsell,  who  said  that,  while  the  working 
olasH  were  taxed  at  the  rate  of  1 5i.  7d.  per 
head,  the  officialB  and  wealthier  classes 
who  had  £500  or£l,000  a-year  or  more 
ptud  only  IOj.  iOd. ;  and  he  had  asserted 
there  were  no  figures  in  the  Beport  to 
sustain  that  argument.  But  Mr.  Sowsell 
had  figures,  aud  these  showed  that  there 
were  27,000  of  the  official  and  wealthier 
classes  in  Malta,  and  112,000  poor  per- 
sons whose  average  wages  wereli.a-day. 
He  showed  how  the  amount  was  made 
up,  and  his  figures  were  incontestable. 
[Mr.  Mxc  Iteb  denied  there  was  any 
calculation  of  the  kind.]  He  would  refer 
the  hon.  Gentleman  to  page  15,  where 
the  calculation  was  clearly  set  out.  Mr. 
Bowsell  showed  that  in  the  matter  of 
bread  du^  alone  the  rich  class  contri- 
bated  6i.  and  the  poor  class  10«.  per 
head.  The  hon.  Member  for  Birkenhead 
also  went  on  to  show  that  a  tax  on 
house  property  would  prove  inoperative, 
and  that  it  would  not  be  possible  to 
raise  the  required  amount  in  that  way. 
But  Mr.  Bowsell  proved  to  the  contrary. 
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Ho  proved  that  6rf.  in  the  pound  of 
rental  wpuld  yield  £8,000  a-year ;  but  in 
this  country  2«.  Gd.  was  a  low  rate  for 
local  purposes,  and  that  rate  in  Malta 
would  yield  £40,000  a-year.  He  (Mr. 
Anderson)  felt  that  the  House  would  ac- 
cept the  statementsof  Mr. Rowsell  in  pre- 
ference to  the  opinions  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Birkenhead  ;  for  they  showed, 
to  the  satisfaction  of  moat  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  that  House,  that  Malta,  after 
being  for  nearly  a  century  in  our  posses- 
sion, was  about  the  worst-govemedspot  in 
HerMajesty'sDominions.  We  governed 
the  Island  not  for  the  good  of  the  people 
there,  but  entirely  with  a  view  to  the  for- 
tress. He  suggested  that  a  civil  Governor, 
to  be  paid  by  Malta,  should  be  appointed, 
as  well  as  the  military  Governor,  whose 
salary,  reduced  from  £5,000  to  £3,000 
a-yoar,  ought  to  be  paid  by  us.  For 
the  last  25  years  the  Government  of 
Malta  had  been  a  dictatorship,  for  the 
military  Governors  bad  been  very  much 
under  the  influence  of  the  permanent 
officials,  and  Sir  Adrian  Din{^  was  the 
real  Dictator  at  Malta.  Some  of  the 
Governors  we  sent  out  were  very  weak, 
and  entirely  in  his  hands.  The  late 
Governor,  Sir  C.  Straubenzee,  had  been 
of  this  class,  an  amiable  well  meaning 
man,  but  as  weak  as  water,  as  was 
proved  by  his  conduct  in  the  riots  of  last 
year,  when  he  had  been  censured  by  the 
Colonial  Secretary  for  allowing  the  mob 
to  enter  the  corridors  of  the  Palace. 
There  was  another  difficulty  in  con- 
nection with  Malta,  and  that  was 
the  state  of  the  franchise.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  had  a  Besolu- 
tion  on  the  Paper,  recommending  that 
there  should  he  no  outlay  of  public 
money,  except  with  the  consent  of  the 
majority  of  the  elected  Members  of  the 
Council— a  rule  that  had  been  enforced 
jome  time  by  Lord  Cardwell,  but  had 
1  abandoned  of  late  years,  with  the 
result  that  the  votes  of  the  eight  elected 
Members  were  usually  swamped  by  those 
of  the  niue  official  Councillors.  So  fla- 
grant was  this  system  that  in  one  case 
the  casting  vote  of  an  official  bad  made 
an  addition  to  his  own  salary.  That 
swamping  of  the  elected  Members'  votes, 
however,  would  be  a  greater  grievance, 
if  the  elected  Members  represented  a 
larger  constituency  than  the  2,000  per- 
sons who  composed  the  electorate.  At 
first  sight  the  franchise  seemed  liberal 
enough,   being  baaed  on  the  piino^pl*  j 
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of  a  £4  occupancy;  but  it  was  too 
severely  restricted  by  the  absurd  stipu- 
lation that  no  one  should  vote  who  did 
not  understand  English  or  Italian,  both 
of  which  were  foreign  languages  in 
Malta.  In  this  country  we  sanctioned 
even  the  illiterate  voter ;  but  on  the  Mal- 
tese system  we  would  not  only  abolish 
him,  but  require  every  voter  to  under- 
stand Welsh  or  Gaelic.  That  was  a 
point  on  which  reforms  were  urgently 
needed  and  might  be  very  usefully 
introduced  in  Malta ;  as  if  that  restric- 
tion were  removed,  the  constituencies 
would  be  largely  increased,  and  the 
Members  of  the  Council  would  be  more 
truly  representative.  The  widening  of 
the  franchise,  and  the  appointment  of  a 
civil  Governor  to  attena  to  the  civil 
business  of  the  Island,  were  the  two 
subjects  with  respect  to  which  the  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  the  Colonies  would,  he 
hoped,  take  immediate  action.  In  con- 
clusion, he  would  say  that  the  lower 
classes,  he  thought,  had  been  compelled 
to  pay  taxes  which  should  have  been 
put  on  the  wealthier  classes  through 
property  taxation;  and  he  urged,  in  the 
strongest  manner,  that  the  Kesolution 
should  be  adopted,  and  the  taxes  on  food 
in  Malta  should  cease  from  the  1st  of 

January,  1881.  

Sib  GEOEGE  BOWYEE  said,  that 
the  speech  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver)  had  been  so 
comprehensive  and  had  gone  into  so 
mucn  useful  detail  that  his  own  observa- 
tions need  not  be  long.  He  fully  ad- 
mitted the  good  intentions  and  benevo- 
lent objects  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll),  a  well-known 
instance  of  which,  in  the  case  of  our 
merchant  seamen,  would  be  familiar  to 
the  House.  It  had  struck  him,  however, 
that  the  part  played  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber in  the  present  case  was  a  little 
Quixotic.  The  circumstances  of  the  hon. 
Member's  Motion  reminded  him  of  the 
celebrated  reply  given  by  the  Needy 
Knifegrinder  in  1%0  Anti-Jaeohin — 

'*  Story,  God  bleie  you!  I  have  none  to  tell,  Sir," 

for,  in  fact,  though  they  had  heard  how 
the  Maltese  were  starved  and  ill-treated, 
that  unhappy  people  had  not  told  their 
own  story  or  pleaaed  their  own  wrongs. 
Had  the  hon.  Member  come  to  the 
House  with  any  Petition  from  them,  and 
could  he  mention  any  public  meeting 
that  had  been  held  in  support  of  his 
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views?  He  (Sir  George  Bowyer)  had 
in  his  hand  a  pamphlet  written  by  the 
hon.  Member,  and  would  ask  the  atten- 
tion of  the  House  to  two  extracts  from 
it,  which  would  show  the  exaggeration 
and  absence  of  exact  thought  and  argu- 
ment that  had  characterized  his  state- 
ment. In  one  of  those  passages,  he  had 
attributed  the  insanitary  condition  of 
the  place  to  the  import  duties  on  com ; 
in  the  other,  he  had  hotly  attacked  the 
Government  of  the  Island,  of  course,  in- 
cluding in  his  denunciations  the  Secre- 
tary of  State.  In  that  second  passage 
he  had  written  that  he  had  seen  in 
London  portraits  of  the  great  brigands 
of  Palermo,  and  among  them  those  of 
Leoni  and  his  gang,  with  whom,  he 
said,  he  had  rather  stand  at  the  Judg- 
ment Day  than  with  the  men  who  had 
inflicted  on  Malta  the  terrible  evils  of 
which  he  complained.  He  (Sir  George 
Bowyer)  did  not  mean  to  assert  that  the 
condition  of  things  was  perfect  in  Malta ; 
but  he  did  say  that,  if  modifications  in 
the  taxation  were  to  be  made,  they 
ought  to  spring  from  the  wishes  of  the 
people  themselves,  and  not  to  be  imposed 
on  the  people  by  the  Free-traders  of  this 
country.  The  Maltese  said  they  were 
used  to  the  fiscal  system  they  possessed, 
and  that  any  substitutes  that  might  be 
proposed  for  the  existing  taxes  would  be 
far  more  grievous  than  those  in  force 
at  present.  They  thought  their  system 
was  not  one  to  be  complained  of,  and 
they  asked  to  be  let  alone.  This  was  a 
verv  reasonable  view  for  them  to  take, 
and  he  hoped  the  House  would  be  dis- 
posed to  accept  it.  Without  Protection, 
the  cultivation  of  cereals,  which,  from  a 
military  point  of  view,  was  of  great  im- 
portance, would  probably  cease  alto- 
gether in  the  Island.  He  had  had 
Maltese  affairs  passing  through  his 
hands  for  a  number  of  years ;  and  he 
believed  the  Gt)vemment  would  do 
wisely  in  refusing  to  adopt  any  large 
scheme  of  alteration  in  the  filnancial 
system  of  the  Island,  and  confining 
themselves  to  the  consideration  of  politi- 
cal details.  He  strongly  deprecated  the 
slighting  manner  in  which  tiie  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  and  others  had  re- 
ferred to  the  Madtese  nobilitjr.  They 
were  an  ancient  and  honourable  class, 
possessed  of  education  and  high  attain- 
ments, and  holding  a  distmguished 
Eosition  in  the  Island.  The  hon.  Mem- 
er  for  Birkenhead  had  pointed  out  what 
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was  the  real  defect  in  the  mode  of  go- 
yemment  in  Malta — namely,  the  con- 
stitution   of   the    Legislative    Council. 
Hon.  Gentlemen  who  wished  to  benefit 
the  inhabitants  would  be  t£iking  a  much 
more    useful    course    if    they    applied 
themselves  to  the  remedy  of  this  poli- 
tical grievance.     The  opinions  of  the 
Bepresentatives  of  the  people  ought  to 
have  the  greatest  possible  weight ;  but 
their  voice  was  stifled.    The  people  of 
Malta  were  loyal — in  fact,  there  were  no 
more  loyal  subjects  of  the  British  Crown 
and  they  deserved  great  consideration. 
He  maintained  that  Gibraltar,  Malta, 
and  Cyprus  were  most  important  to  this 
country  for  military  and  political  pur- 
poses, and  it  was  important  that  we 
should  cultivate  the  goodwill  of  the  in- 
habitants of  those  places.     If  they  were 
friendly  to  us,  half  the  battle  was  gained. 
Although  Malta  was  a  small  place,  we 
were  bound  to  hear  its  case.     There 
was   a  military  Governor.     He  was  a 
most  gallant  officer,  and  deserved  the 
greatest  respect  in  a   military  and  in 
every  other  point  of  view  ;  but  his  chief 
work  was  tne  care  of  the  garrison.     A 
civil  Governor  would  be  employed  in 
other  ways.    In  Ireland  we  had  a  Lord 
Lieutenant  and  a  Commander-in-Chief. 
Why  should  there  not   be  the    same 
arrangement  in  Malta  ?    The  people  of 
Malta  paid  £5,000  a-year  out  of  their 
pockets    for    this   Governor,    who  was 
chiefly  employed  as  commander  of  the 
English  troops.    They  said — **We  do 
not  think  it  is  fair  that  we  should  have 
to  pay  the  salary  of  a  Commander-in- 
Chief  for  Imperial  purposes  and  not  for 
the  purposes  of  the  Island."   That  point 
deserved  consideration,  with  a  view  to 
its  being  remedied. 

Mr.  JUSTIN  M^CAETHY  said,  that 
it  was  possible  to  live  in  a  place,  and  to 
come  out  of  it,  without  any  very  accurate 
perception  of  the  condition  of  its  inner 
life.  Now,  although  he  had  never  been 
in  the  Island  of  Malta,  he  knew  some- 
thing of  the  state  of  things  which  existed 
there,  and  had  no  difficulty,  basing  his 
opinion  even  on  the  speeches  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Birkenhead  (Mr.  Mac  Iver) 
— and  he  (Mr.  Justin  McCarthy)  was 
not  sure  that  he  would  take  the  views 
of  that  hon.  Member  on  any  social 
or  political  question  —  and  the  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  the  Member  for 
Wexford  (Sir  George  Bowyer),  both 
of    whom    had    lived    at    Malta,    in 


coming    to    the    conclusion    that    the 
system  of  taxation  which  prevailed  in 
the  Island  was  not  entitled  to  the  ap- 
proval of  the  House.    In  his  opinion, 
neither  speech  had  touched  the  frin&^e  of 
the  question  before  the  House.      There 
was  on  the  one  side  a  great  degree  of 
penury  and  squalor;    while  upon  the 
other  there   was  a  class  who,   though 
perhaps  not  rich  in  the  sense  in  which 
people  were  said  to  be  rich    in    this 
country,   were  well  oflP;    and  yet    the 
greater  portion  of  the  taxes  of  the  Island 
were  raised  on  the  food  on  which  the 
poor  jfcr  the  most  part  lived.     Surely, 
that  could  not  be  an  equitable  state  of 
things;  and  it  was,  under  those  circum- 
stances, absurd,  he  thought,  to  speak  of 
the  people  of  Malta  as  being  contented, 
with  their    squalor    and    underground 
cellars,  in  the  way  the  hon.  and  learned 
Baronet  the  Member  for  Wexford  had 
done,  considering  the  abject  condition  in 
which  they  were  placed ;  and  he  was 
glad  his  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for 
Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  had  paid  the  Island 
a  visit  and  was  able  to  tell  the  House — 
what  the  official  Reports  did  not  do — the 
real  facts  of  the  case.      He  should  like, 
he  might  add,  to  see  some  system  of  real 
representation  established  in  Malta,  so 
that  reforms  might  be  instituted  from 
within  ;  but  by  whatever  means  the  end 
was  effected,  the  present  unjust — he  had 
almost  said  ridiculous — system  of  taxa- 
tion, which  operated  so  unjustly,  ought 
to   be    abolished.      In    conclusion,    he 
thought  they  owed  a  deep  debt  of  grati- 
tude to  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby  for 
bringing  this  subject  under  public  atten- 
tion. 

Sir  MICHAEL  HICKS-BEACH  said, 
he  was  in  the  unfortunate  position  of  not 
being  able  to  agree  either  with  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby  (Mr.  Plimsoll)  or  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Birken- 
head (Mr.  Mac  Iver).  Though  sympa- 
thizing with  much  in  the  speech  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby,  he  could  not  but 
think  it  somewhat  exaggerated,  and  that 
the  hon.  Member  made  rather  too  much 
of  the  bread  tax  in  attributing  to  it  all 
that  was  wrong  in  the  condition  of  the 
Island.  The  bread  tax  was  not  even 
the  main  source  of  taxation,  for  only 
one-half  of  the  taxes  raised  came  from 
that  source.  He  acknowledged  that  was 
a  large  amoimt;  but  it  was  less  than 
would  be  inferred  from  the  speech  of 
the  hon.  Member  for  Derby.    The  hon. 
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Member  represented  the  tax  as  a  bur- 
den imposed  by  the  richer  classes  in 
Malta  upon  the  poorer.  That  was  hai'dlj 
correct,  for  the  hon.  Member  was  unable 
to  bring  forward  any  instance  to  show 
that  the  poorer  classes  were  themselyes 
opposed  to  the  tax.  And,  surely,  the 
mendicancy  of  the  Island  was  to  be  at- 
tributed to  the  poorness  of  the  soU  and 
the  scarcity  of  employment  rather  than 
to  that  cause.  The  hon.  Member  also 
thought  that  the  insanitary  condition 
of  the  Island  was  due  to  the  tax  ; 
and  he  instanced  houses  he  had  him- 
self seen  in  some  of  the  worst  quar- 
ters of  the  city.  There  was,  he  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks  -  Beach)  would  admit, 
a  block  of  buildings,  containing  about 
1,600  persons,  which  ought  certainly  to 
be  swept  away  in  any  sanitary  improve- 
ment which  might  be  made;  but  that 
particular  place  was  no  more  a  fair 
sample  of  the  whole  of  Malta,  than  a 
slice  from  the  Seven  Dials  would  be  of 
the  state  of  London.  We  had,  in  this 
country,  for  many  years  freedom  from 
taxation  on  bread ;  but  in  spite  of  that 
we  had  found  it  necessary  to  pass  Arti- 
zans'  Dwellings  Acts,  and  we  had  to 
meet  no  slight  opposition  to  the  taxa- 
tion required  for  sanitary  purposes.  He 
understood  that  even  in  the  town  which 
the  hon.  Member  represented,  though 
there  was  no  bread  tax,  there  was  a 
certain  amount  of  disinclination,  on  the 
part  of  the  Corporation,  to  adopt  the 
provisions  of  the  Artizans'  Dwellings 
Act,  though  it  was  very  necessary  that 
it  should  be  done.  He  quite  admitted 
that  this  tax  on  food  was  objectionable 
for  many  reasons ;  and  he  had  stated 
those  reasons  in  the  despatch  he  addressed 
last  year  to  the  Governor  of  Malta.  He 
quite  admitted,  also,  that  the  sanitary 
condition  of  the  Island  was  capable  of 
improvement,  and  he  had  done  a  good 
deal  since  he  came  into  his  present  Office 
to  promote  that  improvement.  The 
drainage  of  what  was  called  the  ''  Three 
Cities  "  had  been  under  consideration  in 
Malta ;  and,  finding  that  by  the  existing 
system,  which  was  described  as  '*  a 
system  of  elongated  cesspools,"  the 
sewage  of  a  city  with  50,000  persons  was 
discharged  into  the  harbour,  and  remem- 
bering that  this  country,  on  account  of 
our  Naval  and  Military  Departments, 
was  prepared  to  contribute  liberally  to 
the  expenses,  he  felt  himself  justified  in 
directing   that    the    proposed    scheme 
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should  be  passed  through  the  Council, 
in  spite  of  the  opposition  of  the  elected 
Members.  That  step  had  occasioned 
much  complaint  on  the  part  of  the  hon. 
and  learned  Baronet  tne  Member  for 
Wexford  and  others,  who  said  that 
Malta  had  been  taxed  for  the  benefit  of 
this  country.  But  Malta  would  pay 
only  four- sevenths  of  the  cost  of  a  work 
which  was  very  much  for  her  benefit. 
The  passing  of  a  measure  similar  in  its 
provisions  to  our  Public  Health  Acts, 
which  might  enable  the  Government  to 
deal  with  the  insanitary  condition  of 
some  of  the  worst  places  in  the  Island, 
had  been  pressed  for  some  years  past 
upon  the  Council  of  Malta,  but  had 
been  stopped  by  the  opposition  of  the 
elected  Members.  There,  again,  the 
question  arose  whether  it  would  not  be 
in  the  interest  of  the  Island  that  the 
opposition  of  the  elected  Members  should 
no  longer  be.  allowed  to  prevent  the 
necessary  reforms  ?  When  he  came  into 
Office,  he  found  that  his  Predecessor  had 
directed  an  Inquiry  into  the  system  of 
taxation,  and  a  Beport  had  shortly 
before  been  received  at  the  Colonial 
Office.  The  subject  was  new  to  him; 
but  he  had  considered  it  as  far  as  he 
could  ;  and  last  summer  he  addressed  a 
despatch  to  the  Governor  of  Malta,  pro- 
posing that  one-half  of  the  bread  tax 
should  be  taken  off.  It  appeared  to  him 
that  was  as  far  as  it  was  possible  to  go, 
considering  that  there  was  a  heavy  bur- 
den on  the  Bevenues  of  Malta  for  drain- 
age and  other  matters,  and  it  would  be 
necessary  to  provide  from  other  sources 
what  was  lost  by  taking  off  that  portion 
of  the  tax.  The  question  was  neces- 
sarily postponed  to  the  present  year,  Knd 
the  matter  was  then  brought  forward  by 
the  Members  of  the  Government  in  Coun- 
cil, and  debated.  He  was  now  waitingfor 
the  Beport  of  the  debates  in  the  Council ; 
because,  before  proceeding  any  further, 
he  widied  to  have  before  him  the  views, 
not  only  of  the  official,  but  of  the  elected 
Members  of  the  Council,  on  this  im- 
portant subject.  Some  years  a^,  one 
of  his  Predecessors  in  the  ColoniiQ  Office 
—  Lord  Cardwell  —  addressed  a  very 
well-known  despatch  to  the  Governor  of 
Malta,  wherein  ne  stated  his  views  as  to 
the  weight  which  should  be  attached  to 
the  opinions  of  the  elected  Members  of 
the  Council  in  these  and  similar  ques- 
tions. Lord  Cardwell  stated  that  great 
consideration  shoidd  be  shown  to  tiie 
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q[>inio]iB  of  the  elected  Members  of  the 
Oouncil  in  matters  of  local  interest,  and 
that  no  Tote  of  local  taxation  or  expen- 
diture should  be  passed  against  a  majo- 
rity of  the  elected  Members,  unless  in 
Tery  exceptional  circumstances,  when  the 
public  credit  was  immediately  at  stake, 
and  never  without  an  immediate  Heport 
to  the  Secretary  of  State.  Having  re- 
gard to  that  view,  which  had  been  ex- 
pressed so  solemnly  by  one  of  his  Pre- 
aecessors  at  the  Colonial  Office,  he  (Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach)  had  thought  it 
was  only  fair  and  right  that  he  should 
pay  every  consideration  to  the  opinions 
of  the  elected  Members  of  the  Council 
on  such  a  subject.  He  should  have  failed 
to  pay  that  consideration  if  he  had, 
without  even  hearing  the  opinions  of  the 
elected  Members,  pressed  on  the  Coun- 
cil of  Malta  so  great  a  change  in  their 
system  of  taxation  as  would  be  involved 
in  the  abolition  of  half  this  bread 
tax.  As  soon  as  he  received  those 
opinions,  he  should  give  them  the  con- 
sideration to  which  they  would  be  en- 
titled ;  and  it  would  then  be  his  duty  to 
take  such  action  in  the  matter  as  the 
circumstances  seemed  to  him  to  de- 
mand. He  trusted,  however,  that  the 
House  would  not,  that  evening,  fetter 
his  action  upon  this  question  by  adopt- 
ing the  Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Derby.  That  Motion  amounted  to  an 
expression  of  opinion  that,  whatever 
might  be  the  views  of  the  Maltese,  who 
were  the  people  concerned,  at  a  certain 
date — namely,  in  the  year.  1881 — the 
whole  of  this  bread  tax  should  be  re- 
pealed, and  the  whole  fiscal  system  of 
the  Island  changed ;  and  that,  with  re- 
gard to  certain  items  of  expenditure — 
such  as  drainage,  lighting,  pa^ving,  and 
so  on — they  should  be  paid  for  by  the 
imposition  of  a  rate.  But  he  was  as- 
sured that  the  imposition  of  a  rate 
would  be,  of  all  things,  the  most  dis- 
tasteful to  the  Maltese  :  and  not  merely 
to  the  wealthier  classes,  but  to  all  the 
householders  of  Malta.  Was  that  House 
not  merely  to  alter  the  whole  system  of 
Maltese  taxation,  but  to  insist  on  the 
householders  of  Malta  declaring  a  rate 
for  certain  purposes,  whether  they  liked 
it  or  not  ?  Moreover,  would  such  a  pro- 
ceeding really  carry, out  the  views  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Derby  ?  The  most 
telling  part  of  the  hon.  Member's  speech 
was  his  account  of  the  wretched  habita- 
tions in  which  some  of  the  poorer  classes 


of  Malta  had  to  live.  Did  the  hon. 
Member  suppose  that  if  the  taxation 
were  divided  into  two  portions,  as  he 
would  recommend,  sanitary  reform  would 
become  more  popular  in  Malta,  if  it  were 
to  be  effected  by  the  levying  of  a  rate, 
instead  of  beinc^  paid  for  by  the  pre- 
sent system  of  indirect  taxation?  He 
was  &h:aid  that  the  adoption  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Derby's  proposal  would  de- 
feat the  hon.  Gentleman's  own  object. 
There  was  force  in  the  remark  of  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Justin 
M'Carthy),  that  reform  should  come 
from  within  rather  than  from  without. 
Surely,  even  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby 
would  wish  that  there  should  be  a  proof 
given  of  the  desire  of  the  people,  or 
some  portion  of  it,  for  a  change  before 
it  was  made.  At  present,  the  mass  of 
the  people  were  not  represented  by 
the  small  electorate  of  Malta;  and  he 
thought  it  a  matter  which  was  deserv- 
ing of  consideration  whether,  in  this 
and  similar  questions  affecting  the 
Island,  the  first  and  wisest  step  would 
not  be  to  increase  in  some  way  the 
electorate  ?  For  these  reasons,  he 
would  ask  the  House  not  to  pass  the 
Motion  of  the  hon.  Member  for  Derby ; 
but  to  leave  the  matter  in  his  hands, 
and  allow  him  to  try  to  deal  with 
it  on  the  principles  which  he  had  in- 
dicated. 

Me.  PLIMSOLL  rose  to  reply, 
but 

Me.  speaker  informed  him  that 
he  was  not  entitled,  by  the  Rules  of  the 
House,  to  make  a  second  speech. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided  : — Ayes  120;  Noes 
62  :  Majority  58.— (Div.  List,  No.  2C1.) 

Main  Question,  '*  That  Mr.  Speaker 
do  now  leave  the  Chair,"  put,  and 
agreed  to. 

SUPPLY— NAVY  ESTIMATES. 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £140^30,  bo 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense 
of  various  Miscellaneous  Services,  which  will 
come  in  course  of  pa\Tnont  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1880.'* 
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were  indicated  in  the  Circular.  In 
reply,  the  Admiral  had  said  that — 

"The  Hmizte  of  the  17th  June,  1878,  had 
been  carried  out,  but  that  the  squadron  had  neyer 
been  absent  from  a  port  where  the  servicefl  of  a 
Roman  Catholic  pnest  were  ayailable  except 
for  a  very  short  time,  and  it  had  not  been  neces- 
sary to  embark  the  Roman  Catholic  chaplain." 

He  (Mr.  W.  H.  Smith)  had  distinctly 
said  in  that  House  that  he  would  pro- 
vide Eoman  Catholic  chaplains  for  the 
Fleet  when  they  were  away  from  places 
where  the  services  of  Boman  Catholic 
priests  were  available.  An  Order  to 
that  effect  had  been  carried  out,  but  the 
circumstances  had  not  arisen  in  which 
the  squadron  were  away  from  the  port 
for  any  considerable  period;  and  it  had 
not,  therefore,  been  necessary  to  embark 
a  Boman  Catholic  chaplain.  If  the  cir- 
cumstances had  arisen  in  which  it  had 
been  directed  that  a  chaplain  should  be 
embarked,  then  the  Adnural  would  have 
been  liable  to  severe  censure  for  not 
carrying  out  the  Order;  but  that  had 
not  been  the  case. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN  could  understand 
that  the  circumstances  exactly  contem- 
plated in  the  Admiralty  Minute  had  not 
arisen ;  but  he  should  hke  to  know  what 
arrangements  were  made  by  the  Admiral 
for  the  spiritual  needs  of  the  Eoman 
Catholic  seamen  when  the  Fleet  was  in 
the  Black  Sea  ?  Did  he  arrange  for  the 
services  of  the  chaplain,  and  was  the  pay- 
ment of  that  gentleman  included  in  the 
Vote  for  the  services  of  those  gentlemen 
who  performed  chaplains'  duty  on  board 
ship  ?  He  was  unable  to  understand  the 
Vote.  They  found  a  Vote  for  chaplains' 
services  rendered  by  Catholic  clergymen 
somewhere  in  the  East.  With  respect 
to  the  point  raised  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member  for  Galway  (Major  Nolan), 
he  (Mr.  Sullivan)  might  observe  that  he 
had  received  letters  from  persons  who 
had  gone  out  to  India  by  the  transport 
ships,  which  letters  spoke  very  strongly 
of  the  necessity  of  having  some  such 
provision  on  board  large  transports  as 
the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  recom- 
mended. The  right  hon.  Gentleman  the 
First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would,  per- 
haps, do  him  the  justice  to  say  that  he 
had  abstained  from  appearing  unreason- 
ably to  press  him  about  the  matter  ever 
since  he  had  given  the  House  the  under- 
taking, on  which,  personally  speaking, 
he  had  the  most  implicit  reliance — that 
accommodation  should  be  provided  for  the 

ffr,  W.  H,  Smith 


Boman  Catholics  in  certain  cases.  That 
implicit  reliance  in  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman he  still  had ;  but  he  would  suggest 
to  him  that  it  might  be  necessary  to  see 
that  the  Orders  which  he  had  issued 
were  carried  out. 

Mk.  O'DONNELL  was  willing  to 
give  the  riffht  hon.  Gentleman  eveiy 
credit  for  his  good  intentions;  but,  so 
fjEir  as  the  facts  went,  they  found  that 
there  had  been  no  Boman  Catholic  chap- 
lain appointed  to  the  British  Fleet 
during  the  recent  emergency  in  the 
East,  although  there  would  have  been  a 
war  if  certain  contingencies  had  arisen. 
He  understood  that  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty did  not  propose  to  place  Boman 
CathoHc  chaplains  on  boud  transport 
ships  going  out  to  India,  although  there 
might  be  500  to  600  or  more  Cathohc 
soldiers  on  board.  So  far  as  reeults 
went,  it  must  be  admitted  that,  up  to  the 
present,  the  promises  made  had  not 
come  to  anything.  He  thought  it  very 
desirable,  both  in  the  interests  of  disci- 
pline and  for  the  good  of  the  men,  that 
Catholic  priests  diould  be  placed  on 
board  transports  when  many  Catholic 
soldiers  were  carried.  It  was  a  total 
misconception  of  the  Catholic  religion  to 
suppose  that  the  whole  matter  ended 
with  going  to  church  on  an  occasional 
Sunday.  When  there  was  such  exten- 
sive accommodation  for  officers  on  board 
the  transports,  he  could  not  see  a  shadow 
of  reason  for  refusing  the  services  of  a 
Catholic  priest  to  400  or  500  Catholic 
soldiers  when  going  to  and  from.  India. 
The  fact  was  that  there  was  something 
like  prejudice  to  the  presence  of  Boman 
Catholic  chaplains  on  board  these  ships 
on  the  part  of  those  who  were  re- 
sponsible for  the  management  of  the 
vessels.  For  his  part,  he  could  not  see 
why  the  services  of  Catholic  chaplains 
should  be  refused.  The  services  of  a 
Catholic  priest  might  often  be  required 
by  the  Catholic  soldiers  on  board  the 
ships,  and  he  did  not  see  why  they 
should  not  be  at  their  disposal.  Between 
the  two  cases  of  religion  and  of  the  cat, 
it  seemed  to  him  that  the  influence  of 
religion  would  be  a  better  deterrent 
from  misconduct,  and  that  it  ought  to  be 
preferred.  He  entered  into  the  spirit  of 
his  hon.  and  learned  Friend  the  Mem- 
ber for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  and  he 
was  prepared  to  give  the  Government 
credit  for  wishing  to  deal  fairly  with  the 
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away  from  port.    Thd  Admiral  said  that 
he  would 

"  Cany  oat  the  directionB  of  tho  Admiralty ; 
Imt  that  neoeisity  had  not  ariaen  for  providing 
ipeoial  serrices  for  the  Boman  Gatnolics  on 
hoard  tho  squadron." 

No  doubt,  it  was  exoeedinglj  rare 
tor  a  vessel  to  be  long  away  nrom  a 
port  where  the  services  of  a  Boman 
Catholic  priest  were  not  available ; 
but  the  orders  which  had  been  issued 
by  the  Admiralty  would,  no  doubt, 
be  faithfully  carried  out.  The  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  see  that  the  undertaking 
that  had  been  given  on  the  part  of  the 
Government  had  been  fulfilled.  Of 
course,  it  was  impossible  to  place  a  second 
chaplain  on  board  tho  same  ship.  With 
regard  to  the  troopships,  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Member  for  Galway  (Major 
Nolan)  must  remember  that  the  accom- 
modation for  officers  on  board  them  was 
limitod.  The  troopships  running  be- 
tween England  ana  India,  as  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  knew,  called  at 
Gibraltar,  Malta,  and  at  Suez,  where  the 
Boman  Catholic  soldiers  could  be  landed, 
if  they  expressed  a  desire  to  do  so,  and 
could  receive  the  ministrations  of  their 
religion.  Whether  soldiers  or  sailors  it 
was  the  duty  of  the  Admiralty  to  afford 
them  every  proper  facility  for  attend- 
ing tho  ministrations  of  their  religion. 
But  he  could  not  undertake  to  pro- 
vide a  Boman  Catholic  chaplain  for . 
every  ship  and  for  every  troopship 
that  sailed.  Everything  that  he  could 
do  to  meet  the  wishes  of  hon.  Gentlemen 
to  provide  for  the  faith  of  their  fellow- 
countrymen  he  would  do ;  but  ho  did  not 
wish  to  create  false  impressions,  and 
he  did  not  think  it  possible  to  carry 
Boman  Catholic  chaplains  on  board 
troopships. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  that  on  some 
troopships  there  might  be  400  or  500 
Catholics  on  board,  and  he  thought  that 
they  wore  entitled  to  a  chaplain.  He  did 
not  propose  putting  a  chaplain  on  board 
a  troopship  as  a  permanancy ;  but  it 
would  bo  possible  to  send  them  on  board 
whenever  required.  Many  chaplains 
would  be  quite  willing  to  go  for  nothing, 
if  they  were  given  the  passage.  The 
Government  had  only  to  hold  up  its 
finger,  and  plenty  would  offer  them- 
selves. With  regard  to  accommodation, 
there  was  no  difficulty,  because  every 
troopship  accommodated  from  120  to  150 
officers.     If  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 

VOL.  CCXLVni.    [TniKD  sbries.] 


was  anxious  to  meet  the  wishes  of  hon. 
Members,  he  (Major  Nolan)  thought 
that  it  would  be  easy  for  him  to  provide 
services  for  troops  on  board  ship,  where 
400  or  500  of  them  were  Boman  Catho- 
lics. Probably,  where  there  were  less 
than  that  number  on  board,  it  would  not 
be  possible  toprovide  the  chaplains.  With 
regard  to  what  had  been  said  about 
troops  obtaining  the  ministrations  of  Ca- 
tholic -priests  at  places  where  the  vessel 
called,  it  would  be  impossible  for  a 
large  number  of  troops  to  be  landed,  or, 
if  landed,  it  would  be  impossible  to  get 
them  back  again.  They  must  either 
have  services  on  board,  or  they  must  do 
without  them  altogether. 

Ma.  PABNELL  wished  to  know 
whether  any  chaplains  had  been  ap- 
pointed under  the  Order  issued  by  the 
Admiralty?  The  right  hon.  Gentleman 
informed  them  that  the  Order  directed  a 
chaplain  should  be  provided  in  certain 
circumstances ;  but  he  did  not  say  whe- 
ther any  chaplains  had  been  provided 
under  those  circumstances.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the 
Admiralty  had  also  said  that  he  could 
not  undertake  to  provide  chaplains  for 
troopships  in  any  case;  but  would  he 
say  that  it  was  his  intention  to  provide 
chaplains  for  troopships  in  certain 
cases  ? 

Mb.  GBAY  said,  that  the  meaning  of 
the  despatch  of  the  Admiral  was,  Uiat 
he  woidd  be  ready  to  obey  the  direc- 
tions, but  there  was  no  necessity  for 
them.  On  a  previous  occasion  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  said  that  owing  to 
the  want  of  accommodation — a  very  ex- 
traordinary reason,  considering  the  size 
of  the  ships — he  could  not  undertake  to 
provide  chaplains  for  every  ship  ;  but  he 
used  the  expression  that  he  would  pro- 
vide chaplains  for  every  squadron.  He 
(Mr.  Gray)  was  anxious  to  ascertain 
what  chaplains  had  been  provided,  under 
the  Order  which  had  been  issued  ;  or,  if 
any  had  been  provided  at  all  ?  It  was 
all  very  well  for  the  right  hon.  Gentle- 
man to  g^ve  them  an  assurance  that 
something  should  be  done ;  but  they 
would  like  something  a  little  more  do- 
finite.  It  was  a  very  simple  matter  to 
give  them  the  information  which  they 
required. 

Me.  W.  H.  smith  observed,  that  the 
Conmiander-in-Chief  had  orders  to  em- 
bark a  Boman  Catholic  chapl^  wii 
the  squadron,  under  ciroumstancMwr ' 
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of  the  0M6  wMok  had  been  pat  forward 
from  time  to  time.  But  he  thought 
that  they  were  entitled  to  somethmg 
more  than  mere  general  promises  from 
the  right  hon.  G^tleman.  It  was 
obrions  that  the  plan  he  proposed  had 
been  a  fedlnre,  and  did  not  meet  the  re- 
quirements of  the  case,  and  he  thought 
mej  might  fairly  ask  •  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  propose  some  new  scheme. 
They  urged  that  there  ought  to  be 
Eoman  Catholie  chaplains  on  board  the 
large  troopships  going  out  to  India,  on 
which  gp*eat  numbers  of  Boman  Oathohes 
were  carried.  In  Ireland  the  services  of 
the  priest  were  much  valued,  and  it  was 
usual,  if  a  man  were  ill  or  met  with  an 
accident,  for  the  priest  to  see  him  before 
the  doctor.  They  knew  what  extreme 
importance  many  of  the  humbler  classes 
of  Irish  attached  to  the  ministrationB  of 
a  clergyman  of  the  Boman  Catholic 
Ohurch;  yet  they  sent  these  men  out 
long  voyages,  and  many  of  them  must 
die  without  the  benefits  of  the  last  con- 
solations of  their  religion.  It  was  much 
harder  for  Eoman  Catholics  to  die  with- 
out the  consolations  of  their  religion 
than  it  was  for  members  of  other 
Ohurehes.  In  these  circumstances,  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of 
the  Admiralty  would  see  that  the  mere 
stoppage  of  a  vessel  at  such  a  place  as 
Aden  did  not  give  sufficient  opportunity 
for  the  men  to  obtain  the  ministrations 
of  their  religion,  which  they  ought  to 
have  as  the  voyage  proceeded.  Perhaps, 
at  the  very  time  that  the  services  of 
the  priest  were  available,  they  were 
not  required,  and  vies  versd.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
perfectly  understood  the  position,  other- 
wise he  would  secure  the  ministrations 
of  their  religion  to  Eoman  Catholics  on 
board  troopships.  He  begged  to  move 
that  Progress  be  reported,  and  that  the 
Chairman  ask  leave  to  sit  again.  It 
was  manifest  that  they  could  not  pro- 
ceed until  they  had  given  the  Govern- 
ment an  opportunity  of  considering  the 
matter.  By  the  time  that  the  Com- 
mittee sat  again,  the  ri^ht  hon.  Gentle- 
man the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
would  have  had  time  to  investigate  the 
question. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'/  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Frogress, 
and    ask    leave   to    sit  again.'*--(ifr. 

fir.  Pamell 


Ma.  SULLIVAN  begged  to  MfMi 
exactly  what  it  was  that  &ey  did  require, 
and  what  it  was  they  thought  akould  be 
carried  out.  They  asked  tibat  whenever 
there  were  SOO  men,  or  thereabouts,  in 
the  squadron  belonging  to  the  Gal^olie 
religion,  the  men  in  the  different  ships 
should  have  the  advantage  of  the  ser- 
vices of  a  Catholie  chapltun  so  long  as 
the  squadron  remained  together.  He 
mightpoint  out  that  he  and  some  of  his 
hon.  ^ends  were  not  quite  dear  about 
the  statement  from  the  Admiral.  His 
statement  was,  that  they  were  never 
away  from  a  port  where  the  services  of 
a  local  CathoHc  clergyman  were  avail- 
able. If  he  was  to  understand  by  that, 
that  immediately  on  the  arrival  of  the 
squadron  at  any  port  a  clergyman  on 
shore  was  communicated  with,  and  put 
at  once  into  the  position  of  chaplain  to 
the  squadron,  they  would  be  quite  satis- 
fied, and  thought  that  was  a  reasonable 
carrying  out  of  the  promise  given  to 
them.  But  if,  on  the  other  hand,  it 
only  meant  that  tiie  Admiral,  or  one  of 
his  captains,  was  in  a  position  to  send  on 
shore  for  a  priest,  if  his  services  were 
required,  that  was  veiy  different.  He 
did  not  quarrel  at  all  with  the  Instruo- 
tion ;  all  he  wished  to  know  was  as  to 
the  way  in  which  it  was  carried  out. 
They  did  not  merely  want  that  if  a  man 
fell  from  the  mast-head,  for  instance, 
and  injured  himself,  that  a  priest  should 
be  sent  for  for  him ;  but  that  these  300 
or  400  Catholic  seamen  should  have  a 
clergyman  attendingthem  in  the  position 
of  chaplain,  ready  to  attend  men,  even 
in  health,  if  they  required  it.  They  all 
knew,  whatever  their  religious  views, 
that  the  visits  of  their  ministers,  even  if 
they  were  not  in  any  immediate  danger 
of  death,  was  something  to  which  they, 
as  Christian  men,  attached  extreme  im- 
portance. If  the  chaplain  did  thus 
attend  the  men,  he  thought,  as  far  as 
he  was  concerned,  that  the  Instruction 
of  the  First  Lord  had  been  very  fairly 
carried  out.  But  if,  on  the  other  hand, 
there  was  merely  the  power,  or  the  in- 
tention, to  send  &>r  a  priest  from  the 
shore,  when  he  was  required,  that  was  a 
totally  different  thing.  He  hoped,  how- 
ever, that,  in  any  case,  they  might  not 
need  to  r^ort  Progress;  but  that  the 
Vote  would  be  fini^ed  at  once.  This 
religious  question,  he  might  say,  was  a 
very  sore  question  with  the  men  actually 
on  service.     He  had  no  desire  to  en- 
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Oatholio  soldiers ;  but,  beyond  all  ques- 
tion,  they  would  not  deal  fairly  with 
them  with  respect  to  the  services  of  a 
Boman  Catholic  chaplain  if  they  refused 
the  services  of  a  Eoman  Catholic  priest 
to  500  soldiers  going  out  to  India. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY thought  that 
they  required  some  system  by  which  the 
ministrations  of  CalJiolio  clergymen  to 
Catholic  sailors  should  be  better  secured 
than  at  present.  He  would  suggest  to 
the  right  hon.  Qentleman  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  to  appoint  five  or  six 
Catholic  chaplains  to  the  Navy,  and  to 
send  them  out  when  necessity  arose.  If 
he  did  that,  he  would  give  the  Eoman 
Catholics  a  much  greater  confidence 
than  they  at  present  possessed  in  the 
impartiality  of  the  system.  He  did  not 
think  that  such  a  provision  would  in- 
volve great  expense.  If  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  communicated  with  the  Bo- 
man Catholic  Bishops  of  this  country, 
they  would  place  at  his  disposal,  at  short 
notice,  four  or  five  gentlemen  who  oould 
perform  the  duties,  and  who  he  might 
be  able  to  dispense  with  when  not  re- 
quired. They  should  draw  some  pay 
when  not  on  active  service,  and  be 
placed  on  full  pay  when  on  active  ser- 
vice. That  system  would  give  the  Boman 
Catholic  clergyman  some  status.  K 
their  services  were  recognized  as  a  part 
of  the  relieious  service  of  the  Navy,  it 
would  go  mr  to  meet  the  desires  of  all 
concerned. 

Mr.  a.  MOOBE  said,  that  the  infor- 
mation which  he  had  received  led  him 
to  a  different  conclusion  to  that  which 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith)  had  put  before  the  House.  Apart 
from  the  question  of  troopships  was  the 
question  of  appointing  Boman  Catholic 
cnaplains  on  invalid  ships.  Ships  were 
sent  home  to  England  laden  with  sick 
men,  and  it  was  a  hardship  to  them  not 
to  have  the  services  of  a  chaplain  of 
their  religion  in  their  last  hours.  It 
was  not  a  question  of  appointing  new 
chaplains,  it  was  only  a  matter  with 
regard  to  the  existing  Boman  Catholic 
chaplains,  who  had  at  present  no  means 
of  exercising  their  functions.  On  Sunday 
men  were  sent  to  church ;  but  no  facili- 
ties were  afiforded  to  the  priest  to  visit 
and'attend  to  their  flocks.  In  other  re- 
ligions, the  Queen's  Begulations  gave 
facilities  and  prescribed  the  duties  of 
the  chaplain.  The  chaplains  of  the 
Boyal  Navy  of  the  Established  Church 


were  distinctly  reoognized,  and  fl;iven 
facilities  for  exercising  their  functions ; 
but  no  corresponding  facilities  were 
given  to  Boman  Catholios.  He  thought 
mat  the  Boman  Catholics  were  treated 
in  a  very  high-handed  manner.  He  knew 
that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  was  very  anxious 
to  take  Supply;  but  he  thought  that, 
before  the  vote  was  taken,  they  ought 
to  have  an  assurance  that  further  facili- 
ties should  be  g^ven  and  further  means 
taken  to  remedy  the  grievance  of  which 
they  complained.  He  was  as  anxious 
as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  to  facilitate 
the  progress  of  Public  Business,  and  so 
were  his  other  hon.  Friends;  but  unless 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  would  give 
an  assurance,  or  appoint  a  Committee  to 
consider  the  matter,  he  must  move  to 
report  Frogp*ess. 

Bm  FATBICK  O'BBIEN  said,  that 
if  something  were  not  done  in  the  direc- 
tion of  removing  their  grievance  they 
would  have  an  opportunity  of  discussing 
the  question  again.  He  could  see  no 
difficulty  in  appointing  Boman  Catholic 
chaplains  to  large  vessels  carrying  800 
or  900  troops,  of  whom  some  500,  as  in 
the  case  of  the  88th  and  83rd  Begiments, 
were  Catholics.  If  a  vessel  were  going 
a  long  distance,  men  were  not  allowed 
to  land  for  the  reason  mentioned  by  the 
hon.  and  gaUant  Member  for  Galway 
HMajor  Nolan),  and  he  (Sir  Fatrick 
O'Brien)  did  not  see  what  possible  ob- 
jection there  could  be  to  allowing  them 
to  receive  religious  ministrations  on 
board.  He  thought  it  was  a  matter  of 
right  on  the  part  of  soldiers  in  large 
troopships  to  have  the  services  of  a 
priest  of  their  religion.  They  knew  that 
there  was  ample  accommodation  on 
board  these  vessels,  and  that  question 
did  not  need,  therefore,  to  be  con- 
sidered in  the  matter.  He  could  see 
no  reason  why  the  Admiralty  should 
not  accede  to  the  suggestion  which  had 
been  made. 

Mr.  FABNELL  said,  that  it  was 
clear  that  Boman  Catholic  soldiers 
going  out  to  India,  or  sailors  serving  on 
board  ship,  had  had  no  additional  faci- 
lities for  obtaining  the  services  of 
ministers  of  their  own  religion.  Under 
these  circumstances,  they  could  only  say 
that  the  Order  issued  by  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  First  Lord  of  the  Ad- 
miralty was  entirely  illusory,  and  that  it 
was  not  calculated  to  meet  the  exigencies 
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Department  only,  and  he  is  unable  or 
unauthorized  to  speak  for  other  Depart- 
ments. But  I  can  say  for  myself  and 
my  Colleagues  in  the  Qoyemment  that 
we  regard  the  proposal  which  has  been 
made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
(Major  Nolan),  and  the  hon.  and  learned 
Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sullivan),  as 
framed  in  a  spirit  decidedly  fair  and 
reasonable,  and  we  shall  do  our  best  to 
get  it  carried  out. 

Mb.  A«  MOOHE  did  not  wish  to  press 
his  Motion  unduly.  He  was  certainly 
received  with  a  certain  amount  of  in- 
difference and  hauteur  the  other  night ; 
but  after  the  candid  manner  in  which 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
met  him,  with  that  courtesy,  also,  which 
he  always  showed,  he  should  not  wish 
to  press  the  matter  further. 

Mb.  PABNELL  also  felt  very  much 
obliged  to  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer for  the  very  candid  statement  he 
had  just  made,  and  thought  the  Motion 
shoxdd  be  withdrawn. 

Motion,  by  leave,  mthdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Whereupon  Motion  made,  and  Ques- 
tion proposed, 

''That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £139,630,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Expense 
of  vaziouB  Miscellaneons  Services,  which  will 
come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1880." 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  pointed  out 
that  there  was  a  oonsiderable  increase 
in  the  loss  by  exchange.  It  had  in- 
creased from  £300  last  year  to  £2,000 
this,  and  next  year  it  was  £1,700.  Had 
any  ohanffe  been  made  in  this  matter  ? 
He  should  be  glad,  also,  if  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiridty  would  explain  the  in- 
crease in  thepassage  monies  ? 

Mk.  W.  H.  smith  replied,  that  no 
change  whatever  had  been  made  in  the 
mode  of  paying  the  men ;  and,  in  this 
matter,  his  hon.  Friend  was  aware  they 
followed  the  directions  of  the  Treasury. 
He  believed  that  the  fall  in  the  price  of 
sUver  had  considerably  affected  the  pay- 
ments in  China  and  Japan.  The  in- 
crease in  the  passage  money  was  due  to 
the  fact  that  ships  had  been  re-com- 
missioned abroad  rather  more  than  was 
usual.  As  the  hon.  Gentleman  was 
aware,  there  was  a  considerable  saving 
in  re-oommissioning  ships  abroad,  espe- 
cially when  they  were  at  distant  stations 

Tk$  OhancMor  of  the  Exchequer 


lihe  Hong  Kong.  That  was  the  reason 
for  the  increase  in  thepassag^e  monies. 

Mb.  SHAW  LEFEVRE  observed, 
that  he  had  no  objection  whatever  to 
this  re-commissioning  of  ships  abroad, 
and  thought,  on  the  contrary,  it  was  a 
very  good  system.  He  understood, 
however,  that  it  had  been  given  up  in 
consequence  of  objections  which,  in  his 
opinion,  were  very  improperly  raised  to 
it. 

Mk.  WHlTWEUi  asked,  if  the  First 
Lord  of  the  Admiralty  would  explain 
the  amount  granted  for  Portsea  Pier  ? 
Was  that  the  first  of  a  series  of  charges, 
or  was  it  one  amount  ? 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  replied,  that 
this  amount  was  asked  for  in  pursuance 
of  a  very  old  arrangement. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to, 

(2.)  £210,250,  for  Freight,  &c.  on 
Recount  of  the  Army  Departaient. 

(3.)  £145,836,  Greenwich  Hospital 
and  School. 

CrVTL  8EEVICE  ESTIMATES. 

Class   IV. — ^Education,  Science,   and 

Akt. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'*That  a  sam,  not  exceeding  £222,409,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  nim 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  diet  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Saluies 
and  Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment, and  of  the  Establishments  connected 
therewith." 

Mb.  EBEINOTON  said,  he  had  given 
Notice  to  reduce  this  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£500,  which  he  understood  to  be  the 
salary  of  the  Professor  of  Chemistry  in 
the  College  of  Science  and  Art,  Dublin. 
This  matter  arose  from  a  very  painful 
circumstance  which  had  occurred  in  that 
College,  which  had  resulted  in  the  dis- 
missal of  the  Professor  of  Chemistry. 
The  College  of  Science  in  Dublin  was 
one  of  two  or  three  institutions  which 
was  connected  with  the  Science  and  Art 
Department  in  London ;  and,  certainly, 
they  could  not  complain  that  any  faults 
in  ^e  management  were  due  to  want  of 
complete  and  full  inquiries.  There  was 
a  departmental  inquiry  in  1862;  and 
the  remarkable  thing  was,  that  that  in- 
quiry resulted  in  a  recommendation  that 


1929 


Supplff — 


[August  1,  1879} 


Navff  jEstimates.        1930 


camber  the  Votes  with  Motions ;  bul  lie 
might  mention  that  he  had  had  letter 
upon  letter  from  men  who  complained  of 
the  absence  of  a  chaplain  on  board  the 
large  transports,  for  instance,  which 
were  constantly  going  to  and  from  India. 
There  were  very  often  600  or  700  Ca- 
tholics on  board,  and  then  the  absence 
of  a  chaplain  was  most  sorely  felt.  He 
could  not  forget,  however,  the  manner 
in  which  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 

Suer  had  met  him  when  he  last  brought 
ie  question  before  the  House.  He 
ooidd  not  forget  that  he  was  met  most 
readily,  and  in  the  fairest  possible  way; 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  that  this  ques- 
tion of  the  transports  would  be  satis- 
factorily considered. 

Mb.  W.  H.  smith  acknowledged 
the  extreme  fairness  of  the  hon.   and 
learned  Member  for  Louth  (Mr.  Sulli- 
yan),  and  said  that,  to  the  best  of  his 
belief,  the  arrangement  made  last  year 
had  been  carried  out  in  the  sense  and 
in  the  manner  ho  had  suggested.     He 
would,  however,  make  furflier  inquiry, 
in  order  to  test  the  fact ;  because  it  was 
the   desire  of  the   Admiralty,   and   of 
every  officer  in  the  Navy,  that  the  con- 
solations of  their  religion  should  be  af- 
forded to  men  of  the  Boman  Catholic  faith 
just  as  they  were  aflPorded  to  men  of  any 
other  religious  faith,  whenever  they  de- 
sired to  have  them.     He  might  just  say 
for  himself  that,  some  time  ago,  a  case 
came  to  his  knowledge  in  which  an 
officer   was  severely  censured  for  not 
having  sent  for  a  Koman  Catholic  priest 
when   a  man  who  was  ill  desired  it. 
The  vessel  arrived  in  port,  and  circum- 
stances rendered  it  probable  that  the 
man  would  not  recover,  and  it  came  to 
the  knowledge  of  the  Admiralty  that  a 
Boman  Catholic  priest  was  not  sent  for. 
The  Admiralty,  therefore,  severely  cen- 
sured that  officer.     As  to  the  transports, 
he  had  said  over  and  over  again  that  he 
desired  to  afford  facilities  to  these  men 
for  the  performance  of  their  religious 
duties ;  but  he  must  point  out  that  this 
was  the  first  time  the  question  had  been 
definitely  brought  before  him  with  re- 
gard to  the  transports,  and  that  he  had 
not  absolute  control  over  them.      The 
ships  themselves  belonged  to  the  India 
Office.     The  men,  or  rather  the  soldiers 
on  board,   were  under  the  control  of 
the  War  Department,    and    the    men 
who  worked  the  ships  were,  of  course, 
sailors  under  the  Admiralty.    He  did 


not  know  whether  it  would  be  possible 
to  put  a  chaplain  on  board  any  of 
those  ships ;  but  he  would  only  repeat 
that  he  would  do  ever3rthing  in  his  power 
to  meet  any  necessities  which  existed, 
honestly  believing  that  the  men  had  a 
right  to  demand  that  these  desires  of 
theirs  should  be  complied  with,  and  that 
their  religious  aspirations  should  be 
met.  He  could  not,  as  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  would  see,  give  an  ab- 
solute engagement,  which  he  might  not 
be  able  afterwards  to  perform  ;  but  he 
would  do  all  that  was  m  his  power,  and 
he  would  consider,  with  his  Colleagues, 
how  what  was  desired  could  be  done. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  that,  for  his 
part,  he  would  be  quite  content  if  the 
right  hon.  Qentleman  would  say  that 
where  there  was  a  certain  number  of 
Catholics  on  board  a  ship— say  250,  or 
some  such  number  —  an  endeavour 
would  be  made  to  procure  chaplains. 
He  would  not  suggest  any  number ;  but 
he  would  say  about  300.  Whenever, 
however,  there  was  a  sort  of  approach 
to  a  definite  number,  an  effort  should 
be  made  to  send  a  chaplain  on  board. 
The  difficulties  raised  by  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  really  did  not  exist, 
because,  as  a  fact,  the  whole  of  the 
management  of  these  transports  was  ex- 
clusively in  the  hands  of  the  Admiralty. 
The  only  difficulty  would  be  to  get  a 
return  of  the  number  of  Catholics  going 
in  a  particular  ship,  and  he  could  get 
that  with  the  greatest  ease  from  the 
War  Office.  He  knew,  of  course,  that  a 
chaplain  could  not  always  be  sent,  be- 
cause a  draft  might  be  ordered  at  the 
last  moment,  or  a  larger  number  of  men 
than  was  expected  might  arrive;  but 
they  would  all  be  satisfied  if  he  would 
do  his  best  for  sending  a  Boman  Catholic 
chaplain  with  a  certain  number.  There 
were  often  very  much  smaller  oon^rega- 
tions  than  250  persons  in  England  very 
fully  provided  with  religion.  These  five 
regular  tran^>orts,  too,  were  very  well 
known,  just  as  well  known  as  any  five 
parishes  in  London,  and  quite  as  much 
before  the  country.  He  therefore  hoped 
something  definite  would  be  done  in  the 
matter. 

The  CHANCELLOB  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEB :  The  difficulty  of  my  right  hon. 
Friend  the  First  Lord  of  the  Admiralty 
I  take  to  be  this — that  this  Question 
which  is  put  to  him  he  is  unable  to 
anAwer,  because  he  speaks  for  his  owa 
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local  oommittee  assistinff  inthe  direction 
of  this  College  in  Dublin.  An  experi- 
ment had  been  recently  tried  which,  he 
ventured  to  think,  would  be  successful. 
The  Museum  of  Science,  in  which  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Dublin  had 
taken  very  g^eat  interest,  had  a  system 
which  he  hoped  might  be  made  ayail- 
able  to  the  College  of  Science  and  Art ; 
and,  at  any  rate,  he  did  hope  that  some 
assurance  would  be  given  that  this  mat- 
ter should  be  carefully  considered. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

<<That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £221,909,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending 
on  the  3l8t  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Salaries 
and  Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Department, 
and  of  the  Establishments  oonnected  there- 
with."— {Mr,  Erring  ton,) 

Mb.  LYON  PLATFAIB  behoved 
there  was  an  anxiety  for  inquiry  in  re- 
gpard  to  this  institution,  because  it  was  a 
very  unfortunate  thing  that  a  distin- 
guished Professor  of  Science,  who  had 
succeeded  in  establishing  a  system  of 
laboratory  instruction  such  as  no  other 
Professor  had,  as  yet,  succeeded  in 
establishing  in  Dublin — a  man  whose 
work  was  of  great  importance  to  the 
progress  of  chemistry  and  the  industrial 
arts-— should,  after  23  years'  of  service, 
be  suddenly  dismissed,  although  he  was, 
at  that  very  time,  enjoying  the  confi- 
dence of  the  people  of  Ireland,  and  was 
teaching,  and  had  previously  taught,  a 
g^at  many  important  pupils.  It  was 
clear  to  him,  therefore,  that  there  must 
be  something  wrong  in  the  discipline  of 
this  institution,  and  he  hoped  the  noble 
Lord  would  not  only  look  into  that,  but 
would  consider  whether  Ftofessor  Gallo- 
ws had  not  been  vexy  hardly  treated. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON,  in 
reply,  said,  that  there  was  much  in  the 
speech  of  iJiehon.  Member  for  Longford 
(Mr.  Errington)  with  which  he  could 
agree.  Originally,  as  he  had  shortly 
and  dearly  pointed  out)  the  Commission 
appointed  to  inquire  into  the  matter 
made  certain  specific  recommendations, 
among  which  was  one  that  it  would  not 
be  desirable  to  set  up  in  Ireland  a 
Science  and  Art  Department  distinctly 
separate  from  South  K^isington,  as,  if 
that  were  done,  Irish  students  would  be 
shut  out  from  the  larger  competitiona 
and  the  prizes  now  open  to  them.  Hia 
noble  Enend  who  preceded  him  in  Offioe, 

Mr.Brringim^ 


the  present  First  Lord  of  the  AdmiraHy, 
and  the  Secretary  of  State  for  the  Co- 
lonies, met  in  Dublin  on  this  matter, 
and  held  a  consultation  with  the  Hoyal 
Dublin  Society,  in  order  to  see  how  the 
recommendations  of  that  Commission 
could  best  be  carried  out.  At  the  pre- 
sent time,  there  were  aveiy  considerable 
niunber  of  institutions  oonnected  with 


the  Science  and  Art  Department  in  Ire- 
land.    He  did  not  think  it  was  a  very 
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ink  it 
good  arrangement  that  the  Department 
in  London  should  have  the  regulating 
of  every  minute  detail  of  all  these  insti- 
tutions ;  but,  at  the  same  time,  it  was 
not  easy  to  suggest  the  sort  of  local 
authority  which  should  be  set  up.  He 
quite  agreed  that  the  case  of  Profeasor 
Galloway  was  a  vexy  sad  one,  and  it 
was  with  vexy  great  reluctance  that  he 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  was  ne- 
cessary to  dispense  with  his  services. 
K  that  step  had  not  been  taken,  he  be- 
lieved the  efficiency,  if  not  the  very  exist- 
ence, of  the  College  would  have  been 
imperilled.  He  proposed,  presently,  to 
go  personally  to  Ireland  to  see  the  va- 
rious Educational  Bodies  and  Colleges 
there,  and,  in  consultation  with  his  right 
hon.  Friend  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ire- 
land, to  endeavour  to  see  if  some  local 
authority  could  not  be  set  up  which 
would  deal  with  these  administrative  de- 
tails. The  chief  control  must,  of  course, 
remain  at  South  Kensington,  in  order  to 
prevent  a  separate  system  being  set  up ; 
but  these  and  other  points  he  would  un- 
dertake to  look  into  during  the  Becess, 
in  order  to  see  what  could  be  done  in 
the  matter. 

Mb.  BIGGAE  thought  this  question 
would  require  vexy  considerable  discus- 
sion, and  as  it  was  a  very  late  hour  he 
would  move  to  report  Progress.  He 
heard  the  speech  oi  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  George  Hamilton),  and  he 
would  imdertake  to  say  not  a  single 
Member  on  that  side  of  the  House  had 
any  idea  of  what  it  was  all  about.  There 
were  several  points  he  wished  to  raise 
on  this  Vote,  especially  in  regard  to  the 
new  system  of  management  of  the  Dublin 
Socie^,  which  had  never  yet  been  ex- 
plained. They  also  wished  to  know 
something  about  the  management  of  the 
Eoyal  College,  and  as  it  was  ^en  half- 
past  1  it  was  imreasonable  to  ask  them 
to  sit  any  longer,  more  especially  as  they 
had  to  meet  at  12  the  next  day.  They 
had,  therefore^  only  10  houra  in  which 
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to  eet  whatever  sleep  they  were  to  have, 
and  it  was  very  unreasonable  to  ask  them 
to  go  on. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again."  — 
{Mr,  Biggar.) 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  hoped 
the  Motion  would  not  be  pressed.  As  to 
the  Eoyal  Dublin  Society,  the  arrange- 
ments made  were  set  forth  in  detail 
some  years  ago,  when  a  Bill  on  the  sub- 
ject passed  through  Parliament,  and  he 
should  be  very  happy  to  lay  before  the 
House  any  Papers  giving  any  further 
information  as  to  the  other  points.  With 
regard  to  the  College  of  Science  and 
Art,  as  he  had  ab*eaay  stated,  between 
now  and  next  year  he  would  undertake 
there  should  be  a  full  inquiry  into  the 
matter,  with  a  view  of  trying  to  settle  the 
whole  question. 

Me.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  regretted 
they  had  not  had  a  fuller  statement  as 
to  the  relations  between  South  Kensing- 
ton and  Dublin.  The  Science  and  Art 
Department  had  done  good  work  in  this 
country,  and,  perhaps,  if  it  were  repre- 
sented in  Lreland  by  local  institutions, 
it  would  succeed  there ;  but,  certainly, 
up  to  the  present  time,  it  had  not  suc- 
ceeded. Yet  there  was  a  vast  amount 
of  public  money  expended  through  that 
Department  in  Ireland,  and,  for  the  sake 
of  the  taxpayers,  ho  thought  it  would  be 
desirable  to  discuss  the  matter.  As  to 
the  promises  to  do  something  in  the 
course  of  12  months,  he  did  not  look 
forward  to  that  with  much  hope.  They 
had  had  three  or  four  Commissions 
dealing  with  this  question ;  and  now  the 
noble  Lord  opposite  (Lord  George 
Hamilton),  after  being  at  the  head  of 
the  Department  for  some  time,  was  un- 
able to  tell  them  what  plans  had  been 
settled.  The  Eoyal  College  had  been 
going  back  for  eight  or  ten  years, 
and  they  could  not  allow  another  year 
to  go  by  without  something  being  done. 
They  were  expending  £7,000  a-year 
upon  it,  and  they  could  not  permit  it  to 
dwindle  to  nothing  without  some  pro- 
test. In  England,  there  were  Schools 
of  Art  all  over  the  country,  under  the 
control  of  South  Kensington,  and  they 
were  doing  a  very  great  work ;  but  in 
Ireland  they  had  not  felt  the  benefit 
which  had  resulted  from  them  in  this 
country.    He  thought  they  woidd  not  be 


justified,  without  further  discussion,  in 
passing  the  Vote.  An  immensity  of 
public  money  was  being  spent  in  Ire- 
land for  nothing— p' Oh,  oh!"]— and 
it  would  take  more  than  the  inarticulate 
sounds  from  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admi- 
ral opposite  (Sir  William  Edmonstone) 
to  make  him  forego  his  right  to  see  that 
public  money  was  properly  spent,  and 
that  great  institutions  were  properly 
managed.  He  thought  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Biggar)  was  quite  right  in  insist- 
ing upon  his  Motion,  for  at  that  hour 
there  were  no  reporters  present  to  tell 
the  people  of  Ireland  what  was  being 
done  in  this  matter.  He  believed  they 
took  the  very  greatest  interest  in  it. 
There  was  no  subject  upon  which  he 
received  more  communications  than 
upon  the  gross  mis-management  of  all 
the  institutions  which  existed  in  Ire- 
land under  the  patronage  of  South 
Kensington. 

Mb.  GEAY  sincerely  trusted  that  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  would  be 
persevered  in,  for  this  matter  ought  to 
be  fully  discussed  at  a  time  wh^i  the 
Irish  people  would  be  likely  to  know 
something  of  the  result,  especially  as  the 
greatest  discontent  existed  all  through- 
out Ireland  with  the  management  of 
South  Kensington.  Art  work  in  Ireland 
had  been  strangled  by  South  Kensing- 
ton. The  noble  Lord  had  said  that  pro- 
positions for  improvement  had  been 
shadowed  forth  two  years  ago.  He 
could  only  reply  that  those  propositions 
were  just  as  shadowy  to-day.  The 
original  Commission  suggested  that 
there  should  be  in  Ireland  a  Science  and 
Art  Department,  sister  to,  but  not  sub- 
ordinate to.  South  Kensington.  That 
which  was  a  really  proper  foundation 
for  the  scheme  was  overridden,  and  it 
was  determined  in  London  that  the  Irish 
Department  should  be  a  merely  subor- 
dinate institution  to  South  Kensington. 
The  Eoyal  Dublin  Society  allowed  them- 
selves to  be  entangled  in  tiiat  scheme,  and 
ever  since  they  had  deeply  regretted 
that  they  had  ever  become  connected 
with  South  Kensington  at  all.  So 
much  alarm  had  been  excited  by  the 
way  in  which  they  had  been  treated, 
that  the  Eoyal  Ac^cultuxal  Society  had 
come  to  the  conclusion  to  have  nothing 
to  do  with  a  scheme  of  amalgamation  at 
all.  Another  plan  was  to  disturb  one  of 
the  prettiest  spots  in  Dublin  by  the 
erection  of  some  buildings  in  connection 
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with  this  proposed  new  institution.  But 
though  South  Kensington  was  deter- 
mined to  have  this  gpround,  the  people 
of  Ireland  were  determined  they  should 
not,  and,  as  far  as  he  could  ascertain, 
there  was  a  great  deal  of  well-founded 
discontent  as  to  the  management  of  their 
affairs  bj  South  Kensington.  He  knew, 
at  any  rate,  there  was  much  discontent 
at  the  treatment  of  Professor  Ghdloway. 
There  was  nothing  unreasonable  in  ask- 
ing that  the  Vote  should  be  postponed, 
especially  as  the  people  of  Dublin  were 
determined  to  secure  that  this  matter 
should  be  dealt  with  in  a  satisfactory 
way. 

LoBD  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  said, 
hon.  Gentlemen  were  under  some  mis- 
conception as  to  this  Vote ;  but  if  there 
were  a  wish  that  the  discussion  should 
be  more  full  than  was  possible  at  that 
hour,  of  course,  he  would  postpone  it. 
There  were  several  Votes,  however,  now 
before  the  Committee,  and  he  hoped 
hon.  Members  would  consent  to  take 
them. 

Me.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  hoped,  when 
they  came  down  next  day,  the  noble 
Lord  would  be  able  to  tell  them  some- 
thing about  the  constitution  of  the  Eoyal 
Dublin  College.  It  was  not  enough  to 
put  down  a  Motion  on  the  Paper  on  the 
subject,  for  that  gave  no  opportunity  for 
discussing  all  the  pros  and  com  of  the 
affair,  wmle  a  word  from  him  would 
enable  them  to  see  exactly  how  the 
matter  stood. 

Mr.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  hoped  the 
Motion  to  report  Progress  would  be 
withdrawn.  He  did  not  know  whether 
there  would  be  any  opposition  to  taking 
the  Vote  for  the  British  Museum, 
especially  as  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Member  for  the  University  of  Cam- 
bridge (Mr.  Spencer  Walpole)  had  been 
wailang  there  all  the  evening  for  it. 

Mb.  whit  well  thought  they 
might  t^e  that  Vote,  but  he  hoped  no 
others  would  be  asked  for. 

Me.  SHAW  LEFEVEE  said,  he 
wished  to  make  a  statement  in  reference 
to  the  British  Museum,  and  he  had  a 
Notice  on  the  Paper  on  the  subject ;  but 
he  should  have  no  objection  to  make 
that  statement  on  the  Eeport,  if  the 
Government  would  undertake  to  take  it 
at  a  time  which  woidd  make  it  possible 
for  him  to  do  so. 

Mb.  BIGGAB  said,  he  would  ask 
leave  to  withdraw  his  Motion,  on  the 

Mr.  Of  ay 


understanding  that  the  Vote  was  post* 
poned,  and  that  only  the  British  MuBeum 
Vote  was  taken. 

Me.  PAENELL  asked,  if  the  Govern- 
ment would  say  if  they  would  not  take 
another  Vote  ?  If  he  (Mr.  Pamell)  and 
his  hon.  Friends  imderstood  that  they 
were  only  going  to  take  the  British 
Museum  Vote  they  would  like  to  go 
home.         

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS :  Yes. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Whereupon  Motion  made  and  Ques- 
tion proposed, 

"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £221,909,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  oomplete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Salaries 
in  tourse  of  payment  daring  the  year  ending 
and  Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Ait  Depart- 
ment, and  of  the  Establishments  connected 
therewith.*' 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

Original  Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 

(4.)  £82,249,  British  Museum. 

House  resumed. 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Hon" 
day  next ; 

Committee  to  sit  again  To-morrow. 


UNIVERSITY  EDUCATION    (IRELAND) 

(No.  2)  BILL  [Zorrf*]— [Bill  250.] 

{Mr.  Jam€9  Lowther,) 

COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
''  That  this  House  will  resolve  itself  into 
the  said  Committee  upon  Tuesday  next, 
at  Two  of  the  clock." 

Mb.  COUETNEY  said,  he  wished 
very  much  to  oppose  tbis  2  o'clock 
Sitting.  It  was  quite  true  that  the 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  made 
a  suggestion  on  the  previous  day,  that 
it  mi^t  be  convenient  to  have  an  After- 
noon Sitting  and  to  resume  at  9  o'clock ; 
but  no  other  announcement  was  made, 
and  he  was  not  aware  anything  had 
been  done  since,  in  pursuance  of  that 
hint  till  this  Motion,  although,  he  be- 
lieved, something  had  been  said  to 
several  hon.  Members  ^rivatelv.  On 
the  subject  of  the  convenience  ox  a  day 
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debate,  he  was  very  mucli  in  favour  of 
a  continuous  Sitting ;  and  he  begged  to 
propose  as  an  Amendment,  that  the 
words  **  at  2  o'clock  "  be  omitted. 

Amendment  proposed,  to  leave  out 
the  words  **  at  Two  of  the  clock." — {Mr, 
Cauriney,) 

Question  proposed,  ''  That  the  words 
'  at  Two  of  the  clock '  stand  part  of  the 
Question." 

TheCHANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEH  replied,  that  a  suggestion  was 
made  that  it  was  thought  they  would 
gain  time  in  that  way  ;  and  he  be- 
lieved, from  what  he  had  heard,  that 
a  great  many  hon.  Members  interested 
in  the  Bill  would  find  it  convenient  to 
take  a  discussion  on  the  Bill  and  the 
first  series  of  Amendments  moved  on  the 
Motion  that  the  Chairman  do  leave  the 
Ohair  in  the  Morning  Sitting,  and  then 
they  might  be  able  to  make  progress  in 
the  Committee  in  the  evening.  He  did 
not  himself  see  any  disadvantage  in  the 
arrangement.  He  thought  it  would  be 
convenient  to  many  hon.  Members. 

Question  put. 

The  House  divided : — ^Ayes  70  ;  Noes 
2 :  Majority  68.— (Div.  list,  No.  202.) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 

Eesokedf  That  this  House  will  resolve 
itself  into  the  said  Committee  upon 
Tuesday  next,  at  Two  of  the  clock. 

GAME  LAWS  AMENDMENT  (SCOTLAND) 
BILL— [Bill  143.] 
(The  Lord  Advocate j  Mr.  Secretary  Cross,) 
COMMITTEE. 

Order  for  Committee  read. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
**  That  this  House  will  resolve  itself  into 
the  said  Committee  upon  Monday  next." 

Sib  DAVID  WEDDERBUEN  sug- 
gested that  as  there  was  no  opposition 
to  the  Bill  it  should  be  taken  on  the 
present  occasion,  as  it  could  be  run 
through  in  a  few  minutes,  and  he  did 
not  know  when  the  right  hon.  andleamed 
Lord  Advocate  expected  a  proper  time 
for  it  to  be  reached,  if  it  was  not  taken 
when  an  opportunity  occurred  like  the 
present. 

Mb.  ASSHETON  CEOSS  said,  he 
did  not  wish  the  Order  postponed. 

Question  put,  and  agreed  to. 
Oommittee  deferred  till  Monday  next. 


EAST  INDIA  LOAN   (ANNUITIES)  BILL. 

Besolution  [July  31]  reported,  and  agreed  to  : 
— Bill  ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Edwa&d 
Stanhope,  Mr.  Chancellob  of  the  Exche- 
quer, and  Mr.  Raikes. 

Billpresented,  and  read  the  first  time.  [Bill  276.  ] 

WAYS  AND  MEANS. 

ResolutionB  [July  31]  reported,  and  agreed  to  : 
— BiU  ord^ed  to  be  brought  in  by  Mr.  Raikes, 
Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  and  Sir 
Henrt  Selwin-Ibbbtson. 


agrioultural  holdings  (scotland) 
(warning  to  bemoye)  bill. 

On  Motion  of  Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  BiU 
to  extend  the  time  of  warning  to  remove  in  the 
case  of  Agricultural  Holdings  in  Scotland, 
ordered  to  be  brought  in  by  Sir  Alexander 
Gordon,  Mr.  M'Laoak,  and  Mr.  Jaicbs  Bar- 
clay. 

Biilpretentedf9Jid  read  the  first  time.  [Bill 277.] 

House  adjourned  at  a  quarter 
after  Two  o'clock. 


HOUSE    OF    COMMONS, 
Saturday,  2nd  August,  1879. 


MINUTES.]— SuppLY—iJOfMiVfertfrf  in  Committee 
— Civil    Service    Estimates,    Class    IV. — 
Education,  Science,  and  Art  ;  Army  Esti- 
mates. 
Resolutions  [August  1]  reported. 

Public  Bills — Resolution  in  Committee — Ordered 
—First  Heading— Chaxtered  Banks  (Colonial)* 
[178]. 

Ordered — First  Reading — Expiring  Laws  Con- 
tinuance •  [2791. 

Second  Reading — ^Keg^ulation  of  Railways  Acts 
Continuance*  [270]. 

Committee— Registry  Couita  (Ireland)  (Practice) 
[269]— R.P. 

Considered  as  amended  —  Mungret  Agricultural 
School,  &c.  •  [213]. 


The  House  met  at  Twelve  of  the 
oloek. 

QUESTIONS. 

MOROCCO.— QUESTION. 

Mr.  MACDONALD  asked  Mr.  Chan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer,  If  his  atten- 
tion has  been  called  to  a  paragraph  in 
the  letter  of  the  Paris  Correspondent  o^J 
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tlie  "  Times,"  dated  the  dlst  idt.  whicli 
appeared  in  thatpaper  of  yesterdayiWliich 
states  'Hhat  the  British  Goyemment 
has  for  a  year  been  helping  the  Sultan 
of  Morocco  to  prepare  for  a  conflict  with 
Spain; "  and,  whether  there  is  any  truth 
in  such  a  statement  ? 

The  OHANOELLORop  thbEXOHE- 
QIJEB :  My  attention  has  not  been  called 
to  this  oook-and-buU  story,  and  I  do  not 
know  to  what  it  refers. 

lEELAND— THE  PHCENIX  PARK. 
QT7BSTX0K. 

Mb.  OALLAN  asked  the  Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland,  Whether  his  attention 
has  been  called  to  the  evidence  given, 
and  the  verdict  returned,  at  the  inquest 
held  on  the  remains  of  a  man  who  was 
burnt  to  death  on  the  night  of  Saturday, 
the  19th  of  July,  at  Black  Horse  Lane, 
Phoenix  Park,  to  the  effect,  that  though 
the  police  on  duty  in  the  park  noticed 
the  names,  and  were  within  a  few  yards 
of  the  place,  yet  they  could  not  render 
any  assistance,  for  the  simple  reason 
that  the  turnstiles  leading  from  the  park 
to  Black  Horse  Lane  were  locked,  and 
the  police  had  to  go  round  a  long  dis- 
tance, which  caused  them  to  be  too  late 
to  save  either  life  or  property;  and, 
whether  these  turnstiles,  two  in  number, 
have  been  recently  locked  at  nightfall 
by  order  of  the  Board  of  Works,  Lreland, 
though  a  public  passage  has  existed 
there  for  the  last  fifty  years,  and  though 
there  are  three  other  turnstiles  in  the 
park  boundary  which  are  never  locked ; 
and,  if  so,  under  what  representations 
and  by  what  authority  me  Board  of 
Works,  Ireland,  have  taken  upon  them- 
selves, under  the  circumstances,  to  lock 
out  the  people  of  Black  Horse  Lane 
^m  assistance  in  such  an  emergency  ? 

Ms.  J.  LOWTHEB :  It  appears  that 
in  the  case  referred  to  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber, supposing  some  assistance  could 
have  been  obtained  it  would  have  been 
useless,  as  the  unfortunate  man  was  in 
a  state  of  intoxication,  and  must  have 
been  suffocated  immediately.  With  re- 
gard to  the  locking  of  the  turnstiles, 
that  practice  was  adopted  in  1876  in 
consequence  of  representations  to  the 
Board  with  regard  to  seenes  of  disorder 
in  that  portion  of  the  Park.  It  is  be- 
lieved that  no  substantial  inconvenience 
arose  from  the  arrangement,  as  all  the 
other  turnstiles  remained  open.     The 

Mr.  MaedamUd 


legality  of  the  action  of  the  Board  ia  be- 
yond question,  and  the  general  opinion 
seems  to  be  in  favour  of  it.  With  re- 
gard to  persons  being  prevented  from 
rendering  assistance  in  an  emergency,  I 
may  state  that  the  police  had  no  diffi- 
culty in  scaling  the  wall,  and  no  incon- 
venience in  that  respect  can  be  occasioned 
to  the  public. 

Mb.  OALLAN :  I  b^  to  give  Notice 
that  on  Monday  I  shall  move  for  a  Be- 
tum  of  the  convictions  for  diaorderly 
conduct  in  the  district  on  the  oom]^aint 
of  the  police  during  the  three  years  be- 
fore and  after  1876. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB:  I  have  not 
spoken  of  convictions,  but  of  scenes  of 
indecency  and  disorder  in  that  portion 
of  the  Park. 

Mb.  OALLAN :  Then  I  shall  move 
for  a  Betuzn  of  the  Beports  made  by  the 
police  as  to  those  alleged  scenes  of  an 
mdecent  and  disorderly  character;  be- 
cause if  such  scenes  are  allowed  to  pass 
without  conviction  it  r^eots  on  the  oon- 
duot  of  the  Metropolitan  Police. 

IEELAND— CHARGE  AGAIKBT  AS 

OFFICEB  OF  THE  BOTAL  IRISH  CON- 

8TABULAEY.— QUESTION. 

Mb.  SULLIVAN :  I  wish  to  aak  the 
Ohief  Secretary  for  Ireland,  If  it  is  a  fact 
that  the  Ooun^  Inspector  of  Constaba- 
lary,  Oounty  Tyrone,  has  had  lodged 
with  him  a  complaint  against  a  sub- 
inspector  m  his  county,  who,  it  is  alleged, 
on  the  night  of  the  1 1th  July,  while  under 
the  influence  of  intoxicating  liquor,  broke 
into  the  house  of  a  peaceml  inhabitant, 
and,  with  revolver  in  hand,  created  terror 
and  alarm  to  the  inmateS;  whereupon  he 
had  to  be  removed  by  force ;  if  it  is  a 
flEust  that  the  Oounty  Inspector  has  neg- 
lected and  refused  to  hold  any  inquiry 
into  this  grave  charge ;  and  if  he  wiU 
promise  an  investigation  into  the  con- 
duct of  the  sub-inspector  in  question  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHEB :  I  must  say  I 
concur  in  the  view  of  the  Inspector 
General  that  a  strong  case  has  been 
made  out  for  an  investigation  of  what 
appears  to  be,  not  merely  a  serious 
breach  of  discipline,  but  something 
more.  I  am  not  aware  that  any  pro- 
ceedings are  now  pending  before  the  Law 
Oourts;  but  until  it  is  clear  whether  such 
proceedings  will  or  will  not  be  taken  it 
is  undesirable  that  the  matter  should  be 
discussed,  or  that  it  should  be  prejudged 
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bjanyinquiry of  the  ConBtabulaTyaatho-  postponement  of  Votes,  and  I  think  it  is 

rities.     I  hope  the  subject  will  be  in-  quite  reasonable  that  we  should  take  it. 

quired  into  in  the  manner  that  will  best  Mb.  A.  MOOBE  moved  the  adjourn- 

conduce  to  eliciting  the  truth.  It  is  right  ment  of  the  House  in  order  to  protest 

I  should  add  that  the  ofBicer  in  question  gainst  taking  the  Vote  this  afternoon, 

distinctly  denies  the  charge  made  against  He  said  the  House  was  quite  aware  that 

him.  it  was  the  attitude  of  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers which  had  almost  entirely  deferred 

EXPIRING  LAWS  CONTINUANCE  BILL,  the  settlement  of  Universily  Education 

QUESTION.  in  Ireland  for  another  year,  and  he  cer- 

Majoe  NOLAN  :  WiU  the  Secretary  *tl^  «"^^  ""l*  '^''^  *T  "^Vn  '  ^"k 
to  the  Treasury  be  good  enough  to  pro-  °'  *^«  SesMon  to  throw  out  a  BJl  which 
ducethelistof  the  expiring  hiwfwhicS  he    7«J«  brought  m  for  the  benefit  of  the 

proposes  to  renew  in  the  usual  Expiring    ^f\  P^  ^^',**  *?,  ^^f  J^™% 
La^B  Continuance  BiU  ?     Heretofore  it    obtem  for  ttiemselves  all  that  they  de- 
has  been  the  practice  to  keep  the  House    ""t^  \  *^/  advantage  of  their  own 

:«  ;,«>^«o««^  Jr^*k^  «o^^o  ^f  *T,^»^  -nnio    system  of  education.     It  was  most  un- 
in  i&rnorance  oi  tne  names  oi  tneso  Jiills    .     ^  t_     .•,        i_x  xt_  x  xi.    a    x  v  -mr 
untS  the  measure  comes  on  for  second  i""*'  ^e  thought,  that  the  Scotch  Mem- 

reading,  and  that  has  been  found  to  be  |l®"'   T         ,i  ^^^  T™  ^1^7? 

a  most  objectionable  course.  themselves  all  they  desired,  should  per- 

Me.  CALLAN  :  It  will  also  be  desir-  "^"^7  oppose  the  extension  of  similar 

able  to  state  if  there  is  to  be  included  in  «»dvantages  to  Ireland      Under  ftose 

the  Expiring  Laws  Continuance  Bill  any  o»«"m8tance8,  he  could  be  no  ^arty  to 

Irish  Coercion  Acts,  or  Peace  Preserva-  '^^  ^^PP^y  ^^^^  ^°*^  *?'  Y'^^T^t^ 

tion  Acts,  or  any  measure  having  refer-  F"T>o«««  >^  Scotknd     He  hoped  the 

ence  to  corruptiractices  at  elections.  government  would  not  force  the  Irish 

Me.  J.  Ld¥THEE:  There  will  not  ¥^"??f "  *?  *?^*  **>«  ?°""^°*  W"f » 

be  in  the  Bill  which  the  Secretary  to  the  ^^^^^  l*"'*,^''^-.  i*  wu  m 

Treasury  proposes  to  move  any  reference  *?«*  they  shoiJd  undertake  the  considera- 

to  Bills  of  tL  nature  described  by  the  ^''f  «^  those  Votes  upon  which  Aere  was 

hon.  Member  for  Dundalk.  °°*  «^*=b  a  strong  feeling,  and  that  they 

SiE  HENET  SELWIN-IBBETSON:  5^*"^^lf/*??!?*  **""  ^^*®        k**!!!*!!!! 

I  have  sent  over  to  the  Office  for  a  Ust  of  ^''\,^'^^  (^vernment  were  obstracted 

the  Acta  which  it  is  proposed  to  renew,  P  f"^""'^^.  W^w"^?  persisting 

and  later  in  the  present  Sitting  I  wiU  '°  **'°°8  this  Vote  the  fault  would  rest 

show  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member  what  T*^  *¥  Scotch  Members    who  were 

that  list  includes.    With  respect  to  cor-  ^<^^^^«  the  G?^e™™ent  by  their  op- 

^"rJiortf ''^Lt'lr^itl  WriT^^   ^£°BmSl?st,nSd  the  Motion, 
propose  to  renew  any  statutes  bearing 

on  that  subject,  the  Government  con-        Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

sidering  it  to  be  more  desirable  to  intro-    **  That  this  House  do  now  adjourn." — 

duce  a  separate  measure  dealing  with  it.    (ifr.  A,  Moore.) 

oT.T>«x  ^  rr^TTT.     c.r.r.n.r.rr       .  xtt.      xt,tott  MH.    LYON  PLAYFAIE   polutod    OUt 

SUPPLY  -  THE   SCOTCH    AND    IRISH  ^j^^^  ^^^  ^^.     ^  ^^  ^^^  ^^^   ^^^^^  ^^^ 

UNIVERSITIES  VOTE.-QUESTIOX.  ^^^  ^^^-^^ J  ^^^  Estimates  being  taken 

Mr.  a.  MOOKE  asked  the  Chancellor  that   day,   but    against    Supply  being 

of  the  Exchequer,  If  he  would  postpone  taken  at  all  for  the  Scotch  Uniyersities. 

Vote  10  of  the  Givil  Service  Estimates,  If   anything  was    to    be  said  against 

which  was  the  Vote  for  the  Scotch  Uni-  Scotch    Universities,    Scotch    Members 

versities,  and  was  likely  to  give  rise  to  would  be  glad  to  hear  it,  and  to  discuss 

a  good  deal  of  discussion  ?    If  the  right  the  objection.     If  the  hon.  Member  said 

hon.   Gentleman  would  agree  that   it  that  all  Scotch  Members  opposed  the 

should  not  be  taken  this  afternoon,  but  solution  of  the  Irish  University  Quos- 

postponed  to  a  later  day,  he  thought  it  tion — [**  Not  all."] — he  would  at  least 

would  suit  the  convenience  of  the  House,  give  him  (Mr.  Lyon  Playfair)  credit,  as 

The  CHANCELLOR  OF  THE  EXCHE-  a  Member  for  a  Scotch  University,  for 

QUER :  I  believe  it  is  proposed  to  pro-  avoiding  opposition  to  increased  facilities 

oeed  with  the  Vote  to-day.    It  is  too  late  being  granted  to  higher  education  in 

}n  the  Session  now  to  consent  to  the  Ireland.     He  believed  that  in 
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facilities  were  required;  and  wlien  the 
matter  came  to  be  discussed  he  would  be 
willing  to  consider  what  means  could  be 
taken  for  that  purpose.  Although  there 
were  many  persons  who  held  strong 
feelings  against  secular  education  being 
given  in  Colleges  under  a  religious 
superintendence,  these  were  not  shared 
by  the  Scotch  Universities.  He  hoped 
hon.  Members  would  think  it  desiraole 
to  give  these  Votes  to  Scotland,  and  he 
would  be  glad  to  answer  any  legitimate 
objection  that  might  be  brought  for- 
ward. 

Mb.  PAENELL  said,  the  Irish  Mem- 
bers did  not  desire  to  make  this  a  con- 
test between  the  Irish  Universities  and 
the  Scotch  Universities,  unless  they  were 
forced  to  do  so.  What  they  complained 
of  was,  that  the  Government  had  put 
down  a  Vote  for  the  Scotch  Universities 
in  reference  to  which  Notice  had  been 
given  by  the  Irish  Members  that  it 
might  be  made  a  matter  for  serious  op- 
position. Yet  they  proposed  to  take  it 
now,  only  a  day  before  the  University 
Education  (Ireland)  Bill  of  the  Govern- 
ment was  to  be  brought  forward  for  dis- 
cussion. He  thought  the  action  of  the 
Government  in  putting  this  Vote  down 
was  calculated  to  complicate  matters 
very  much  indeed  ;  because,  if  this  Vote 
came  on,  the  Irish  Members  would  be 
bound  to  oppose  it,  and  they  would  then 
incur  the  imputation — to  use  the  words 
of  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Lyon 
Playfair) — of  making  it  a  question  be- 
tween Scotch  education  and  Irish  educa- 
tion. Now,  they  did  not  desire  to  do 
that,  if  they  could  possibly  avoid  it.  The 
Irish  people  asked  for  nothing  in  the 
matter  of  education  beyond  equality  ;  of 
course,  they  knew  perfectly  well  that 
this  Parliament  would  not  consent  to 
give  the  Irish  Eoman  Catholic  absolute 
equality  in  the  matter  of  education,  but 
he  thought  some  attempt  ought  to  be 
made  to  approach  it.  They  could  bring 
about  equity  in  two  ways,  either  by 
levelling  up  or  by  levelling  down. 

Mr.  SPEAKEE  pointed  out  that  any 
discussion  on  the  matter  of  University 
Education  in  Ireland,  until  they  went 
into  Committee  on  the  Bill  that  was 
already  before  the  House,  would  be  irre- 
g^ar. 

Mr.  PAENELL  said,  of  course,  he 
did  not  wish  to  discuss  that  question,  as 
it  was  to  come  forward  on  another  day ; 
but  he  merely  pointed  out  the  course  of 

4fr.  Zi/on  Flay  fair 


action  which  must  neceesarily  be  taken 
by  the  Irish  Members.  If  ike  GoTera- 
ment  persisted  in  their  attempt  to  bring 
on  the  Scotch  University  Vote  to-day,  it 
must  result  in  very  g^reat  comphcation; 
and  he  should  have  thought  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  himself  would 
not  wish  to  bring  on  a  matter  at  a  Satur- 
day Sitting  which  would  involve  nn- 
necessary  delay.  In  all  probabilitj, 
there  would  be  no  trouble  whatever  iif 
the  right  hon.  Gentleman  waited  a  far 
days  before  bringing  on  the  Vote. 

TheCHANCISLlOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  said,  the  object  of  meeting  to- 
day, which,  of  course,  was  inconvenient 
to  many  Members,  was  really  to  make 
progress  with  Supply,  and  among  these 
there  was  a  good  supply  of  Business  of 
a  non-contentious  character.     The  Go- 
vernment had  no  desire  to  impart  into 
the  proceedings  of  a  Saturday  any  of 
those  great  controversies  that  had  been 
shadowed    forth ;     and    if   they   were 
allowed  to  proceed  with  the  Votes  to 
which  there  was  not  much  oppostioD, 
they  would  be  prepared    to  take  the 
Scotch  University  Vote  at  a  later  day. 
At  the  same  time,  he  apprehended  there 
would  be  no  objection  to  take  the  Scotch 
Education  Vote.     The  Universities  Vote 
might  be  taken  when  they  came  to  the 
Queen's  Colleges  Vote. 

Mb.  a.  MOOEE  said,  under  the  cii- 
cumstances,  he  had  great  pleasure  in 
withdrawing  the  Motion. 

Mb.  EAMSAY  said,  before  the  Mo- 
tion  was  withdrawn,  he  wished  to  cor- 
roborate what  had  been  said  by  his 
right  hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  the 
University  of  Edinburgh  (Mr.  Lyon 
Playfair)  as  to  the  opinion  of  the  Scotch 
Universities.  At  the  same  time,  if  there 
was  any  item  in  the  Estimate  for  Scotch 
University  Education  which  was  con- 
sidered objectionable,  the  majority  of 
the  Scotch  Members  would  be  willing  to 
have  the  Vote  reduced,  and  especially 
by  the  amount  proposed  to  be  voted  for 
Theological  Chairs.  It  was  not  desir- 
able that  they  should  come  to  a  decision 
upon  this  question  on  a  false  issue ;  and 
he  wished  Lrish  Members  to  understand 
that  there  was  by  no  means  a  unani- 
mous opposition  on  the  part  of  Scotch 
Members. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  the  Lish  Mem- 
bers had  no  objection  to  the  endowment 
of  Theological  Chairs  in  Uie  Scotch  Uni- 
versities,     Everyone    knew   that  the 
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Scotch  people  were  well  acquainted  with 
theology,  and  that  their  Theological 
Chairs  were  of  the  greatest  value.  AU 
the  Irish  people  wanted  was  that  simi- 
lar benefits  should  be  extended  to  Ire- 
land. It  was  not  likely  that  any  war 
would  be  waged  between  Ireland  and 
Scotland  on  that  account. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
ORDERS     OF    THE    DAT. 


SUPPLY— CIVIL  SERVICE  ESTIMATES. 

[^Progress.'] 
Supply — considered  in  Committee. 
(In  the  Committee.) 

Class  IV. — Education,    Science,    and 

Akt. 

(1.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

'•That  a  sum,  not  oxceeding  £222,409,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  course  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  31st  day  of  March  1880,  for  Uie  Salaries  and 
Expenses  of  the  Science  and  Art  Department, 
and  of  the  Establishments  connected  therewith." 

LoED  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
Progress  was  moved  on  this  Vote  the 
previous  evening,  in  order  that  he  might 
make  some  statement  as  to  the  exact 
position  of  the  arrangements  contem- 
plated under  the  Act  passed  two  years 
ago  in  reference  to  the  proposed  Art  and 
Science  Museum  in  Dublin.  In  a  very 
few  words  he  would  give  the  Committee 
a  statement,  which,  he  thought,  would 
be  of  a  satisfactory  kind,  of  the  pro- 
gress made  during  the  past  year.  All 
who  took  an  interest  in  the  matter 
were  aware  that  the  proposition  made 
by  Government  in  1 876  referred  to  two 
distinct  and  separate  objects.  First, 
there  was  a  transfer  to  the  Government 
of  the  teaching  functions  of  the  Boyal 
Dublin  Society  in  order  that  greater  op- 

Sortunity  might  be  given  to  Irish  stu- 
ents  and  teachers  to  acquire  a  know- 
ledge of  science  and  art,  subsequently 
to  be  imparted  in  the  various  schools  of 
Science  and  Art  in  which  they  might  be 
engaged ;  and  the  second  was  to  concen- 
trate all  the  Science  and  Art  Institutions 
established  in  Dublin  in  one  building, 
and  to  create  a  Science  and  Art  Museum 
worthy  of  Dublin  on  the  site  occupied 
by  the  Boyal  Dublin  Society  in  Kildare 


Street.  Last  year  he  submitted  an  in- 
creased Estimate  of  £4,000  for  the  pur- 
pose of  giving  increased  instruction  to 
the  Art  School,  which  had  then  been 
transferred  &om  the  Boyal  Dublin 
Society.  That  Vote  passed.  He  wished 
to  enlarge  that  Art  School,  and  that  was 
a  part  of  the  question  which  brought 
him  directly  to  the  other  point — ^the  erec- 
tion of  the  Science  and  Art  Museum 
upon  the  ground  occupied  by  the  pre- 
mises of  the  Boyal  Dublin  Society  in 
Kildare  Street  at  Leicester  House.  There 
was  but  one  site  upon  which  it  was  pos- 
sible to  build  a  Science  and  Art  Museum, 
and  that  was  at  Kildare  Street.  A 
strong  objection  was  raised  to  the  erec- 
tion of  a  Museum  on  part  of  that  site, 
and  the  proprietor,  by  his  lease,  had  a 
certain  power  of  preventing  anything 
of  that  land,  if  he  objected  to  it.  The  only 
other  spot  on  which  it  was  possible  for 
the  Government  to  build  was  on  certain 
land  in  the  occupation  of  the  Boyal 
Dublin  Society,  utilized  by  them  for  the 
purpose  of  holding  agricultural  shows. 
By  an  agreement  which  the  Gx>vemment 
made  with  them  the  year  previous,  the 
Government  undertook  to  allow  either 
the  Boyal  Dublin  Society  to  hold  their 
agricultural  shows  in  those  premises,  or 
to  provide  them  a  place  with  equal 
facilities  for  holding  shows ;  and  also  to 
take  into  account  any  loss  the  Society 
might  sustain  in  consequence  of  such 
removal.  The  whole  matter  hinged  on 
that  proposal.  Until  they  had  the  space 
upon  which  to  build  it  was  not  possible 
for  the  Government  to  bring  in  an  Esti- 
mate, or  to  concentrate  the  various  in- 
stitutions in  Leinster  House,  Kildare 
Street.  They  were  anxious  to  come  to 
an  arrangement  with  the  Boyal  Dublin 
Society  for  the  transfer  of  the  ground 
upon  which  the  Agricultural  Show  was 
held,  and  they  offered  £20,000  for  com- 
pensation ;  and  they  also  understood 
that  arrangements  were  being  made  with 
Lord  Pembroke  by  which  the  Society 
would  secure  some  16  acres  in  another 
part  of  Dublin  for  the  purposes  of 
their  show.  Well,  the  Boyal  Dublin 
Society  were  not  quite  satisfied  with 
that  offer,  although  he  was  bound 
to  say  he  thought  it  a  very  fair  one. 
They  wanted  a  larger  sum ;  and  as  he 
was  most  desirous  to  bring  this  matter  to 
a  successful  conclusion  he  consulted  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Secretary  to  the  Trea^ 
sury,  and  agreed  to  give  ^em  £25 
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Mb.  PABNELL  asked  the  noble  Lord 
to  aaj  whkt  it  was  to  be  given  for  P  Was 
it  merely  for  the  site  of  the  proposed 
Science  and  Art  Museum,  or  was  it  in 
compensation  for  all  the  property  of  the 
Eoyal  Dublin  Society  to  be  taken  by  tiie 
GoTemment  P 

LoBB  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  £10,000  had  been  paid  to  the  Boyal 
Dublin  Society  for  their  proprietary 
rights ;  but  the  £25,000  he  was  speak- 
ing of  was  compensation  for  the  trans- 
fer of  their  agricultural  section  to  some 
place  other  than  Leinster  House;  and 
this  £25,000  was  divided  into  two  por- 
tions. The  first  portion  was  calculated 
to  be  sufficient  to  enable  them  to  erect 
the  necessary  buildings  elsewhere ;  and 
the  other  part  was  to  compensate  them 
for  holding  their  meetings  in  a  place 
where,  perhaps,  the  receipts  would  not 
be  so  large.  The  sum  was  quite  distinct 
from  the  compensation  offered  for  the 
proprietary  rights  of  the  Eoyal  Dublin 
Bociety,  for  that  was  contained  in  the 
Act  of  Parliament,  and  was  paid  as  soon 
as  the  Act  was  passed.  The  Boyal 
Dublin  Society  assented  to  this  offer  of 
£25,000,  with  the  exception  that  they 
said  that  they  must  oontmue  their  offices 
on  that  site.  He  pointed  out  to  them 
that  it  could  not  be ;  that  if  they  got  the 
compensation  they  could  not  stop  in  their 
offices.  After  very  considerable  diffi- 
culty he  got  the  Treasury  to  assent  to 
another  concession,  which  was,  that  ar- 
rangements should  be  made,  costing 
£300,  by  which  temporary  accommo- 
dation should  be  given  to  the  Boyal 
Dublin  Society  for  their  agricultural 
section  until  the  offices  were  ready. 
There  was  a  considerable  correspondence 
between  his  Office  and  the  Boyal  Dublin 
Society  on  this  subject;  and  a  good 
many  matters  not  germane  to  the  sub- 
ject were  introduced,  and  the  proceed- 
ings were  very  protracted  and  slow.  A 
Vote  of  £10,000  was  moved  last  year 
for  the  Boyal  Dublin  Society ;  but  as  he 
could  not  get  them  to  come  to  any  satis- 
factory conclusion  before  the  commence- 
ment of  the  present  financial  year,  there- 
fore it  was  not  possible  to  introduce  the 
Vote  before.  Me  thought,  however,  it 
was  of  so  much  importance  that  some 
conclusion  shotild  be  arrived  at,  be- 
cause everjrthing  at  present  was  hung 
up,  that  at  last  he  was  obliged  to  hint 
to  the  Boyal  Dublin  Society  that  the  Go- 
venunent  had  power,  under  the  Act,  if 


they  ooidd  not  agree  with  them,  to  take 
the  site,  on  the  condition  that  they  pro- 
vided accommodation  for  them  equal 
to  that  which  had  been  taken.  By  that 
course  the  Government  would  take  thd 
matter  entirely  into  their  own  hands. 
He  suggested  to  them,  at  tiie  same  time, 
that  it  would  be  most  desirable,  if  pos- 
sible, that  they  should  come  to  some 
amicable  arrangement,  and  that  he 
would  be  only  too  glad  if  they  would 
appoint  a  deputation  to  oome  over  to 
London  and  see  the  Lord  President  and 
himself,  with  a  view  to  an  amicable 
arrangement.  As  he  had  said,  £25,000 
was  to  be  given  to  them,  in  order  to 
enable  them  to  hold  their  shows  else- 
where, and  the  Gk>vemment  to  obtain 
possession  of  the  land  they  wanted.  It 
was  now  necessary  to  come  to  some  de- 
finite arrangement,  for  if  they  had  not, 
they  might  have  spent  a  large  sum  in 
erecting  a  Government  building  on  the 
land,  the  title  to  which  was  questionable; 
and  after  the  Government  had  spent  it 
the  Boyal  Dublin  Society  might  have 
claimed  compensation  for  the  buildings. 
He  did  not  say  it  would  have  happened; 
but,  of  course,  they  were  bound  to 
contemplate  any  possible  contingency. 
Therefore,  having  arrived  at  this  settle- 
ment, they  hastened  to  put  it  into  a 
legal  agreement,  and  that  document  was 
now  before  the  Boyal  Dublin  Sodetj 
for  their  signature.  When  it  was  signed, 
that,  and  all  the  correspondenoe,  would 
be  presented  to  the  House  in  a  Parlia- 
mentary Betum.  He  had  been  obliged 
to  state  these  matters  at  length,  and  he 
hoped  he  had  made  the  matter  olear,  and 
the  result  would  be  considered  satisfac- 
toiy.  They  could  now  proceed  with  the 
building,  and  when  completed  they 
could  transfer  the  various  art  and  science 
collections  to  the  new  site.  They  could 
enlarge  the  Art  School,  and,  in  fact,  by 
developing  the  whole  scheme,  make  it 
worthy  of  the  City  of  Dublin.  The 
question  of  site,  of  course,  was  one  to 
which  they  must,  to  a  great  extent,  be 
guided  by  local  considerations. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  :  Before  the 
noble  Lord  enters  upon  the  question  of 
site,  will  he  say,  in  reference  to  the 
transfer  of  collections,  that  the  Boyal 
Lish  Academy  oolleotion  will  be  brought 
in  with  the  others  f 

LoBD  GEOBGE  HAMILTON  replied, 
that  the  arrangements  were  steted  in 
the  Beport  of  last  year  issued  to  Parlia- 
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ment,  and  there  was  a  long  oorreBpond- 
enoe  between  his  noble  Friend  and  the 
Boyal  Irish  Academy.  The  proposition 
was  that  the  collection  should  be  ulti- 
mately transferred  to  Kildare  Street. 
That  was  at  present  in  perspeotive,  be- 
cause it  woula  not  be  possible  to  transfer 
the  Boyal  Academy  until  they  had  ob- 
tained the  necessary  buildings  for  its 
accommodation.  As  regarded  the  ques- 
tion of  site,  as  he  said  before,  that  was 
a  matter  upon  which  they  had,  to  aveiy 
considerable  extent,  to  be  guided  by 
local  considerations.  Under  the  Act, 
a  certain  number  of  Visitors  were  to  be 
nominated,  and  they  were  to  annually 
report  to  the  Science  and  Art  De- 
partment on  the  condition  of  the  ma- 
nagement, and  of  the  requirements  of 
the  Museum,  and  to  advise  on  points 
of  administration.  Their  functions  were 
mainly  in  relation  to  the  Science  and 
Art  Museum ;  but  that  Museum  could 
not  be  commenced  until  the  site  had 
been  selected.  At  present,  those  gen- 
tlemen who  had  been  nominated  had 
little  or  nothing  to  do;  but  the  De- 
partment thought  their  opinion  would 
DO  yeiy  valuable  as  to  the  site ;  therefore, 
it  proposed  that  the  first  question  re- 
ferred to  their  consideration,  in  order 
that  the  Science  and  Art  Department 
might  have  the  benefit  of  their  advice, 
should  be  the  site  on  which  to  erect  this 
Museum.  If  they  could,  as  he  hoped 
they  would,  in  the  course  of  next  year, 
greatly  develop  the  scheme  laid  before 
Jrarliament,  and,  at  the  same  time, 
could  also  increase  the  accommodation 
and  more  thoroughly  utilize  the  Col- 
lege of  Science,  he  thought  a  great  deal 
would  have  been  done  towards  im- 
proving science  and  art  instruction  in 
Ireland.  Not  much  had  been  done  at 
present;  but,  still,  the  Eeport  which 
had  just  reached  him  in  regard  to 
certain  institutions  in  Ireland  was  not 
unsatisfactory.  There  had  been  a  consi- 
derable increase  to  the  books  in  the  Na- 
tional Library,  and  there  had  also  been 
considerable  additions  made  to  the  Na- 
tural History  Museum,  which  was  part 
of  the  collection  already  at  Leinster 
House.  He  was  glad  to  find,  also,  the 
number  of  visitors  during  the  past  year 
was  20,000  more  than  the  last  year. 
He  hoped  he  had  given  the  Committee 
satisfactory  evidence  of  the  wish  and 
the  intention  of  the  Department  to  push 
on  as  fast  as  it  could  the  scheme  which 
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for  some  time  past  had  been  under 
consideration,  and  which  had  been  em- 
bodied in  an  Act  of  Parliament.  If 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  took  an  interest 
in  this  matter  would  only  co-operate, 
he  hoped,  in  a  very  short  time,  they 
would  have  made  such  substantial 
progress  as  to  show  that  they  were 
in  earnest  in  be^nning  to  make  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  worthy  of 
Ireland. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESSY  said,  that 
he  looked  forward  with  great  pleasure 
to  the  advantage  which  would  accrue  to 
Dublin  from  the  establishment  of  the 
new  Museum  and  School  of  Science  and 
Art.  But  in  England  and  Scotland  there 
were  various  Schools  of  Science  and  Art 
in  different  large  towns,  as  well  as  at 
South  Kensington.  There  was  nothing 
of  the  sort  in  Ireland.  He  believed 
that  a  central  School — such  as  that  pro- 
jected by  the  noble  Lord — would  be 
calculated  not  only  to  promote  art  edu- 
cation in  Dublin,  but  in  the  whole 
coimtry.  The  noble  Lord  had  informed 
him  that  it  was  proposed  to  appoint 
Visitors  to  perform  certain  rather  in- 
definite duties  in  connection  with  the 
Museum.  He  would  suggest  that  to 
make  the  Institution  really  useful,  and  a 
real  College  of  Science  and  Art  in 
Dublin,  he  should  take  care  to  avoid 
the  causes  of  the  decadence  of  the  pre- 
sent Boyal  College  of  Science.  The 
Visitors  should  have  definite  duties 
to  perform  which  should  be  pointed  out 
to  them.  They  should  not  be  left  to 
discharge  mere  indefinite  duties ;  but 
should  nave  certain  allotted  disciplinary 
functions.  He  was  not  one  who  wished 
the  School  of  Science  and  Art  at  Dublin 
to  be  distinct  from  South  Kensington. 
It  was  highly  desirable  that  Ireland 
should  enter  into  competition  with  Great 
Britian ;  and,  of  course,  if  the  national 
taste  were  cultivated,  there  could  be  a 
common  competition  between  the  three 
countries  among  the  students  of  the  dif- 
ferent nationalities.  But  in  order  to 
obtain  that  they  must  put  a  soul  into 
the  Irish  Institutions.  They  must  have 
the  government  in  Dublin  which  could 
deal  with  difficulties  as  they  arose ;  they 
must  not  be  dependent  upon  communi- 
cations between  the  Secretary  at  Dublin 
and  the  officials  at  South  Kensington. 
The  noble  Lord  would  not  secure  a 
proper  and  adequate  system  of  art  edu^ 
cation  in  Ireland,  and  would  not 
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the  new  Institation  in  Dublin  to  work 
harmoniously  with  South  Kensing^n, 
unless  he  g^ye  a  proper  and  due  respon- 
sibility to  the  Visitors  of  the  College  at 
Dublin.  WithrespecttotheBoyalOollege 
of  Science  at  Dublin,  it  was  admitted  that 
it  was  not  at  present  in  a  satisfactory  con- 
dition.     The  case  put  forward  by  the 
hon.  Member  for  Longford  (Mr.  Erring- 
ton)  had  not  been  attempted  to  be  con- 
troverted. Twenty  years  ago,  when  that 
Institution  was  under  local  control,  it 
flourished;  but  when  it  ceased  to  be 
under  local  control,  and  fell  under  the 
dominion    of   South    Kensington,  and 
South  Kensington  refused  to  constitute 
there  any  delegated  or  deputed  body 
with   local  control    to    carry    out    the 
arrangements    of    the    Institution,    it 
steadily  deteriorated.     South  Kensing- 
ton appointed  a  Secretary  and  a  Council, 
composed  of  Professors,  who  were  only 
given  indefinite   functions   and  a  most 
unsatisfactory  power  for  the   manage- 
ment   of   details.    No   rules  were  set 
forth  by  South  Kensington  by  which 
that  extraordinary  local  Council  of  Pro- 
fessors were  to  act,  and  they  were  com- 
pletely atj^sea.  The  result  was  that  those 
gentlemen  fought  amongst  themselves 
with  regard  to  their  duties  and    the 
arrangement  of  the  Institution.     One 
Professor,  a  gentleman  of  very  great 
merit,  was  sacrificed  to  the  Institution  in 
those  squabbles.     His  services  might 
have  been  saved  to  the  Boyal  College  if 
the  maintenance  of  disciplme  had  been 
intrusted  to  a  local  body.      He  should 
like  to  know  what  amount  of  local  go- 
vernment the  noble  Lord  proposed  to 
gprant  to  the  new  Institution  ?    He  did 
trust  that  the  noble  Lord  would  take  an 
early  opportunity  of  interesting  himself 
personally  in  the  management  of  the 
new  Institution,  and  would  give  ade- 
quate and  mature  consideration  to  its 
future  arrangements.  It  had  lately  been 
announced  that  a  Commission  would  sit 
to  inquire  into  the  Endowed  Schools  in 
Dublm.     He  would  direct  the  attention 
of  the  noble  Lord  to  the  very  excellent 
work  done,  and  the  admirable  discipline 
maintained,  by  the  unpaid  Trustees  now 
appointed  to  manage  the  educational 
and  charitable  Institutions  of  Dublin. 
It  might  be  necessary  to  have  an  official 
to  maintain  discipline ;  but  he  thought 
that  the  arrangements  should  be  under 
the  direction  of  unpaid  Trustees.     A 
Secretary  was  at  present  employed  in 
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the  management  of  those  Institations, 
but  his  duties  were  limited,  and  he  was 
subordinate  to  the  Trustees.  If  the 
noble  Lord  would  make  inquiries,  he 
would  be  able  to  find  manyprofessional 
and  private  gentlemen  in  Dublin  from 
whom  he  would  be  able  to  select  a  body 
who  would  be  well  able  to  manage  the 
new  School  of  Science  and  Art.  Bat 
whatever  body  the  noble  Lord  might 
select,  he  woiUd  urge  upon  him  the  ne- 
cessity of  giving  them  definite  admini- 
strative duties.  Those  duties  should  be 
clearly  fixed,  for  unless  that  were  done 
no  real  substantial  control  would  be 
possible.  Although  subordinate  to  South 
Kensington,  the  Trustees  should  have 
local  authority.  By  those  means  they 
would  avoid  the  causes  which  led  to  the 
failure  of  the  Boyal  College  of  Science. 
He  thought  that  hon.  Members  for  Ire- 
land would  agree  with  him  that  the 
Government  deserved  their  thanks  for 
havine  given  them  a  central  and  local 
School  of  Science  and  Art  in  Dublin. 
He  hoped  that  it  would  be  made  a 
worthy  successor  of  the  Boyal  CoU^ 
of  Science,  which  in  past  times  had  done 
good  service  to  Ireland. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  that 
before  the  Vote  passed  he  should  like  to 
say  a  word  or  two  in  regard  to  this 
College  of  Science.  Unfortunately,  from 
some  cause  or  other,  its  discipline  had 
been  exceedingly  unsatisfactory.    One 
reason  of  that,   he  thought,   was  that 
they  had  a  Secretary  who  was  made 
the    medium    of    communication    be- 
tween the  College  and  the  Department 
in  London,  whose  interest  was  between 
the  two  bodies,  and  who  was  not  in  a 
well-defined  position  of  responsibility. 
Sometimes  he  acted  as  a  superior,  at 
other  times   he    denied   possession  of 
powers,    and    referred    everything    to 
Ix>ndon.     He  only  ventured  to  throw 
out  to  the  noble  Lord  that  an  Institution 
of  this  kind  scarcely  justified  a  Directo- 
rate having  nothing  to  do.  But  he  would 
suggest  the  example  of  Owen's  College, 
Manchester,  where  a  Professor  was  also 
the  responsible  principal.    The  combi- 
nation of  offices  might  improve  disci- 
pline.    He  wished  to  add,  repeating 
what  he  had  formerly  said,  that  a  gre^ 
misfortune  had  been  sustained  by  the 
dismissal  of  a  Professor  who  certainly 
had  been  of  great  benefit  to  Ireland 
in    establishing  a  practical  School  of 
Chemistry  in  the  countzy, 
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Mb.  QBAY  said,  he  did  not  under- 
stand the  noble  Lord  to  inform  the  Com- 
mittee as  to  what  the  nature  or  the 
amount  of  local  control  was  that  was  to 
be  given  to  the  Science  and  Art  Depart- 
ment, Dublin.  Some  further  control 
was  to  be  given  to  the  Museum,  and  he 
thought  the  Irish  Members  would  be 
pleased  to  know  what  amount  of  local 
control  it  was  contemplated  to  give.  A 
large  number  of  gentlemen  of  high  posi- 
tion and  of  great  intelligence  devoted 
themselves,  without  any  pecuniary  re- 
ward, to  the  promotion  of  the  interests 
of  the  educational  and  charitable  Institu- 
tions in  Dublin,  and  contributed  to  give 
them  a  healthy  local  life.  They  did  not 
want  to  have  a  similar  experience  with 
regard  to  the  new  College  as  they  had 
already  had  in  the  case  of  the  Eoyal 
College  of  Science.  If  the  same  plan 
were  followed  as  in  that  College  the 
same  result  would  ensue.  He  did  not 
imderstand  the  noble  Lord  to  sketch  out 
what  was  the  amount  or  the  nature  of 
the  control  he  was  willing  to  g^ve,  and 
he  thought  it  would  be  satisfactory  if 
the  noble  Lord  would  give  them  some 
idea  of  the  arrangement  that  was  made 
with  the  Eoyal  Dublin  Society.  The 
offer  of  £25,000  was  not  accepted ;  but 
when  he  announced  that  the  compulsory 
powers  under  the  Act  would  be  put  into 
operation  then  the  terms  were,  of  ne- 
cessity, accepted.  He  thought  they  had 
not  been  treated  in  a  way  in  which  they 
had  a  right  to  expect,  and  he  thought 
the  evidence  that  had  been  given  was 
scarcely  satisfactory ;  and  he  might 
mention  that  a  private  meeting  was 
held  with  respect  to  the  operation  of  the 
original  scheme  with  the  new  Society, 
and  the  new  arrangement  in  contempla- 
tion, for  which  the  £25,000  was  given, 
and  they  came  to  the  conclusion,  it  would 
be  better  to  have  as  little  to  do  with 
South  Kensington  as  possible.  What 
he  was  anxious  for  was  to  elicit  some 
assurance  that  the  noble  Lord  would  en- 
deavour to  give  as  much  local  control  as 
might  be  compatible  with  the  working 
of  the  Institution.  He  wished  to  ask 
one  question  with  reference  to  the  Vote. 
The  late  Irish  sculptor — Mr.  Foley — be- 
queathed all  his  models  to  the  Boyal 
Dublin  Society,  and  he  was  anxious  to 
ascertain  where  those  models  now  were, 
and  what  their  ultimate  destination 
might  be  ?  It  had  been  suggested  that 
a  large  quantity  of  the  collection  would 


be  kept  at  South  Kensington.  Now, 
the  importance  and  value  of  a  collection 
of  that  kind  was  to  have  it  in  its  entirety ; 
and  he  thought  it  would  be  a  very  serious 
loss  to  Dubhn  and  Ireland  generally  if 
Mr.  Foley's  bequest  were  not  carried  out 
in  its  entirety. 

Mr.  SULLIVAN  hoped  the  Govern- 
ment  would  carry  out  the  promise  made 
by  Mr.  Ward  Hunt  in  1 868.  That  right 
hon.  Gentleman,  when  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  said  that  the  Government 
was  most  anxious  to  eive  Ireland  na- 
tional institutions  of  that  character,  on 
a  basis  which  he  stated  at  the  time. 
Unfortunately,  the  Government  went 
back,  and  re-considered  their  determi- 
nation, and  nothing  was  done,  though  a 
Commission  was  appointed  to  inquire 
into  the  matter,  and  see  what  could  be 
done.  He  must  confess,  with  very  great 
regret,  that  the  Eeport  of  the  Commis- 
sion of  Inquiry  had  had  the  result  of 
changing  the  promise  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  made,  and  had  entirely  de- 
stroyed their  hope  of  getting  those 
Institutions.  Under  those  circumstances, 
he  had  been  requested,  by  many  gen- 
tlemen who  had  taken  an  interest  in  the 
matter  in  Dublin,  to  bring  it  before 
Parliament  four  years  ago.  He  did  so, 
and  the  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  stated  that  the 
subject  would  be  taken  up  very  much 
in  the  spirit  of  Mr.  Ward  Hunt's  pro- 
mise to  the  Irish  people.  The  right  hon. 
Gentleman  the  present  Secretary  of  State 
for  the  Colonies  (Sir  Michael  Hicks- 
Beach)  was  then  the  Chief  Secretary  for 
Ireland,  and  he  took  the  matter  in 
hand,  and  after  a  great  deal  of  time  a 
scheme  was  proposed.  Without  being 
unduly  impressed  with  the  importance  of 
his  own  views,  he  would  urge  upon  the 
noble  Lord  who  had  charge  of  the  De- 
partment the  three  points  which  he  had 
previously  urged  upon  the  Irish  Chief 
Secretary  as  being  essential  to  the  suc- 
cess of  the  scheme.  The  first  point  was 
that  the  control  of  the  Irish  Institution 
should  be  vested  in  a  Board  or  Committee 
of  Irish  noblemen  and  gentlemen  in 
Dublin,  and  that  it  should  be  in  harmony 
with  the  national  sympathies  of  the 
population,  which  no  subordinate  sec- 
tion of  the  South  Kensin^on  system 
could  well  be.  The  second  point  was, 
that  the  system  should  be  in  co-opera- 
tion and  in  connection  with  South 
Kensington,  in  order  to  secure  unifonnil^ 
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between  the  Irieh  InefcitiitiDxis  and  South 
Kenmngtoii,  and  to  give  the  stttdcats  of 
Bcience  and  art  as  great  opportmiitiee 
as  poaeible  £or  study  and  competifion. 
Thare&nre,  he  was  sbrong^y  of  opinion 
that  a  Departmental  Inetitation  iwould 
be  in  connection  and  in  oo-operation 
with  the  South  Kenaington  Mneeum, 
without  any  subordination  or  snbjeotion 
to  it  as  a  mere  branch  of  that  Inetitatioii. 
The  third  point  which  he  would  soggeat 
was,  that  the  noble  Lord  should  eadei^ 
your  not  to  amalgamate,  but  to  eon* 
federate,  the  three  or  £bnx  kindred  Insti* 
tutiona — the  Boyal  Dublin  Soeiety,  the 
Boyal  Irish  Academy,  and  the  Boyal 
Hibernian  Academy.  He  proteeted 
against  any  attempt  forcibly  to  amalga- 
mate thoae  Institutions ;  but  he  hoped 
that  they  would  be  brought  into  a  sort  of 
confederate  action.  He  was  sure  that 
any  attempt  to  force  amalgamation  upon 
those  Institutions  would  be  resisted  by 
them,  and  that  the  attempt  would  fail. 
An  attempt  had  been  made,  deq>ite  his 
remonstrances,  to  amalgamate  some  ot 
those  Institutions;  and  he  belieyed 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  admit  that 
the  failure  which  he  had  predicted  had 
resulted.  Those  Societies  resisted  being 
put  into  a  mortar  and  made  into  one 
amalgam  at  once.  If  different  methods 
had  been  adopted,  voluntary  fusion,  no 
doubt,  would  in  time  have  f oUowed.  He 
was  sorry  that  the  Government  had  de* 
oided  not  to  make  the  Irish  National 
Museum  of  Science  and  Industry  self- 
goyeming,  but  that  it  was  to  be  placed 
entirely  under  South  Kensington.  There 
was  a  strong  feeling  amongst  ofiScials  at 
South  Kensington  ^lat  the  new  Museum 
at  Dublin  should  be  subordinate  to  them ; 
and  their  views  seemed  to  have  more 
weight  with  the  Government  than  those 
of  hon.  Members  from  Ireland.  He  did 
not  think  that  the  views  of  those  officials 
were  always  broad  and  national,  and 
calculated  to  forward  the  interests  of 
science  and  art,  but  partook  very  largely 
of  number  one.  Officialism  seemed  to 
have  very  great  weight  with  the  Govern- 
ment. If  they  were  only  to  have  Visitors 
in  Dublin  to  look  in  occasionally  at  the 
Science  and  Art  Museum,  and  were  to 
have  no  control,  gentlemen  in  Dublin 
would  soon  cease  to  take  an  interest  in 
the  Institution.  He  might  remind  the 
noble  Lord  that  10  or  20  of  the  nobiHty 
and  gentry  in  Ireland  had  certainly 
done  yexy  much  to  forward  the  interests 
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of  Sfft  mattew  in  that  ooontry  for  ibi  last 
20  yean.  None  of  thoee  gwitlemen 
would  continue  the  work  they  had  under- 
taken if  made  entirely  subordinate  to 
South  Kensington — ^it  would  be  deroga- 
tory to  their  position.  If  the  noble  Lord 
did  succeed  in  getting  a  Board  at  first, 
yet,  under  such  a  ^stem,  it  would  break 
down  in  a  year  or  two.  They  would  find 
that,  Uke  anotiier  mat  Institution  in 
DuUin,  the  new  CoUege  would  become 
a  mere  coipee.  On  St.  Stephen's  Oreen 
they  had  a  Museum  of  Irish  industiy 
which  cost  that  country  a  large  sum  of 
money ;  it  was  excellent  in  its  way,  but 
they  had  large  collections  unviaited,  and 
a  Professor  lecturing  to  empty  benches. 
They  would  do  no  good  with  any 
National  Institution  in  Dublin  for  the 
purpose  of  bringing  home  technical 
education  in  science  and  art  to  the 
people,  unless  local  influence  was  to 
have  some  weight  there.  He  would 
strongly  urge  upon  the  noble  Lord,  if 
he  desired  to  give  Ireland  an  Institution 
which  would  be  thoroughly  successful, 
he  should  put  it  und»  the  control  of  a 
local  board  of  Irish  noblemen  and  gen- 
tlemen with  real  power  to  govern  it 
They  had  the  Marquess  of  Kildare, 
Lord  Powerscourt,  the  Duke  of  Leinster, 
and  other  noblemen  and  gentlemen  who, 
at  the  cost  of  their  own  fortunes,  for  20 
years  past  had  brought  home  technical 
science  and  art  education  to  the  Irish 
people.  He  would  appeal  to  the  Go- 
vernment to  place  the  new  Institution 
under  the  care  of  such  noblemen  and 
gentlemen  as  those,  and  it  would  then 
become  a  living  reality;  whereas,  if  they 
attempted  to  work  it  aa  a  mere  branch 
of  South  Kensington,  it  would  never  be 
a  National  Institution,  and  would  fail 
entirely  to  produce  any  satiafaotory  re- 
sults. 

Mb.  PABNELL  hoped  that  the  noble 
Lord  would  take  to  heart  the  speech 
which  had  just  been  delivered  by  the 
hon.  and  learned  Member  for  Louth, 
and  would  endeavour  to  make  the  man- 
agement of  the  proposed  Museum  of 
Science  and  Art  as  local  as  he  possibly 
could.  He  observed  that  the  sememe  of 
the  Government  proposed  that  there 
should  be  local  Visitors ;  but  they  knew 
that  local  Visitors  were  only  sent  there 
in  order  to  strengthen  the  central  autho- 
rity, and  to  give  an  idea  of  responsibility 
where  none  such  existed.  They  would 
be  local  Visitors  without  duties   and 
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without  powers.     If  thej  merely  ap- 

Sointed  Visitors  without  responsible 
uties  and  powers,  they  would  have  an 
empty  Board  of  Visitors,  who  woidd  be 
entirely  inefficient.  Upon  the  other 
hand,  if  they  gave  the  Visitors  power  and 
responsibility,  they  would  make  them 
take  real  interest  in  the  life  and  interests 
of  the  Institution,  and  would  encourage 
them  to  carry  out  efficiently  whatever 
functions  the  Qoyernment  might  be  dis- 
posed to  give  them.  He  regretted  that 
the  Qt>yemment  had  not  been  able  to 
place  before  them  in  better  detail  the 
scheme  for  the  future  management  of 
the  Museum.  But,  perhaps,  what  they 
said  to-day  might  have  some  weight, 
and  be  of  some  little  use  as  regarded 
the  shape  the  scheme  was  to  take.  If 
the  whole  arrangements  had  not  yet 
been  matured,  there  was  still  time  for 
the  Qt>yemment  to  re-consider  their  de- 
cision, and  to  see  whether  they  could 
not  establish  some  local  body  in  place 
of  the  Boyal  Dublin  Society.  They  still 
felt  the  greatest  respect  and  reverence 
for  that  Institution,  in  remembrance  of 
its  connection  in  times  past  with  their 
history;  but  that  Society  had  deterio- 
rated, and  had  not,  in  late  years,  held 
the  proud  position  it  once  occupied;  but, 
still,  they  looked  up  to  the  Boyal  Dublin 
Society  as  having  been  the  pioneer  of 
instruction  in  agriculture  in  Ireland. 
That  Society  was  the  first  that  taught 
the  Irish  farmers  how  to  cultivate  their 
farms  to  the  best  advantage,  and  it  had 
done  very  much  in  encourag^g  them  to 
thrift  and  industry.  In  the  new  Museum 
of  Science  and  Art  which  they  were 
about  to  establish,  they  should  make  a 
worthy  successor  of  the  old  Dublin  So- 
ciety ;  but  it  would  never  be  so  unless 
it  was  to  become  a  self-supporting  and 
self-govemine  Institution.  K  it  were 
to  be  a  mere  branch  of  South  Kensing- 
ton, the  usefulness  of  that  Institution 
would  be  cramped  and  confined ;  and  it 
would  never  attain  the  great  future 
which  it  would  have  before  it  imder  an- 
other and  different  system  of  manage- 
ment. He  hoped  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  give  heed  to  the  warnings  that 
had  been  addressed  to  the  Government, 
and  that  he  would  give  as  much  local 
responsibility  and  power  as  he  possibly 
oomd  to  those  new  Institutions. 

Me.  E.  JENKINS  had  frequently 
asked  that  the  Estimates  should  be  pre- 
sented to  the  House  in  sudi  a  fonn  that 


they  might  be  aUe  properly  to  criticize 
the  items.  He  wished  hon.  Members 
would  take  the  trouble  to  contrast  the 
Vote  of  £322,000  that  was  asked  for,  in 
respect  of  South  Kensington,  with  the 
Vote  that  was  made  in  respect  of  the 
British  Museum.  In  the  British  Museum 
account  the  particulars  of  the  gprant  were 
g^ven  in  detail ;  but  in  the  South  Ken- 
sington account  the  details  were  very 
imperfect.  They  were  not  told  the  num- 
ber of  police  employed,  or  how  many 
Inspectors  there  were,  or  how  much  they 
were  paid ;  they  simply  had  in  the  Esti- 
mate for  South  Kensing^n  the  general 
statement  that  £9,150  was  expended  on 
the  police.  Such  information  as  that 
did  not  enable  the  House  to  judge 
whether  the  employment  of  the  police 
at  South  Kensington  was  judicious  or 
not.  He  was  sure  that  the  noble  Lord 
would  feel  that  it  was  desirable  that 
South  Kensington  should  be  brought 
within  some  rule.  They  had  all  heard 
of  the  celebrated  Mr.  Cole — he  and  his 
friends  had  been  ordering  about  South 
Kensington  for  some  years,  and  scatter- 
ing the  public  money  in  all  directions. 
He  was  sore  that  if  a  Committee  of 
Inquiry  of  that  House  were  to  be  ap- 
pointed to  inquire  into  the  history  of 
the  expenditure  of  money  at  South  Ken- 
sing^n,  there  would  be  disclosed  a 
system,  of  which — not  to  use  a  harsh 
name — ^he  could  say  that  it  was  an  ex- 
penditure such  as  had  never  been  ex- 
hibited by  any  other  Institution  under 
Government  in  modem  times.  He 
wished  to  point  out  why  he  should  move 
the  reduction  in  the  Vote.  In  the  first 
place,  it  would  be  found  that,  under 
head  D  5,  the  sum  of  £8,700  was  voted 
on  account  of  artizans,  cleaners,  la- 
bourers, &c. ;  on  turning  to  the  details 
of  D  5,  it  would  be  seen  that  the  amount 
was  said  to  be  for  the 

'*  Wages  for  worln  executed  in  the  interior 
of  the  Mnseam,  in  connection  with  the  exhibi- 
tion of  objects,  and  repairs  connected  with  the 
glass  roofs,  heating  and  ventilation,  alio  main- 
tenance of  the  grounds.'* 

He  would  venture  to  say  that  the  same 
items  were  charged  for  under  the  head 
D  6,  which  was  expressed  to  be  for 
''heating,  lighting,  and  precautions 
against  fire."  ThelBstimates  seemed  to 
be  prepared  in  a  vexy  careless  manner, 
far,  otherwise,  it  would  seem  that  D  5 
ought  to  be  included  in  D  6.  If  the 
arrangements  ought  to  be  in* 
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clnded  in  D  6,  why  did  thej  find  them 
in  D  5  ?  That  was  a  conundrnm  which 
he  would  propose  to  the  noble  Lord. 
Then,  an  item  of  £7,000  was  charged 
in  respect  of  workmen,  artizans,  and 
engineers  employed  at  South  Kensing- 
ton. That  was  a  large  sum  of  money 
for  those  persons,  and  he  should  like  to 
know  how  many  of  each  class  were  em- 
ployed ?  Then  they  came  to  an  item 
headed  **  Services  common  to  the  general 
divisions."  It  could  not  be  for  the 
Science  and  Art  Department,  for  there 
was  a  certain  staff  for  that ;  and  for  the 
South  Kensington  Department  there 
was  also  a  staff.  But,  in  order  to  throw 
them  off  their  guard  still  further — whe* 
ther  intended  to  do  so  or  not  he  did  not 
know,  but  that  was  the  result — they 
found  sprung  upon  them  the  head '  *  Ser- 
vices common  to  the  several  divisions.'' 
Under  that  head  the  sum  of  £12,920 
was  expended,  which  was  a  large  in- 
crease on  the  previous  year.  They  had 
no  information  to  enable  them  to  judge 
whether  that  was  a  proper  expenditure 
or  not,  or  whether  the  number  of  persons 
employed  was  justifiable.  He  supposed 
that  the  money  would  be  spent  for  the 
objects  for  which  it  was  voted,  or  other- 
wise the  Comptroller  and  Auditor  Ge- 
neral would  notice  the  matter.  What 
they  wanted  was  to  get  something  like 
the  same  careful  retvum  of  expenditure 
as  was  given  in  the  case  of  the  British 
Museum,  so  that  they  might  know  why 
the  enormous  increase  in  the  expenditure 
at  South  Kensing^n  took  place.  He 
would  draw  the  attention  of  the  Com- 
mittee to  the  fact  that  the  expenditure 
for  the  police  at  the  British  Museum  was 
only  £1,960;  whereas  the  expenditure 
for  that  item  alone  at  South  Kensington 
was  £9,150.  The  British  Museum  was 
a  pretty  large  building,  and  it  had  the 
peculiarity  that  it  was  not  built  with 
lonff  corridors.  It  was  nearly  as  large 
as  the  South  Kensington  Museum,  and 
he  believed  there  were  many  articles  of 
value  there.  How  was  it,  then,  that  the 
police  alone  in  one  place  cost  £1,960, 
and  at  the  other  £9,150?  He  should 
like  to  know  whether  that  additional 
expense  in  the  case  of  the  South  Ken- 
sington Museum  arose  from  the  India 
Museum  ?  The  more  they  looked  at  these 
Estimates  the  more  they  would  find  that 
a  very  large  increase  in  the  expenditure 
at  South  Kensington  had  been  caused  by 
tixe  India  Museum.    He  thought  that  it 
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was  quite  right  to  draw  attention  to 
these  Estimates,  in  order  that  they 
might  receive  satisfactory  explanations 
with  regard  to  them.  He  wanted  to 
know  why  the  police  at  South  Kensing- 
ton were  increased  ?  There  was  aUo 
one  other  little  matter  which  had  been 
mentioned  to  him,  and  which,  he  thought, 
ought  to  be  explained  from  the  Front 
Treasury  Bench.  He  was  told  that  the 
Curator  or  Chief  Director  of  the  South 
Kensing^n  Musemn  had  moved  away 
from  the  Museum,  and  that  police  con- 
stables were  kept  for  the  purpose  of 
going  between  South  Kensington  and 
his  house  in  order  to  keep  him  in  constant 
communication  with  the  Museum,  when 
he  ought  to  be  living  dose  to  or  upon 
the  premises.  As  the  matter^had  been 
mentioned  in  the  Press,  he  thought  that 
some  explanation  of  it  was  due  to  the 
Committee.  In  the  first  instance,  he 
should  like  some  explanation  as  to  why 
the  accounts  were  not  presented  in  a 
clearer  manner;  and,  secondly,  he  should 
like  to  know  why  the  cost  of  the  police 
had  increased  ?  He  begged  to  move  the 
reduction  of  the  Vote  by  the  sum  of 
£20,608. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 

'"That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £201,801,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  complete  the  sum 
neceeaary  to  defray  the  charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  3lBt  day  of  March  1880,  for  the  Salaries  and 
Expenses  oi  the  Science  and  Art  Department, 
and  of  the  Establishments  connected  there- 
with."— [Mr,  Edward  Jenkint.) 

LoBD  GEORGE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  with  reference  to  the  questions 
which  had  been  put  to  him  by  yarioiu 
hon.  Members  &om  Ireland  in  refereDce 
to  the  new  College  of  Science  and  Art  in 
Dublin,  he  thought  that  hon.  Gentlemen 
who  were  there  on  the  preyious  night 
could  bear  testimony  to  the  fact  that,  so 
far  &om  expressing  a  wish  to  centralize 
the  administration,  he  said  that  he  was 
prepared  to  go  over  to  Dublin  that  year 
m  order  to  place  himself  in  communica- 
tion with  the  authorities,  for  the  purpose 
of  trying  to  constitute  some  authority 
which  would  relieve  South  Kensington 
from  a  constant  interference  in  minute 
details  of  administration.  For  his  part, 
he  really  thought  that  these  matters 
woidd  be  better  settled  locally.  But 
it  was  obvious  that  whatever  Depart- 
ment was  responsible  to  Parliament 
must  have  an  officer  reyeaeating  it  in 


1965 


Supply^Civil  (Atjovst  2,  1879]        80rvic$  Estimates. 


1966 


that  House.  Some  remarks  had  been 
made  by  hon.  Members  with  respect  to 
the  Foley  Collection.  Almost  all  those 
works  were  plaster  casts,  and  an  enor- 
mous quanti^  of  them  were  duplicates. 
The  question  was,  what  was  to  be  done 
with  those  things  ?  They  were  very 
anxious  to  keep  the  collection  in  its  en- 
tirety ;  but  it  would  have  cost  £3,000  or 
£4,000  to  have  removed  the  entire  col- 
lection to  Ireland,  and  to  have  placed  it 
in  a  proper  state  of  repair.  Under  these 
circumstances,  it  caused  some  little  em- 
barrassment to  the  Executors  to  know 
what  to  do  with  them,  and  the  Govern- 
ment had  consented  to  give  £500  in 
order  to  make  the  necessary  repairs, 
and  to  take  over  to  Ireland  the  most 
essential  and  important  parts  of  the 
collection.  A  committee  of  three  gen- 
tlemen, one  of  whom  was  an  Irishman, 
was  appointed  to  superintend  the  work, 
and  to  select  those  casts  which  were  most 
valuable.  Those  had  been  taken  to  Ire- 
land. They  would  be  glad  if  any  local 
authority  in  Ireland,  or  any  municipal 
authority,  would  make  some  offer  to 
take  a  certain  amount  of  the  casts  that 
remained,  as  they  did  not  know  what  to 
do  with  them.  There  could  be  but  one 
opinion  that  it  was  most  advisable,  on 
the  part  of  the  State,  to  encourage  be- 
quests of  a  really  valuable  character; 
but  it  would  not  be  wise  to  lay  down  a 
rule  that  they  would  spend  any  sum  of 
money  in  taking  care  of  and  repairing 
those  bequests.  They  had  accepted  the 
bequest  in  the  present  instance  in  con- 
sequence of  the  eminence  of  Mr.  Foley, 
and  of  the  value  that  his  studies  would 
be  to  the  students.  With  regard  to  the 
observations  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Dundee  (Mr.  £.  Jenkins),  he  was  not 
aware  that  he  had  made  out  any  case 
for  a  comparison  between  the  British 
Museum  and  South  Kensington.  [Mb. 
E.  Jenkins:  Between  the  accounts.] 
One  Institution  presented  its  accounts 
in  one  manner  and  the  other  in  a 
different  manner.  It  should  be  re- 
membered that  the  British  Museum, 
although  a  most  important  Institution, 
was  not  of  an  educational  character. 
On  the  other  hand,  South  Kensington 
was  not  only  an  educational  but  a  teach- 
ing and  examining  Institution ;  and  all 
its  collections  and  treasures  of  works 
and  arts  were  for  the  express  purpose 
of  teaching  and  encouraging  science  and 
art  throu^out  the  country.    It  was  not 


possible  even  for  the  best  accountant  to 
place  the  accounts  of  South  Kensington 
Defore  the  House  in  the  same  form  as 
those  relating  to  the  British  Museum. 
Anyone  with  experience  of  the  work  at 
South  Kensington  would  corroborate 
him  in  the  statement  that  the  compli- 
cated nature  and  the  variety  of  the 
work  done  would  prevent  the  accounts 
being  put  before  the  House  in  the 
same  form  as  those  of  the  British 
Museum.  The  hon.  Member  requested 
some  information  concerning  certain  ex- 
penditure. The  hon.  Member  would 
find  that  D  5  related  to  repairs  connected 
with  heating  and  ventilation,  while  D  6 
was  an  Estimate  of  the  actual  cost  of 
lighting,  heating,  &c.  It  was  not  an 
encouragement  for  them  to  give  the 
additional  information  which  the  hon. 
Member  desired,  when  he  criticized  the 
details  they  had  given.  As  regarded 
the  other  point  made  by  him  as  to  the 
difference  of  the  Vote  for  the  police  that 
year  and  the  last  year,  that  was,  no 
doubt,  a  proper  object  of  criticism. 
The  increase  in  the  Estimate  arose  from 
the  fact  that  some  of  the  police  had  had 
to  be  paid  for  extra  time,  owing  to  the 
late  hours  at  which  the  Museum  was 
kept  open — that  was  also  the  reason  for 
an  increase  in  other  branches  of  the  In- 
stitution. The  hon.  Member  had  called 
attention  to  the  difference  in  the  Vote 
for  the  police  at  the  British  Museum 
and  at  South  Kensington.  The  reason 
for  that  was  very  simple.  At  the 
British  Museum  aJl  the  watching  was 
done  by  attendants ;  whereas,  at  South 
Kensington,  they  found  it  more  econo- 
mical to  keep  policemen  on  duty  both 
inside  and  outside  the  building.  Then 
the  arrangements  at  the  South  Kensing- 
ton building  rendered  the  employment 
of  a  larger  number  of  policemen  neces- 
sary. Then,  again,  the  inflammable 
nature  of  a  large  portion  of  the  collec- 
tion at  South  Kensington  rendered  it 
necessary  to  have  it  very  well  watched. 
Taking  all  those  matters  into  considera- 
tion he  did  not  think  the  Vote  for  the 
police  at  South  Kensington  was  at  all 
excessive.  He  would  be  glad  to  meet 
the  views  of  the  hon.  Gentleman  with 
regard  to  putting  the  accounts  into  a 
shape  that  everyone  could  understand 
them;  and  he  thought  that  that  ooold 
be  best  done  in  the  direction  of 
them  more  compact.  Some 
were  put  generally  in    the  Yofteif 
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common  to  the  divisions,  because  they 
could  not  be  accurately  assigned  to 
either  of  the  diviaions  of  the  Science 
and  Art  DepartiQent  exdusiyely.  He 
could  assure  the  hon.  Gentleman  that  he 
had  personally  gone  over  the  Estimates 
both  with  regwl  to  the  amounts  and 
objects  of  the  Vote;  and  if  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would  only  look  at  the 
enormous-  amount  of  work  done  by  the 
Science  and  Art  Department  throughout 
England,  Ireland,  and  Scotland,  he  did 
not  think  that  he  would  consider  that  the 
expenditure  had  been  great. 

Sir  GEOBGE  CAMPBELL  said, 
that  with  regard  to  the  police  at  South 
Kensington,  a  portion  of  the  expense 
was  in  respect  of  the  buildines  given  up 
to  the  Inoia  Museum.  It  aid  seem  to 
him  that  the  charge  for  the  police  at 
South  Kensington  was  very  larg^.  He 
would  wish  to  suggest  that  there  might 
be  a  more  economical  mode  of  watching 
the  Institution  than  having  regular 
police,  who  were  enormously  expensive. 
£*or  every  man  who  might  be  employed 
to  watch  the  building  they  were  obliged 
to  employ  three  policemen  at  enormous 
expense.  He  hoped  the  noble  Lord 
would  devote  his  attention  to  the  pos- 
sibility of  cutting  that  item  of  expense 
down.  With  regard  to  the  general 
charges  for  the  Museum,  it  seemed  to 
him  that  those  were  not  fixed  regular 
charges  that  could  be  checked,  but  were 
in  the  nature  of  discretionary  charges. 
He  should  like  to  know  in  whose  dis- 
cretion those  charges  were,  and  by 
whom  they  were  checked  ?  The  noble 
Lord  had  said  that  he  had  personally 
checked  them.  He  had  no  doubt  what- 
ever that  the  noble  Lord  brought  his 
great  financial  abilities  to  bear  on  the 
subject ;  but  the  noble  Lord  had  g^at 
public  duties  of  various  kinds  to  per- 
form, and  it  was  impossible  for  him  to 
check  the  whole  details  of  that  great  dis- 
cretionary expenditure.  He  wished  to 
know  who  was  the  person  responsible 
for  the  checking  of  those  details  ? 
Perhaps  the  head  of  the  Department  of 
the  Museum  was  responsible  for  the  ex- 
penditure. He  did  not  think,  if  that 
were  so,  that  it  was  a  right  ^stem; 
because  every  man,  however  honest, 
was  desirous  of  increasing  the  expenses 
of  his  own  Department.  If  the  expen- 
diture could  be  put  into  the  shape  of 
fixed  salaries,  there  ought  to  be  some 
limit  to  the  discretion  uMd.    It  seevned 
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to  him  that  until  the  responsibility  was 
put  into  the  hands  of  professionid  men 
to  deal  with,  it  was  not  likely  tiiat  any 
limit  would  be  assigned  to  it,  or  that 
it  would  be  properly  checked. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  complained  of  the 
inconvenient  form  in  which  the  accounts 
were  arranged.  If  one  wished  to  look 
at  the  estimated  total  expenditure,  or 
the  estimate  of  extra  receipts,  he  would 
have  to  search  through  half-a-dosen 
pages,  where  would  be  found  a  number 
of  Uttle  notes,  in  which  certain  informa- 
tion was  given  as  to  the  amounts  re- 
ceived for  different  purposes  by  the  De- 
partment. For  instance,  on  page  302, 
under  the  head  of  **  Heating,  lighting, 
and  precautions  against  fire  " — a  most 
unlikely  place  to  find  anytiiing  about 
the  Museum  fees — ^it  would  be  found 
that  the  fees  for  admission  to  lectax«s 
in  September,  1878,  amounted  to 
£2,201  7«.  2d.  Again,  it  would  be  ob- 
served that  in  several  pages  there  were 
notes  giving  information  as  to  the 
amount  of  money  received  in  fees  by 
the  difiEerent  lecturers  and  teachers.  He 
thought  it  desirable  that  they  diould 
have  an  accoimt  showing  at  onoe  the 
Estimate  for  expenditure  and  the 
Estimate  of  receipts  from  all  sources, 
giving  the  fees  for  admission,  fees  for 
lectures,  and  for  all  other  branches  for 
which  ihey  were  received.  His  reason 
for  directing  attention  to  this  was  the 
fact  that  some  years  ago  there  had  been 
a  great  scandal  in  connection  with  the 
South  Kensington  Museum,  owing  to 
the  laxity  with  which  the  accounts  were 
kept.  He  would,  therefore,  wish  it  to 
be  made  perfectly  clear  that  all  the  fees 
received  for  all  purposes  had  been  paid 
in  and  accounted  for ;  and  that  wnere 
the  officials  had  claims  to  these  they 
should  receive  them  by  direct  paymoit, 
and  not  by  adding  them  to  their  ac- 
counts. Upon  the  occasion  to  whidi  he 
had  alluded,  fees  were  paid  to  parties 
who  did  not  give  an  accurate  account  of 
them.  A  fraud  of  considerable  magni- 
tude was  committed,  and  the  public  loet 
a  large  sum  of  money  entirely  in  conse- 
quence of  the  laxity  in  keeping  the 
accounts  of  receipts  for  various  puzx>08es 
connected  with  the  Department.  He 
trusted,  therefore,  that  he  should  receive 
a  promise  from  the  Gk>vemment  that,  in 
future,  the  accounts  for  the  South  Ken- 
sington Museum  would  be  brought  be- 
fore Parliament  in  the  manner  in  whidi 
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lie    asked    that   they    should  be    pre- 
sented.        

Mb.  LOWTHIAN  BELL  said,  the 
amount  of  wages  paid  to  some  indivi- 
duals appeared  rather  high.  But  there 
was  one  item,  in  particular,  about  which 
he  desired  information.  The  gas  fore- 
man, whose  salary  was  50<.  a-week,  was 
charged,  in  page  302,  at  the  sum  of 
£143.  That  was  clearly  wrong ;  and  he 
suggested  that,  at  all  events,  those  per- 
sons who  had  the  framing  of  the  Esti- 
mates ought  to  be  coireot  in  their 
arithmetic. 

1£b.  E.  JENKINS  considered  that  the 
statement  which  had  been  made  by  the 
noble  Lord  was  more  satisfactory  than  any 
he  had  yet  heard  firom  the  Front  Bench 
opposite,  and  that,  to  a  certain  extent,  it 
answered  the  strictures  made  with  refer- 
ence to  the  British  Museum  and  South 
Kensington  Museum.  If  the  noble  Lord 
would  give  his  attention  to  the  subject  of 
the  accounts,  and  endeavour  to  arrange 
them  in  future  in  such  a  manner  that 
they  might  be  criticized  with  more  intelli- 
gence, he  should  be  willing  to  withdraw 
his  Motion  for  the  reduction  of  the  Vote. 

Lord  GEOEQE  HAMILTON  said, 
that  everything  possible  should  be  done 
to  render  the  accounts  clear  in  future. 

Me.  WHITWELL  said,  it  would  be 
found,  by  reference  to  E  1,  pag^  302, 
that  the  persons  who  had  prepared  the 
Estimates  gave  the  Committee  little  in- 
formation. They  were  told,  with  refer- 
ence to  the  School  of  Science  and  Art, 
that  eight  technical  and  special  assist- 
ants formed  an  ingredient  in  this  item 
of  £7,400 ;  but  the  charge  for  these 
eight  individuals  would  not  come  to 
much  more  than  £300,  the  balance, 
apparently,  being  made  up  by  temporary 
clerks  and  copyists,  at  10^.  an  hour, 
their  number  or  salaries  unspecified. 
The  next  page  showed  a  sum  of  no  less 
than  £12,000  for  wages  classified  under 
attendants  irom  2d.  an  hour  and  up- 
wards. It  appeared  to  him  that,  m 
ordinary  Institutions,  wages'  accounts 
would  not  be  presented  in  this  miscel- 
laneous form.  Further,  this  indiscrimi- 
nate mode  of  statement  did  not  give  the 
number  of  persons  employed,  as  generally 
given  in  these  Votes.  He  thought  that 
more  precise  information  should  be  given 
in  future. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdraum. 
Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  te. 


Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  sug- 
gested that  the  Committee  should  pass 
from  the  2nd  to  the  9th  Vote  of  the 
Class,  the  two  subjects  being  more  con- 
nected than  the  intervening  Votes. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
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pose 

'*That  a  Bum,  not  exceeding  £266,766,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majeity,  to  complete  the  sum 
necessary  to  defray  the  Charge  which  will  come 
in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year  ending  on 
the  Slst  day  of  March  1880,  for  PabHc  Educa- 
tion in  Scotland.'' 

Mb.  BAMSAY  said,  he  should  not 
occupy  much  time;  but  felt  that  the 
arrangement,  by  which  the  Government 
had  rendered  it  necessary  that  they 
should  assemble  in  the  House  that  day, 
at  the  end  of  the  Session,  to  discuss  a 
Vote  of  so  much  importance  as  that  of 
Public  Education  in  Scotland,  was  not 
creditable  to  their  management  of  Public 
Business.  He  felt  that  no  Vote  passed 
in  the  House  had  greater  importance 
than  that  which  related  to  Education ; 
and  it,  therefore,  appeared  to  him  that 
instead  of  going  on,  as  the  House 
had  done,  discussing  Business  of  trifling 
importance  for  weeks  during  the  earlier 

Eart  of  the  Session,  it  would  have  been 
etter  to  present  the  Estimates  earlier, 
and  not  allow  hon.  Members  to  spend 
their  time  as  if  they  were  brought  there 
without  any  adequate  cause.  Had  the 
House  assembled  in  March  instead  of 
February,  he  could  have  understood 
that  there  was  some  excuse  for  asking 
hon.  Members  at  that  period  of  the 
Session  to  discuss  the  Education  Vote 
for  Scotland ;  but,  as  it  was,  they  had, 
without  excuse,  been  thrown  into  a 
position  in  which  they  could  not  criticize 
it,  and  anything  more  discreditable  than 
this  he  could  not  conceive.  He  hoped 
that  this  expression  of  opinion  would 
not  be  lost  upon  the  Leader  of  the 
House,  and  that  he  would  take  care 
next  jeax  that  justice  should  be  done  to 
the  £!stimates,  and  that  the  Scotch 
Members  should  have  the  same  amount 
of  time  for  copious  criticism  as  had  been 
so  Buccessfulfy  employed  by  the  Irish 
Bepresentatives.  Those  hon.  Members 
had  succeeded  in  obtaining  from  the 
Gbvemment  complete  control  over  the 
Business  of  the  House  as  regarded  the 
Irish  Votes.  To-day,  the  Scotch  Bepre- 
sentatives who  had  come  down  to  the 
House  found  the  Vote  left  over  until  the 
hon.  Gentlemen  who  represented  Ixiik 
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constituencies  would  graoionsly  permit 
them  to  have  this  Vote  considered.  He 
thought  that  if  this  was  the  way  in  which 
right  hon.  Gentlemen  opposite  were 
going  to  manage  the  Business  of  the 
House,  although  the  Scotch  Members 
were  not  gifted  with*  the  eloquence  of 
the  Irish  Representatives,  they  might 
certainly  claim  to  practice  the  same  per- 
sistent efforts  as  the  Irish  Members  had 
done  so  successfully. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  I  must  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  the  topic  on 
which  he  is  now  entering  has  nothing 
to  do  with  the  Vote  for  Scotch  Educa- 
tion. 

Mb.  EAMSAY  had  himself  felt  that 
he  was  rather  travelling  beyond  the 
Scotch  Vote,  and  was,  therefore,  not 
surprised  that  the  Chairman  had  inter- 
rupted him.  He  had  merely  endeavoured 
to  give  expression  to  some  of  the  indig- 
nation felt  by  Scotch  Members  at  that 
time,  by  being  made  subject  to  the  will 
of  hon.  Gentlemen  below  the  Gangway. 
Perhaps  the  Committee  would  permit 
him  to  say  that  this  view  of  the  question 
would  be  considered  in  a  future  Parlia- 
ment, and  that  the  time  of  the  House 
might  be  saved  by  the  Government 
having  the  Estimates  in  such  form  that 
the  whole  of  them  might  be  considered 
in  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session,  and 
that  the  House  might  not  be  left  until 
the  end  of  the  Session  to  deal  with  the 
Votes  in  Supply.  He  wished  to  point 
out  to  the  noble  Lord,  with  regard  to 
the  Vote  before  them,  the  necessity  of 
providing  that  the  Code  which  regulated 
the  operations  of  the  school  boards  in 
Scotland  should  be  presented  hencefor- 
ward at  an  earlier  period  of  the  Session 
than  it  had  been  for  some  years  past. 
He  had  already  taken  the  opportunity 
of  mentioning  to  the  noble  Lord  the 
great  inconvenience  which  Scotch  Mem- 
bers were  subjected  to,  from  the  fact 
that  the  Code,  which  ought  to  be  placed 
on  the  Table  40  days  before  the  time 
when  it  was  adopted,  was  very  often 
presented  in  form  only  to  the  House,  for, 
in  substance,  they  did  not  get  it  before 
these  40  days  had  expired.  He  did  not 
think  that  there  could  be  anything  more 
unsatisfactory  than  that.  He  remem- 
bered that,  some  years  ago,  a  complaint 
was  made  upon  the  same  topic  by  a 
Scotch  Member  who  failed  to  get  any 
opportunity  of  stating  his  objections  to 
the  Code,  or  his  Amendments  to  it,  be- 
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fore  the  House,  in  consequence  of  its 
only  being  circulated  to  Members  one 
or  two  days  before  the  40  da3r8  had  ex- 
pired. Before  that  hon.  Member  had 
an  opportunity  of  bringing  his  views 
forward  the  40  days  had  expired,  and 
he  found  that  he  had  no  right  to  oc- 
cupy time  in  discussing  the  question. 
The  Code  this  year  was  not  drculated 
amongst  hon.  Members  until  after  ^ 
expiry  of  the  40  days,  although,  as 
everyone  knew,  it  was  laid  upon  the 
Table  in  dummy.  The  particular  point 
to  which  he  referred  was  the  change 
made  in  the  Code  of  the  present  year, 
as  compared  with  the  Code  in  tiiie 
past,  and  of  this,  no  doubt,  the  noble 
Lord  (Lord  George  Hamilton)  would 
give  a  satisfactory  explanation.  This 
change  enabled  the  Department  in  Soot- 
land  to  deal  with  the  schools  in  a  way 
that  they  had  not  been  able  to  deal  wi& 
them  previously.  The  noble  Lord  would 
be  aware  that  imder  one  sub-section  of 
the  Code  (17  C)  the  premises  of  t 
school  were  required  to  be  ''healthj, 
well  lighted,  clean,  warm,  properly  fiff- 
nished,  &c,"  and  containing  **  suffident 
accommodation  for  children  attending 
the  school."  This  was  a  very  im- 
portant alteration  of  the  provisions  of 
last  year,  which  laid  down  that  in 
the  principal  school  rooms  and  class 
rooms  there  should  be  80  cubic  feet 
of  internal  space,  and  eight  sqnure 
feet  of  area  for  each  child.  The  effect 
of  that  was  to  take  away  from  the  De- 
partment the  power  of  giving  the  grant 
in  any  school  where  there  was  no  such 
provision  for  each  child.  But  the  Code 
of  1879  said— 

"  In  administering  this  Article  of  the  Code 
the  Department  will  endeavour  to  eeciire  80 
feet  of  internal  space.*' 

That  was  to  say,  they  would  onlj 
endeavour  to  secure  what  was  pre- 
viously compulsory.  Formerly,  there 
was  no  option  in  the  ease  of  board 
schools  in  Scotland,  and  all  of  them  had 
to  be  constructed  with  reference  to  the 
requirements  of  the  law.  But  it  was 
now  left  optional  to  the  Department  to 
insist  upon  it  with  reference  to  the 
schools  which  had  not  previously  re- 
ceived the  grant.  They  were  noir 
going  to  give  the  less  efficient  schools 
a  grant,  thus  aiding  in  establishing 
denominational  schools,  which  could  be 
set  up  by  anyone  merely  for  the  pur- 
pose   of  injuring    the    board    sohoids. 
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He  believed  he  was  not  in  error  in 
saying  that,  practically,  the  operation 
of  such  schools  was  that,  with  less 
perfect  machinery,  they  were  enabled 
to  injure  the  board  schools,  and  he, 
therefore,  deprecated  any  such  change 
in  that  respect ;  and  he  thought  it  womd 
not  be  contended  by  the  greater  number 
of  those  persons  in  Scouand  who  sup- 
ported denominational  schools  that  any 
such  change  in  the  law  should  be  made. 
The  noble  Lord  would  be  able  to  explain 
whether  this  was  the  practical  object 
which  the  Gk>yemment  had  in  view  in 
making  the  change.  He  trusted  that 
the  noble  Lord  would  attend  to  his  sug- 
gestion as  to  the  way  that  the  Code 
should  be  presented  in  subsequent 
Sessions,  and  that  it  should  not  be  re- 
garded as  circulated  in  form  until  it  was 
in  the  hands  of  Members  of  Parliament, 
in  order  that  any  suggestion  for  amend- 
ment might  be  discussed  and  considered 
by  the  Department  before  the  40  days 
exDired. 

Me.  GEANT  duff  said,  that  as  the 
hon.  Member  behind  him  (Mr.  Bamsay) 
had  been  ruled  out  of  Order  in  some 
general  remarks  upon  the  course  of 
Business  and  the  conduct  which  the 
Government  had  thought  fit  to  pursue 
with  regard  to  Scotch  Business,  he 
would  put  himself  in  Order  by  moving 
that  the  Chairman  do  leave  the  Chair. 
He  wished  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  understand  that  the  Scotch  Mem- 
bers did  not  think  it  fair  or  just  to  their 
constituents  that  Scotch  Busmess  should 
be  postponed  in  deference  to  the  wishes 
ana,  he  might  say,  the  whims  of  Mem- 
bers representing  another  part  of  the 
United  Kingdom.  It  had  never  been 
the  custom  of  Scotch  Members  to  trouble 
the  House  at  great  length  upon  Scotch 
or  other  affairs.  They  had  had  for  many 
years,  on  the  contrary,  the  reputation  of 
being  amongst  the  least  talkative  Mem- 
bers of  the  House  of  Commons.  But  he 
would  warn  right  hon.  Gentlemen  oppo- 
site to  understand  that  if  Scotch  Mem- 
bers thought  fit  to  adopt  another  line  of 
tactics  there  was  nothing  simpler  to  ac- 
complish. Nothing  would  be  easier  than 
to  take  objection  to  every  clause  of  a 
long  Bill.  They  also  could  put  down 
20  Amendments  to  a  single  Vote  in 
Committee  of  Supply;  and  although 
they  would  be  extremely  unwilling  to 
do  so,  being  desirous  rather  of  adhering 
to  the  andent  and  usual   method    of 


carrying  on  Business  in  the  House,  yet 
it  might  be  that  they  would  be  obliged 
to  do  so.  There  was  no  Scotch  Member 
who  would  go  down  to  his  constituents 
during  the  Eecess  who  would  not  have 
thrown  in  his  face  the  example  of  the 
manner  in  which  the  Irish  Members  got 
their  own  way  with  regard  to  their 
Business;  and  it  would  be  very  diffi- 
cult to  resist  the  pressure  that  would  be 
brought  to  bear  upon  Scotch  Members 
to  induce  them  to  adopt  a  similar  course. 
He  hoped  they  would  be  able  to  avoid 
doing  so ;  but  the  Government  had  put 
them  in  a  position  of  extreme  difficulty. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'^  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  Grant  Duff,) 

Mr.  LEVESON-GOWEE  desired  to 
make  some  observations  with  reference 
to  the  subject  of  cookery  as  a  branch 
of  Education. 

The  CHAIRMAN:  Order,  Order! 
The  Vote  before  the  Committee  is  the 
Vote  for  Scotch  Education,  on  which  a 
Motion  has  been  made  that  I  do  leave 
the  Chair.  The  observations  of  the  hon. 
Gentleman  would,  I  presume,  have  been 
germane  to  the  last  Vote  passed — that 
for  South  Kensington — and,  therefore, 
these  observations  would  come  more  fitly 
upon  the  Report  of  that  Vote  than  upon 
the  Votefor  Scotch  Education. 

Me.  LEVESON  -  GO WER  :  But  I 
want  to  speak  of  the  Education  Code. 

The  chairman  :  Of  course,  if  the 
hon.  Gentleman's  remarks  refer  in  any 
way  to  the  Scotch  Vote  he  will  be  quite 
in  Order;  but,  otherwise,  I  think  it 
would  be  more  convenient  to  postpone 
them  until  the  Report. 

Mb.  LYON  PLAYFAIR  said,  that 
he  was  not  surprised  that  his  hon.  Friend 
(Mr.  Grant  Duff)  should  have  made  the 
protest  he  did  after  coming  in  the  ex- 
pectation of  discussing  the  Scotch  Votes, 
and  then  finding  that  suddenly,  not  in 
deference  to  the  wish  of  Scotch  Mem- 
bers, but  entirely  against  their  wish, 
and  in  submission  to  Irish  Members, 
the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had 
postponed  the  Scotch  University  Vote.  It 
was  much  to  the  inconvenience  of  Scotch 
Members,  and  it  would  be  very  much 
to  the  dissatisfaction  of  the  Scotch  people, 
who  had  no  desire  to  see  the  Scotch 
University  Vote  mixed  up  with  the 
Votes  for  the  Queen's  Colleges.  They 
were  postponing  these  Votes,  in  order  to 


1975 


Supply — Civil 


lOOMMONS) 


8$rvie4  AHmaiei. 


1976 


bring  them  into  the  vexed  qnestion  of 
Irish  University  Education.  He  did  not 
know  whether  a  feeble  yielding  to  dicta- 
tion was  government ;  but,  at  all  events, 
it  was  a  government  of  a  kind  which 
they  had  not  been  accustomed  to.  It 
was  yielding  everything  to  those— he 
would  not  say  who  obstructed  Business 
— ^but  to  those  who  were  very  copious 
captious  critics  of  the  Business  of  the 
House.  The  result  would  certainly  show 
that  they  might  convert  Scotch  Mem- 
bers into  copious  captious  critics  also. 
At  all  events,  he  wished  to  point  out 
that  the  course  the  Government  were 
taking  on  that  day  would  certainly  cause 
the  greatest  dissatisfaction  amongst  the 
Scotch  people.  It  was  so  obstructive  to 
Scotch  Members  that  he  was  surprised 
that  the  hon.  and  gallant  Admiral  oppo- 
site (Sir  William  Edmonstone)  did  not 
rise  in  his  place  and  protest  against  the 
way  in  which  Scotch  Business  was  being 
treated,  merely  because  certain  Irish 
Members  said  it  would  suit  their  pur- 
poses that  the  Scotch  Votes  should  be 
mixed  up  with  the  Irish  University 
Question. 

The  oh  ANOELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER: Sir,  I  have  really  very  great 
difficulty  in  imderstanding  what  can  be 
the  nature  of  this  copious  criticism  to 
which  we  are  to  be  exposed  on  all  occa- 
sions in  the  future.  My  only  object  is 
to  get  on  with  the  work  of  tne  House, 
especially,  if  possible,  at  a  meeting  like 
this,  which  is  of  a  rather  exceptional 
character,  and  which  could  only  be  at- 
tended with  some  inconvenience  to  hon. 
Gentlemen.  But,  having  so  attended, 
it  was  our  object  to  try  to  take  such 
Business  as  could  be  conducted  and 
discussed  upon  its  merits.  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  (Mr.  Lyon 
Playfair)  said  we  have  imported  into 
this  question  another  question  with 
which  it  has  nothing  to  do.  But  I  must 
point  out  to  him  that  we  have  done 
nothing  of  the  sort.  We  cannot  help  it; 
nobody  can  help  it  if  the  Members  for 
Ireland  think  it  right  to  take  the  oppor- 
tunity on  a  Vote  for  Scotch  Universities 
to  introduce  questions  which,  as  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  opposite  says,  ought  to 
be  kept  distinct.  But  it  is  not  a  ques- 
tion of  whether  they  ought  to  be  kept 
distinct.  We  cannot  help  the  questions 
being  mixed  together.  I  am  perfectly 
satisned  that  if  we  had  gone  on  with  the 
Votes  we  should  have  had  a  long  and, 

Mr.  Lyon  PlayfaW 


perhaps,  animated  diwussion  ranging 
over  several  hours,  and  that  no  progress 
would  have  been  made.  Therefore,  I 
thought  it  better  to  put  aside  all  those 
subjects  which  might  give  rise  to  dis- 
cussion and  animated  controversj,  and 
devote  the  day  to  the  humble  and  usefiil 

Sart  of  discussing  those  questions  whieh 
id  not  import,  and  cannot  be  held  bj 
anybody  to  import,  merits  other  ihia 
their  own.  The  Primary  Education  of 
Scotland,  which,  I  believe,  is  the  Veto 
now  before  the  Committee,  is  one  which, 
in  our  opinion,  may  be  fairly  disonased 
apart  from  any  other  consideratioiL 
We  do  not  want  to  import  other  con- 
siderations into  the  Vote  for  the  Scotdi 
Universities;  but  we  know  perfectly 
well  that  that  Vote  would  not  be  dis- 
cussed irrespective  of  such  oonsidem- 
tions.  I  think  we  acted,  upon  the  whole, 
a  wiser  and  better  part  in  proposinff  to 
let  the  question  stand  over  to  a  utter  cu^, 
when  it  could  be  taken  simply  upon  iti 
own  merits.  I  cannot  help  thinking 
that  the  course  now  taken  by  the  i^ 
hon.  Gendemanoppositeis  unintelligiUe, 
and  one  which,  if  I  may  venture  to  ssy 
so,  is  altogether  absurd;  and  I  think 
that  my  right  hon.  Friend  will  see  that 
it  is  hardly  reasonable  that  we  diodd 
be  made  to  stop  the  Vote  upon  the 
Scotch  Primary  Education,  because  we 
have  not  thou^t  it  advisable  to  take 
the  Vote  for  the  Scotch  University. 

Major  NOLAN  thought  that  the 
Scotch  Members  had  not  got  up  eaiiy 
enough  that  day.  For  the  information 
of  the  hon.  Gentleman  the  Member  for 
the  Elgin  Burghs  (Mr.  Grant  Duff),  he 
would  state  that,  when  the  House  as- 
sembled, there  were  only  d7  Memhen 
present,  including  eight  Irish  Members, 
and  one  or  two  Scotch  Members  onlj. 
Therefore,  had  the  Irish  Members  wished, 
and  if  the  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
had  held  out,  they  could  have  put  an  end 
to  the  Business  by  simply  moving  that 
the  House  be  counted  before  the  Scotch 
Members  came  down.  If  the  Scotch 
Members  thought  that  their  Votes  woe 
so  important,  they  should  have  come 
down  to  support  them ;  but,  instead  of 
that,  the  hon.  Gentleman  (Mr.  Grant 
Duff)  himself  was  not  present  for  a  con- 
siderable period,  and  when  he  did  come 
down  he  found  that  a  very  satisfactory 
arrangement  had  been  come  to  with  ths 
other  Members  at  an  earlier  poiod  of 
the  Sitting.    It  was  not  the  Inah  Mem- 


1977 


Sufpfy — Cml 


{ AxTGTTST  2,  1 879 )        8&r9%ee  EiUm0U9.  1 978 


bers,  he  might  point  out,  who  had  mixed 
up  the  Irish  nniYersity  Question  with 
anything  else ;  it  was  tne  Scotch  Mem- 
bers who,  when  the  hon.  Oentleman's 
(the  O'Conor  Don's)  Irish  University 
BUI  was  introduced,  took  a  very  de- 
monstrative part  in  objecting  to  it ;  and 
that  had  been  the  reason  for  the  action 
of  the  Irish  Members.  He  was  sorry 
that  the  interests  of  the  two  countries 
should  be  run  in  opposition  to  each 
other  in  this  House ;  but  there  was  no 
doubt  of  the  very  prominent  way  in 
which  the  Scotch  Members  had  inter- 
fered with  the  Irish  University  Question. 
The  Scotch  Members  had  all  they  wanted 
— they  had  five  University  Votes  in  the 
way  they  liked  best ;  but  when  the  Irish 
Members  tried  to  get  something  of  the 
same  sort  for  their  country,  they  took  a 
very  prominent  part  in  attempting  to 
thwart  them ;  and  the  result  was,  that  the 
Irish  Members  were  anxious,  whenever 
the  Scotch  University  Question  did 
arise,  to  contrast  the  position  of  the 
two  countries.  They  did  not  wish  to 
take  away  from  others  what  they  wanted 
for  themselves ;  but  if  the  Scotch  Uni- 
versity Votes  were  to  be  debated  on  one 
day,  and  the  Irish  University  Votes  on 
another,  the  result  would  be  that  there 
would  be  two  debates  instead  of  one-— a 
waste  of  power  and  time  which  very 
naturally  appealed  to  the  Government. 

Sib  GEOKGE  CAMPBELL  said,  he 
confessed  he  was  not  in  the  House  at 
12  o'clock,  because  he  did  not  think  it 
necessary  to  be  there  at  the  very  com- 
mencement of  Business.  He  knew  that 
there  were  other  Votes  to  be  taken  be- 
fore the  Scotch  Votes ;  but  he  came 
down  at  1  o'clock,  and  then  he  found 
that  the  Scotch  University  Votes  had 
been  put  off.  For  his  own  part,  he 
should  be  delighted  to  contrast  the  simi 
which  was  given  to  Scotland  for  Uni- 
versity purposes  with  the  sum  hem. 
Members  proposed  to  give  to  the  Irish 
Universities.  It  seemed  to  him,  having 
watched  the  recent  proceedings  in  Sup- 
ply, that  the  Government  were  now 
setting  a  most  dangerous  example  in 
vieldin^  to  the  coercion  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers below  the  Gangway,  who  generally 
succeeded  in  getting  their  own  way  by 
a  Motion  to  report  Progress.  That 
morning  there  had  been  a  Vote  before 
the  Committee  with  regard  to  the  Navy, 
upon  which  a  question  had  been  raised 
with  respect   to   the    appointment    of 


Boman  Cathdio  chaplains  to  Indian 
transports.  In  that  case  the  Govern- 
ment yielded,  although  the  First  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty  had  given  very  good 
reasons  why  he  should  not  yield  to  the 
representations  of  Irish  Members. 

Ths  CHAIRMAN  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  Member  that  he  was  not  in 
Order  in  referring  to  the  details  of  the 
debate  which  had  taken  place  upon 
another  Vote. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  was 
merely  saying  that,  very  excellent  reasons 
having  been  given  why  the  Government 
should  not  yield  to  the  Irish  Members, 
he  had  retired  into  the  Lobby.  But  he 
afterwards  found  that,  as  a  matter  of 
fact,  they  had  had  their  own  way.  The 
Irish  Members  had  moved  to  report 
Progress,  and  the  Gt>vemment  had  given 
way,  after  showing  reasons  why  they 
should  not  do  so. 

M&.  SULLIVAN  mentioned  that  the 
Irish  Members  were  often  informed  in 
the  Lobbies,  by  other  Members  of  the 
House,  that  the  Government  were  very 
unreasonable  in  resisting  the  demands 
of  Irish  Members. 

Mk.  GEANT  duff  did  not  wish  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  opposite  to  mis- 
understand the  views  of  himself  and 
Friends.  The  Scotch  Members  had  no 
quarrels  with  hon.  Members  from  Ire- 
land, who,  no  doubt,  considered  what 
was  the  best  way  of  managing  their 
own  Business,  against  which  the  Scotch 
Members  had  nothing  to  say.  They 
complained  that  the  course  pursued  by 
the  Government  would  oblige  hon. 
Members  from  Scotland  to  adopt  the 
same  tactics  as  were  employed  by  the 
Irish  Members.  As  to  the  taunt  that 
the  Scotch  Members  were  not  in  the 
House  at  12  o'clock,  he  could  only  say, 
for  his  own  part,  that  he  had  no  reason 
to  suppose  the  Scotch  Votes  would  be  on 
at  12  o'clock,  and  he  had  no  interest  in 
any  others.  He  had  no  wish  further  to 
interrupt  the  Business  of  the  Committee; 
but  he  must  again  point  out  that  the 
Scotch  Members  had  constantly  dangled 
before  them  the  concessions  which  were 
made  to  other  persons  who  could  make 
themselves  intolerable  to  the  Govern- 
ment. [*'  Oh,  oh ! "  '*  Order ! "]  He  re- 
peated, persons  who  could  make  them- 
selves intolerable  to  the  Government, 
for  he  did  not  think  there  was  anything 
un-Parliamentary  in  that  expression. 
He  would  remind  the  Government  that 
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the  Bootcli  Members  only  wanted  the 
will  to  make  themselves  intolerable 
also. 

Mb.  PABNELL  said,  the  hon.  Gen- 
tleman had  threatened,  on  behalf  of  the 
Scotch  Members,  to  ''  adopt  the  tactics 
of  the  Irish  Members  " — whatever  those 
tactics  might  be ;  for  his  own  part,  he  did 
not  know  what  they  were.  The  'hon. 
Gentleman  uttered  this  threat  because 
the  Irish  Members  **  had  been  successful 
in  obtaining  concessions  from  the  Go- 
vernment." He  (Mr.  PameU)  wished 
the  hon.  Gentleman  would  point  out 
what  those  concessions  had  been,  for  he 
was  sure  the  Irish  Members  themselves 
knew  nothing  of  them.  As  to  the  success 
of  the  Irish  Members,  it  should  be  re- 
membered that  the  Scoth  Members  re- 
quired nothing — they  had  all  their  wants 
satisfied,  and  had  absolutely  no  demands 
to  make  upon  the  Government.  Indeed, 
the  Scotch  Members  were  now  in  the 
position  of  the  proverbial  dog-in-the- 
manger,  which,  having  got  all  it  wanted, 
lay  there,  in  this  case,  to  spoil  what  it 
could  not  utilize  for  itself,  rather  than 
allow  the  Irish  horse  to  have  its  proper 
feed.  That  was  really  the  position  the 
Scotch  Members  had  taken  up  in  refer- 
ence to  this  whole  matter.  If  Scotland 
had  not  always  been  the  spoilt  child  of 
England;  if  she  had  not  always  had 
every  legislative  facility ;  if  she  had  not 
always  had  everything  she  required; 
and  if,  when  she  wanted  anything,  she 
had  to  do  more  than  ask  for  it,  there 
might  have  been  some  excuse  for  the 
very  remarkable  attack  of  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber who  sat  upon  the  Front  Opposition 
Bench.  But  the  Irish  Members  had 
gained  nothing.  It  was  absurd  to  say 
that  any  concession  had  been  made  to 
them.  He  contended  that  the  Scotch 
Members  had  nothing  to  ask,  while  the 
Irish  Members  had  a  great  deal  to  ask 
for;  and  if  that  were  not  their  position 
there  might  have  been  some  reason  for 
the  course  which  had  been  taken  by  the 
hon.  Member  in  this  matter.  It  was 
very  ill-natured  on  the  part  of  the  Scotch 
Members  to  come  down  to  the  House  to 
blame  Irish  Members  for  doing  their 
duty.  They  had  always  assisted  Scotch 
Members  in  getting  their  Votes,  and 
that  was  far  more  than  the  latter  had 
done  for  them.  He  thought  they  were 
entitled  to  the  assistance  of  hon.  Mem- 
bers from  Scotland  in  asking  for  what 
was  justly  their  own. 

Mr.  Grant  Duf 


Mb.  RAMSAY  said,  as  he  was  the 
cause  of  the  conversation  which  had 
taken  place,  he  thoughtitdue  to  the  Com- 
mittee to  state  that  the  hon.  Member  for 
Meath  (Mr.  PameU)  had  entirely  mis- 
apprehended what  had  been  said,  when 
he  spoke  of  the  Scotch  Members  denounc- 
ing the  Irish  Members.  He  (Mr.  Bam- 
say)  certainly  had  not  denounced  the 
Irish  Members.  On  the  contrary,  he 
sympathized  with  them  in  their  endea- 
vours to  obtain  what  they  required. 
But  it  was  a  very  different  thing  if  the 
whole  government  of  the  country  was 
to  be  placed  in  their  hands,  instead  of  in 
the  hands  of  the  Executive,  who  were 
the  only  persons  responsible  to  Parlia- 
ment. Whenever  the  Irish  Members 
had  had  any  important  end  to  obtain, 
that  end  had  been  obtained  by  persistent 
efforts.  At  all  events,  that  was  the  im- 
pression left  on  his  mind;  and  he  did 
not  think  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
opposite  could  be  surprised  if,  without 
indulging  in  any  denunciation,  the 
Scotch  Members  were  to  declare  that 
they  would  imitate  the  course  pursued 
by  the  Irish  Members,  and  would  follow 
in  the  same  track  which  had  been  so 
well  and  so  successfully  trodden.  The 
Government  certainly  ought  not  to  be 
surprised  if  the  Scotch  Members  made 
that  declaration.  When  he  commenced 
his  remarks  he  had  intended  to  make 
some  complaints  as  to  the  course  pur- 
sued by  Government;  and  he  would 
take  advantage  of  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman being  in  his  place  for  making  a 
formal  complaint  as  to  the  way  in  which 
Supply  had  been  dealt  with  during  the 
present  Session.  He  pressed  upon  the 
Leader  of  the  House,  who  had  been 
most  willing,  as  all  acknowledged,  to 
meet  the  requests  of  hon.  Members,  and 
who  had  the  management  of  Business, 
the  necessity  for  bringing  forward 
Supply  at  an  early  period  of  the  Ses- 
sion, in  order  that  it  might  be  fairly 
attended  to,  and  meet  with  the  copious 
criticism  which  it  was  the  province  of 
the  House  of  Commons  to  bestow  upon 
the  Estimates.  Instead  of  that,  how- 
ever, the  Government  had  introduced  a 
number  of  Bills,  of  which  they  did  not 
even  themselves  approve ;  and  they  had 
brought  forward  and  occupied  much 
time  in  discussing  Bills  which  they  were 
prepared  at  once  to  abandon.  He 
wished  to  point  out  to  the  GK>vemment 
the  necessity  of  having  their  arrange- 
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ments  in  snoh  a  form  that  the  Estimates 
oould  be  laid  before  the  House  imme- 
diately at  the  beginning  of  the  Session 
— a  course  that  would  promote  Public 
Business.  As  the  matter  had  stood 
this  year,  for  six  weeks  after  hon.  Mem- 
bers came  to  London,  ii;  seemed  as  if 
Parliament  had  been  summoned  by  some 
mistake.  He  trusted  that  his  sugges- 
tion, which  was  not  made  in  any  spirit 
of  hostility  to  Her  Majesty's  Ministers, 
would  not  be  lost  sight  of. 

Motion,  by  leave,  tcithdrawn, 

Mb.  LEVESON-GOWEE  wished  to 
call  the  attention  of  the  Committee,  for 
two  or  three  minutes,  to  the  highly  im- 
portant question  of  cookery. 

Me.  PAENELL  rose  to  Order.  He 
wished  to  know  whether  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber was  in  Order  in  introducing  the 
subject  of  cookery  on  a  Vote  dealing 
with  Scotch  Education  ? 

The  CHATRMAN  understood  that 
the  question  of  cookery  entered  into  the 
Vote  now  before  the  Committee  with 
respect  to  some  alteration  in  the  Educa- 
tion Code. 

Mb.  LEVESON-GOWEE  suggested 
that  the  noble  Lord  should  make  some 
alteration  in  the  Syllabus,  so  far  as  the 
subject  of  cookery  was  concerned.  Two 
things  were  necessary  with  reference  to 
this  grant  on  the  part  of  the  children. 
First,  a  knowledge  of  the  composition  of 
food ;  and,  secondly,  a  knowledge  of  its 
preparation.  He  quite  agreed  that  the 
instructors  of  the  children  should  have 
this  knowledge,  and  care  should  be 
taken  that  they  had  it;  but  he  could 
not  understand  that  it  was  equally  ne- 
cessary to  children  of  12  or  13  years  of 
age.  Their  object  was  to  get  the  children 
to  understand  the  necessity  of  providing, 
in  future,  cheap,  economical,  and  good 
food  for  their  families.  He  was  quite 
certain  that  there  was  no  step  which 
oould  be  taken  that  would  make  edu- 
cation more  popular  than  that  of  re- 
quiring a  knowledge  of  cookery.  It 
had  been  said  that  it  would  be  hard 
upon  the  instructors  to  require  that 
they  should  be  examined  in  cookery. 
But  he  (Mr.  Leveson-Gower)  would 
suggest  that  a  perfectly  sufficient  test 
of  the  practical  knowledge  of  children 
might  be  obtained  by  asking  ques- 
tions. He  thought  the  English  people, 
when  the  excellent  food  at  their  dis- 
posal was   considered,    might   become 


one  of  the  best  fed,  instead  of  the  worst 
fed,  people  in  the  world. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  recog- 
nized the  importance  of  affording  in- 
struction in  every  branch  of  domestic 
economy.  In  framing  the  Syllabus,  re- 
ference had  been  made  to  various  modes 
of  cooking  food,  and  that  which  had  ap- 
peared the  simplest  had  been  selected. 
He  should  be  ^lad  to  take  advantage  of 
the  practical  knowledge  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Bodmin  (Mr.  Leveson- 
Gower),  in  order  to  arrive  at  the  best 
way  of  making  children  acquainted 
with  a  knowledge  of  cookery.  The  hon. 
Member  for  Falkirk  (Mr.  Eamsay)  made 
a  just  complaint  about  the  delay  in  the 
publication  of  the  Code,  which  was  due 
to  the  consideration  of  the  very  point  he 
had  alluded  to,  for  there  were  some 
rather  startling  Eeturns  as  to  the  effect 
of  enforcing  the  provisions  as  to  space 
in  all  cases,  and  fidl  that  was  asked  was 
that  there  should  be  a  discretionary 
power  of  relaxation  under  exceptioned 
circumstances.  He  was  under  the  im- 
pression that  the  Code  was  liable  to  ob- 
jection for  40  days  after  it  had  been 
issued. 

Sib  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  said, 
that  he  was  well  aware  that  the  noble 
Lord  had  many  public  duties,  which  he 
performed  with  very  great  devotion  and 
ability,  and  he  should  be  sorry  to  lay 
any  additional  burden  upon  him ;  but, 
really,  now  the  Scotch  Education  Board 
had  been  abolished,  he  was  quite  sure 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  recognize  that 
Scotch  education  was  fully  as  important, 
and  required  as  much  attention,  as  Eng- 
lish education.  In  introducing  the  Edu- 
cation Estimates,  the  noble  Lord  had 
expatiated  at  some  length  on  education 
in  England;  but  he  said  not  a  word 
about  the  condition  of  Scotch  education. 
He  was  a  little  jealous  that  the  Scotch 
Education  Vote  should  be  passed  over 
without  an  expression  of  the  sympathy 
which  he  was  sure  that  the  noble  Lord 
felt  for  it.  He  would  call  his  attention 
to  one  important  part  of  the  matter.  He 
had  told  them — and  it  was  a  piece  of 
information  exceedingly  agreeable  to  the 
House — that  education  in  England  was 
so  rapidly  progressing  that  he  had  pro- 
posed the  Estimates  upon  the  calculation 
that  the  number  of  elementary  schools 
would  be  increased  9  per  cent.  He  (Sir 
George  Campbell)  was  somewhat  sur- 
prised that  the  number  of  scholars  in 
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Scotland  had  not  only  not  inoreased,  but 
had  somewhat  diminished.  The  total 
number  of  scholars  in  Scotland  had  de- 
creased from  396,000  to  394,000 ;  there 
being  a  decrease  of  4,000  in  the  num- 
ber of  scholars  attending  the  evening 
schools,  but  an  increase  of  2,000  in  the 
day  schools — he  was  referring  to  the 
figures  at  the  bottom  of  pase  227.  He 
should  like  the  noble  Lord  to  inform 
them  the  reason  for  this,  as  it  seemed 
to  suggest  that  education  in  Scotland 
had  reached  its  maximum,  and  was  not 
now  increasing.  He  was  aware  that  it 
might  be  said  that  there  was  less  room 
for  improvement  in  Scotland  than  in 
England;  but  he  knew  by  experience 
that  the  population  in  important  places 
in  Scotland  was  increasing.  His  own 
borough  of  Kirkcaldy  was  a  model 
borough,  and  the  number  of  scholars  in 
the  elementary  schools  was  increasing 
there.  They  were  now  building  two 
schools,  and  the  Provost  of  Kirkcaldy, 
who  was  then  in  London,  thought  they 
would  then  obtain  additional  accommo- 
dation for  200  scholars.  There  had, 
however,  been  a  falling  off  in  the  High- 
lands and  the  Isles  which  counteracted 
the  advance  in  larger  places.  He  hoped 
that  the  noble  Lord  would  give  them 
some  information  as  to  the  small  in- 
crease in  the  number  of  day  scholars, 
as  there  was  a  very  considerable  decrease 
in  the  number  of  the  night  scholars. 

Mb.  HAMSAY  rose  for  the  purpose 
of  saying  that  the  noble  Lord  was  some- 
what mistaken  as  to  the  effect  of  laying 
accounts  upon  the  Table  in  dummy.  His 
impression  was,  that  so  soon  as  accounts 
were  entered  upon  the  Votes  as  having 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
time  would  begin  to  run.  If  he  were 
correct  in  his  opinion,  therefore,  he 
thought  the  noble  Lord  would  find  that 
after  the  expiry  of  40  days — and  40  days 
had  expired  after  the  account  was  laid 
on  the  Table  before  the  Vote  was  cir- 
culated— no  Bepresentative  would  have 
an  opportunity  of  making  any  sugges- 
tion or  amendment  on  the  account.  He 
hoped,  therefore,  if  he  were  correct  as 
to  the  legal  effect  of  the  account  being 
entered  in  the  Votes,  and  if,  after  having 
been  laid  upon  the  Table  of  the  House 
for  40  days,  no  Amendment  could  be 
proposed,  that,  in  future,  that  course 
would  not  be  adopted. 

Mb.  MACDONALD  expressed  the 
astonishment  with  which  he  had  heard 

Sir  G9Qrg$  Cam^hill 


the  hon.  Ghentleinan*B  (Sir  George  Gtmp- 
bell's)  statement  of  what  was  going  on 
in  his  own  burgh.  If  there  had  been  a 
g^reat  increase  m  the  number  of  soholan 
this  year,  either  at  Kirkcaldy  or  any- 
where else,  it  could  only  arise  from  the 
fact  that  the  school  board  had  neglected 
its  duty  before.  He  (Mr.  Maodonald) 
was  himself  a  member  of  one  of  the  first 
school  boards  in  Scotland,  so  far  as  effi- 
ciency was  concerned.  According  to  the 
Beport  of  Mr.  Smith,  the  Inspector,  the 
school  board  for  the  parish  of  Oambns- 
nethan,  in  the  County  of  Lanark,  the 
moment  that  school  board  came  into 
existence  a  census  of  the  parish  was 
taken,  and  a  list  of  all  the  unedneated 
children  obtained,  and  schools  were  pro- 
vided for  them  as  soon  as  possible.  The 
parish  had  now  a  set  of  schools  which, 
he  believed,  were  the  best  in  Scotland; 
and  if  a  child  were  absent  for  two  dajs 
the  school  board  officer  went  to  his  houie 
to  learn  the  cause  of  absence.  There 
was  no  possibility  of  a  sudden  increase 
in  the  number  of  the  children ;  and  if 
there  had  been  any  diminution  in  tiie 
attendance  it  was  simply  owing  to  &e 
number  of  people  in  the  pariah  hafing 
decreased.  He  regretted  to  hear  anj 
hon.  Member  rise  in  his  place  and  t^ 
them  that  th^e  ought  to  be  an  increase 
in  the  number  of  children  at  school,  for, 
if  that  were  the  case,  the  school  boards 
in  Scotland  had  not  done  their  duty. 

Lord  GEOEGE  HAMILTON  re- 
marked, that  the  very  slight  increase  in 
the  number  of  children  attending  the 
day  schools  in  Scotland  was  owing  to  the 
reason  given  by  the  hon.  Member  for 
Stafford  TMr.  Maodonald) — namely,  that 
most  of  me  children  were  at  present  at- 
tending school.  The  proportion  of  un- 
educated children  in  Scotland  waavexy 
much  smaller  than  in  England.  There 
was  a  diminution  in  the  attendance  at 
night  schools  in  Scotland,  and  his  atten- 
tion had  been  called  to  ^e  fact  before. 
He  was  informed  that  it  was,  in  a  great 
measure,  owing  to  the  severity  of  the 
weather,  and  sdso  to  the  fact  that  a  con- 
siderable number  of  people  were  out  of 
employment.  Strange  as  it  might  aeem, 
the  like  fact  accounted  for  the  aittend- 
ance  at  the  day  schools  being  somewhat 
increased. 

Original  Question  put,  and  o^rW  /«. 

(3.)  £12,771,  to  complete  the  sumf<v 
the  National  Gallery,  a^0ed  to. 
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(4.)  £1,710,  to  complete  the  sum  for  (9.)  £443,029,  to  complete  the  sum 

the  National  Portrait  Gallery,  agreed  to.  for  Public  Education,  Ireland. 

(5.)  £11,050,  to  complete  the  sum  for  ,^?'    ^"^    complained    that   the 

Learned  Societies  and  Scientific  Investi-  salaries  of  the  national  teachers  were 

iration,  agreed  to.  ^^*  P^^  ^^  *W  ^©re  long  overdue. 

There  was  no  reason  why  they  should 

(6.)  £8,076,  to  complete  the  sum  for  ^oi  be  paid  immediately  Siey  fell  due. 

the  London  University,  agreed  to.  It  would  be  perfectly  easy  to  get  the 

money  ready  before  the  salaries  were 

(7.)  £3,000,  to  complete  the  sum  for  due,  and  let  the  teachers  have  it  directly 

Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Ee-  the  money  was  due.     It  was  of  very 

port).  serious     importance     indeed     to     the 

Mb.  BEISTOWE  wished  to  have  some  ^^^^^^^>  who  very  often  had  to  borrow 

explanation  with  regard  to  an  item  in  ^^^^^  through  not  receiving  their  sala- 

that  account,  for  the  travellinc:  expenses  "®j?  **  x5^K?E?^«vS?S;^^^  ^-r^-r^^r^^^^x 

of  certain  foreigners  to  England    He  Sib  HeJeY  SELWIN-IBBETSON 

did  not  understiid  why  the  Expenses  of  proniised  that  the  matter  should  receive 

foreign  naturalists,  wishing  to  visit  their  the    attention    of   the    Treasu^.     No 

EngUsh  coUections,  should  be  paid  by  doubt,  when  the  saUnes  were  not  paid  at 

this  country.    It  was  a  curious  thing  the  time  they  were  due  it  caused  great 

that  they  should  bo  asked  to  vote  money  hardship  to  persons  whose  resources  were 

for  certain  foreigners  coming  to  visit  fot  very  ample.    The  subjert  should  be 

their  collections.    Of  course,  there  might  taken  notice  of,  and  he  would  endeavour 

be  a  reason  for  it,  and  it  might  be  that  "'ny -J.- -cr                  :,.     ,      ,.,-     :. 

their  own  naturalists  were  unable  to  do  ,  ?J*\^^^  ^*!  exceedingly  obliged 

without  them  *®  "^^  ao^.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the 

Sib  HENEY  SELWIN-IBBETSON  Treasury  for  the  assurance  he  had  given, 

said,  that  the  savants  wore  scattered  in  There  was  another  matter  upon  the  Vote 

aU  parts  of  the  world,  and  it  was  thought  to  which  he  wished  to  draw  attention, 

desirable  to  obtain  as  much  information  1°  ^^^  Enghsh  Vote  considerable  sums 

as  possible  from   naturaUsts  who  had  were  paid  on  a.ccount  of  denominational 

special  knowledge    on    any  particular  training  schools  for  teachers.     Thehon. 

subject  of  real  interest.     The  difficulty  Member  for  Eoscommon  (the  O'Conor 

was  how  to  get  those  persons  together ;  P^^)  bought  the  question  forward  as 

and  it  was  thought  that  the  quickest  *«  making  the  like  aUowance  m  Ireland, 

and  least  expensive  way  would  be  to  ??*  t^®  ^^^y®*"  l".«^  ^J  *''®  nght  hon 

pay  the  traveUing  expenses  of  the  foreign  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretaiy  did  not 

iaturalists  to    England.      If  the  hon.  strike  him  as  being  sufficient.   He  simply 

and    learned    Gentleman    wished,    he  ^^  that  the  Government  was  Romg  to 

would  give  him  some  further  account  of  ?<>  something  for   the  national  school 

the  matter.  teachers ;  were  going  to  improve  their 

Mb.  LYON   PLAYFAIE  remarked,  position- as  it  afterwards  appeared—by 

that  thehon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to  providing  pensions  for  Aem;  but  it  did 

the  Treasury  had  given  the  correct  ex-  "/>.*  ^^^^  ^  8*".^®  J"™  *?"*  *•>**  "i*?  ??" 

planation  of  the  matter.   Some  natural-  t*^'??  ^  /»  Z.  P'?"^^  »  ^"'*f  *''! 

ists  had  special  knowledge  on  one  sub-  traimng  for  the  teachers.    In  England 

ject,  and  some  on  another;  and  it  was  »»«. "was  granted  for  traimng  denomi- 

found  that  the  cheapest  way  to  get  them  national  school  teachers,  and  those  who 

into  consultation  was  to  pay  their  tra-  desired  it  could  avail  themselves  of  other 

veiling  expenses  means.     In  Dublin  there  was  a  denomi- 

Mb.  BEISTOWE  expressed  himself  national  trainine  school  for  Catholics, 
satisfied  with  the  information  that  had  ««d  a  grant  might  be  made  to  that  In- 
been  eiven  stitution.    Of  course,  he  could  not  ex- 

pect  that  th  e  subj  ect  should  be  dealt  with 

Vote  agreed  to.  at  once ;  but  he  Uiought  that,  in  all  fair- 
ness, it  ought  to  be  considered  by  the 

(8.)  £1,500,  to  complete  the  sum  for  Government  on  a  future  occasion, 

the    National    Gallery,    &c.  Scotland,  Majob  NOLAN  observed,  that  the 

agreed  to.  right  hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secre- 

VOL.  CCXLVm.    [thieb  sbeibs,]  3  9 


1987 


Supply —  Civil 


[COMMONS) 


Service  EeUmaU*. 


19S8 


tary  had  made  a  distinct  promise  to  im- 
prove the  position  of  the  national  school 
teachers,  and  also  that  a  change  should 
be  made  in  their  salaries.  He  had  an- 
nounced an  improvement  in  the  salaries 
of  the  teachers ;  and  he  thought  an 
assurance  should  be  given  that  grants 
should  be  made  in  the  direction  asked 
by  the  hon.  Member  for  Tipperary. 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  that  with 
regard  to  the  question  raised  by  the  hon. 
Member  for  Tipperary,  it  might  be 
within  his  recollection  lliat  a  consider- 
able discussion  took  place  upon  the 
matter  upon  the  Motion  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Koscommon.  On  that  occa- 
sion he  stated  that  the  subject  was  one 
which  required  to  be  dealt  with,  but  that 
he  considered  it  would  be  impossible  to 
deal  with  it  during  the  present  Session. 
He  might  observe  that  by  the  School 
Teachers  Education  Bill  an  addition  to 
the  fixed  salaries  of  the  teachers  was 
being  made.  It  had  been  pointed  out, 
however,  that  the  teachers  in  all  their 
memorials  and  resolutions  had  requested 
that  an  addition  to  their  remuneration 
should  take  the  form  of  fixed  salaries, 
and  not  in  the  shape  of  result  fees.  He 
thought  that  it  would  be  found  that  the 
system  of  result  fees  would  press  un- 
fairly on  teachers  in  sparsely-populated 
districts.  The  proposal  of  the  Govern- 
ment, accordingly,  was  that  an  addition 
should  be  made  to  the  fixed  salaries. 
The  Estimate,  on  account  of  the  addi- 
tional salaries,  would  not  appear  in  the 
ordinary  Estimates,  but  would  be  dealt 
with  by  a  Supplementary  Estimate,  to  be 
moved  next  February.  The  alteration 
would  take  effect  from  the  1st  of  January, 
from  which  date  the  teachers  would  re- 
ceive the  increased  salanr.  It  was  pro- 
posed that  on  the  1st  of  January  the  new 
system  should  come  into  force,  and  that 
an  addition  should  be  made  at  the  rate 
of  16  per  cent  on  the  salaries  of  the  third 
class  of  teachers,  at  15  per  cent  on  the 
second  class,  and  20  per  cent  on  the 
salaries  of  the  first  class  teachers.  He 
thought  that  was  a  liberal  addition  to 
make  to  the  amount  now  paid  to  the 
teachers,  and  it  would  constitute  some- 
thing like  £40,000  addition  to  the  Esti- 
mates. The  principal  object  which  the 
Government  had  in  view,  and  which  he 
hoped  would  be  obtained  by  the  school 
teachers,  was  to  grant  the  request  of  the 
teachers  by  making  a  substantial  addi- 
tion to  their  salaries,  and  thus  doing 


away  with  the  agitation.  The  agitation 
had  caused  very  serious  injury  to  educa- 
tion, and  it  was  an  unmixed  evil  in  other 
respects ;  and  he  hoped  they  would  now 
see  an  end  to  it. 

Mb.  O'SHAUGHNESST  wished  to 
call  attention  to  the  system  of  agri- 
cultural teaching  in  the  schools  in  Ire- 
land. Formerly,  fixed  salaries  were 
given  to  the  school  teachers  in  respect  of 
the  instruction  they  gave  in  this  matta, 
in  addition  to  their  remuneration  for 
their  other  duties.  Sometimes  they  re- 
ceived from  £5  to  £10  per  year  on  that 
account,  and,  small  as  those  salari^ 
were,  Ihey  were  all-important  to  men 
whose  remuneration  was  not  great 
Moreover,  the  salaries  were  of  importance 
to  these  poor  men  in  calculating  their 
pensions  when  they  wished  to  retire. 
In  1876  a  change  was  made,  and,  in- 
stead of  giving  fixed  salaries  in  respect 
of  that  teaching,  the  teachers  were  paid 
by  result  fees ;  the  consequence  was 
that  some  men  profited  largely ;  whereas 
other  men,  who  had  held  office  since 
1847  or  1848,  lost  a  good  deal  of  money. 
These  men  had  served  faithAilly,  and 
discharged  their  duties  well ;  and  it  was 
not  fair  that  the  fixed  salaries  which 
they  had  been  accustomed  to  receive  for 
the  work  done  should  be  chang^  into 
result  fees.  In  1871,  the  total  amount 
paid  in  respect  of  result  fees  was  £457. 
If  a  man  had  continued  to  be  paid  a 
fixed  salary,  the  cost  to  the  countiy 
would  only  have  been  £680  in  the  year. 
He  did  not  think  it  was  fair  thus 
suddenly  to  change  the  fixed  salaries  paid 
into  result  fees ;  and  he  hoped  that  the 
right  hon.  Gentleman  would  look  into 
the  matter,  and  place  the  men  in  the 
position  that  they  held  before.  There 
was  another  topic  which  he  thought  re- 
quired to  be  treated  with  a  strong  hand, 
and  that  was  the  question  of  the 
supply  of  books  and  apparatus  to  the 
national  schools  in  Ireland.  In  EIngland 
the  books  and  apparatus  were  supplied 
to  the  schools  by  the  trade,  and  was 
open  to  public  competition.  There  was 
such  freedom  in  the  matter  in  England 
that  there  was  not  even  a  recoxomen- 
dation  of  books  by  the  Department. 
But  in  Ireland  the  Department  printed, 
published,  and  sold  books  that  were  to 
be  used  in  schools,  and  permitted  no 
others  to  be  used.  That  was  a  very  evil 
system,  both  commercially  and  in  its 
efTects  upon  education.    The  result  of 
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the  S3r8tein  was  to  cost  the  country  a 
sum  of  £4,500  a-jear  dead  loss.  Many 
of  the  books  which  were  issued  for  the 
use  of  the  schools  were  very  unsuitable 
and  uninteresting,  and  it  would  be  much 
better  if  the  same  system  were  adopted 
as  in  England.  They  complained  that 
the  present  system  prevented  free  com- 
petition by  the  trade  in  Ireland,  and 
prevented  the  teachers  from  using  their 
judgment  as  to  the  books  to  be  used.  It 
was  particularly  hard  on  the  trade  in  Ire- 
land that  the  State  should  undertake  the 
duty  of  supplying  those  books.  The 
system  was  not,  as  far  as  he  knew, 
pursued  in  any  other  country.  When 
the  national  system  was  first  introduced 
it  was  surrounded  with  difficulties,  and 
it  was  necessary  to  produce  a  set  of 
books  perfectly  colourless,  which  would 
be  alike  suitable  to  Protestant,  Catholic, 
and  Presbyterian.  But  that  state  of 
things  had  changed,  and,  to  a  large 
extent,  passed  away ;  and  he  did  not 
think  that  there  was  any  pretence  for 
saying  that  if  a  free  choice  were  allowed 
of  any  books  they  would  be  of  a  sec- 
tarian character;  they  would  be  per- 
fectly satisfied  to  allow  the  National 
Board  to  have  a  right  of  veto  upon  the 
books  to  be  used.  Subject  to  that  re- 
striction, he  thought  that  the  teachers 
should  have  the  same  freedom  of  choice 
in  regard  to  books  as  was  enjoyed  in 
England.  He  did  not  press  for  imme- 
diate action  on  the  matter;  but  he  did 
trust  that  the  Government  would  remedy 
the  evil  at  the  earliest  opportunity. 
With  regard  to  the  agricultural  teachers, 
who  were  a  most  deserving  body  of 
men,  he  would  strongly  urge  their 
claims  upon  the  Government. 

Mb.  CHAELES  LEWIS  did  not 
think  he  would  be  justified  in  allowing 
the  discussion  to  pass  without  acknow- 
ledging, on  the  part  of  those  in  whom  he 
felt  so  strong  an  interest — the  national 
school  teachers  of  Ireland — the  benefits 
which  the  Government  had  conferred 
upon  them.  He  had  not  hesitated,  in 
previous  Sessions,  to  express  his  opinion 
upon  the  manner  in  which  those  de- 
serving officers  of  the  State  had  been 
treated  by  both  sides  of  the  House  in 
former  times.  He  had  invariably  main- 
tained that  it  was  the  duty  of  the  State, 
in  respect  of  national  education  in  Ire- 
land, to  provide  such  salaries  for  the 
teachers  as  would  enable  them  to  pay 
their  way,  and  to  hold  themselves  up  as 


respectable  members  of  society.  He  had 
always  been  of  opinion  that  the  system 
of  payment  by  result  fees  was  not  so 
good  as  payment  of  a  standing  salary, 
adequate  to  the  duties  which  the  teachers 
had  to  perform.  Therefore,  he  thought 
that  the  proposal  which  had  now  been 
made  was  only  just  and  proper;  and 
that  it  was  a  due  recognition  of  what 
had  been  done  by  the  national  school 
teachers,  whom  he  thought  were  de- 
serving of  the  support  of  both  sides  of 
the  House.  In  his  opinion,  it  was  a 
very  much  needed  reform.  The  an- 
nouncement which  had  been  made  that 
day,  of  the  improvement  to  be  made  in 
the  standing  salaries  of  the  national 
school  teachers  of  Ireland,  would  be 
welcomed  as  a  long  delayed  but  much 
needed  act  of  justice.  On  behalf  of 
hon.  Members  on  that  side  of  the  House, 
who  had  urged  the  case  of  the  national 
school  teachers,  he  begged  to  acknow- 
ledge the  concession  which  the  Govern- 
ment had  made. 

Mr.  C.  S.  PAEKEE  wished  to  know 
whether  it  was  intended  to  make  the 
proposed  addition  to  the  salaries  of  the 
national  school  teachers  by  Supple- 
mentary Estimates  that  year  ?  The  right 
hon.  Gentleman  had  made  an  import- 
ant announcement  unexpectedly,  and 
to  a  thin  House,  although  he  had  in- 
timated some  time  ago  the  intention 
of  the  Government  to  do  something  in 
the  matter.     He  thought  that  the  pro- 

Eosal  would  require  some  discussion 
efore  the  extra  sums  required  could 
be  voted.  Several  important  questions 
would  have  to  be  met.  For  instance, 
they  would  have  to  consider  whether  a 
higher  standard  of  attainment  should  not 
now  be  exacted  from  the  teachers  of  the 
national  schools  ?  Then,  as  regarded 
the  question  of  local  contribution.  He 
did  not  wish,  as  a  Scotch  Member,  to  in- 
sist upon  that  point ;  but  he  did  think 
that  it  was  a  matter  which  would  require 
some  investigation.  He  did  not  under- 
stand, however,  that  the  proposal  would 
be  made  in  any  Estimates  in  that  Ses- 
sion, but  that  the  increased  grant  would 
be  proposed  next  year. 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHEE  said,  that  what 
was  proposed  to  be  done  was  to  intro- 
duce a  Supplementary  Estimate,  in  ac- 
cordance with  the  usual  practice,  next 
Session.  The  increase  in  the  salaries 
for  school  teachers  would  take  e€E»Q^ 
from  the  lat  oi  SoDAJjax^  tvsx.\.\  «a^^ 
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would  not  be  in  accordance  with  the 
usual  practice  to  introduce  a  Supple- 
mentaiy  Intimate  before  the  quarter  of 
the  year  that  had  to  be  provided  for. 
In  respect  of  the  suddenness  of  the  an- 
nouncement, he  might  say  that  he  had 
very  clearly  stated,  on  a  previous  occa- 
sion, that  the  Government  had  decided 
to  propose  some  addition  to  the  salaries 
of  the  school  teachers  by  Supplementary 
Estimate.  As  regarded  the  acriculturfd 
Inspectors,  he  confessed  that  he  did  not 
think  any  injustice  had  been  done  them. 
K  they  had  been  deprived  of  any  sum 
of  money  which  they  might  have  ex- 
pected to  receive,  they  would  come  with- 
in the  category  of  vested  interests,  and 
their  case  would  then  deserve  to  be  in- 
quired into.  He  did  not  think,  how- 
ever, that  any  injury  had  been  done 
them.  With  regard  to  the  other  sub- 
jects that  had  been  mentioned,  he  might 
say  that  they  were  receiving  the  careful 
attention  of  the  Government. 

Mb.  RAMSAY  did  not  think  that 
some  of  the  remarks  of  the  hon.  and 
learned  Member  for  Limerick  (Mr. 
O'Shauehnessy),  with  reference  to  the 
Irish  school  books,  were  altogether  cor- 
rect. From  his  own  experience,  he 
must  say  that  he  knew  many  cases  in 
which  Irish  school  books  had  been  se- 
lected by  Scotch  school  boards  as  the 
best  school  books  to  use.  He  thought 
that  it  was  some  justification  of  the  mode 
in  which  those  books  had  been  selected 
that  they  should  be  so  satisfactory  to 
the  people  of  Scotland.  He  wished  to 
draw  attention  to  the  necessity  of  mak- 
ing the  localities  in  Ireland  contribute 
to  the  expenses  of  education.  In  Scot- 
land they  had  to  contribute  for  their 
schools ;  and  it  should  be  remembered 
that  the  expenditure  was  forced  upon 
the  people  of  Scotland  by  the  Education 
Acts.  They  were  compelled  in  Scotland 
to  provide  school  accommodation  to  a 
greater  extent  than  they  had  been  ac- 
customed to.  He  thought  it  would  be 
found,  if  the  amounts  granted  to  the 
three  Elinedoms  were  compared,  that 
Scotland  obtained  very  much  less  from 
the  Imperial  Treasury  than  any  part  of 
the  United  Kingdom. 

Majob  NOLAN  thought  that  the  pre- 
sent Government  had  treated  Scotland 
very  well.  He  had  not  gone  into  the 
figures,  so  as  to  make  a  calculation  as  to 
how  much  was  contributed  per  head  of 
the  population  ;  but  he  thought  that  it 

Jtfr.  /.  Lowther 


would  be  found  that  Scotland  got  veir 
much  more  per  head  than  Ireland. 
Boughly  speaking,  he  thought  it  would 
be  found  that  the  people  of  Scotland 
received  2«.  10(^.  per  head ;  whereas  in 
Ireland  only  2«.  b^d.  was  contributed 
from  the  Imperial  Exchequer,  and  thus 
Scotland  was  much  better  treated  than 
Ireland.  The  amount  contributed  to 
Scotland  had  increased  vety  much  since 
the  present  Government  came  into  power. 
He  thought  that  both  Scotland  and  Ire- 
land ou^t  to  get  more  per  head  of  the 
population  than  England.  It  should  be 
remembered  that  in  England  it  was  very 
much  easier  to  educate  the  children, 
where  there  were  vast  centres  of  popu- 
lation; while  in  Scotland  and  Ireland, 
owing  to  its  being  less  thickly  populated, 
a  greater  expense  per  head  was  caused. 
With  respect  to  the  announcement  which 
had  been  made  by  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Chief  Secretary,  he  con- 
sidered that  the  salaries  of  the  national 
school  teachers  required  increasing,  for 
at  present  Irish  teachers  were  only  paid 
about  £55  a-year ;  whereas  teachers  in 
England  and  Scotland  obtained  about 
£100  a-year.  The  increase,  therefore, 
had  been  very  much  wanted.  He  should 
like  to  know  what  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman the  Ohief  Secretary  intended  to 
do  in  the  cases  of  those  schools  where 
the  teachers  were  not  paid  salaries? 
There  was  a  class  of  schools  in  Ireland 
where  the  teachers  were  paid  only  by 
result  fees — ^the  scale,  he  believed,  being 
£20  per  100  pupils.  The  result  of  that 
was  to  g^ve  much  about  the  same  re- 
muneration as  was  paid  to  the  salaried 
teachers.  The  increase  which  had  been 
made  to  the  salaries  of  the  teachers  was 
very  proper ;  and  he  really  thought  that 
it  reflected  credit  upon  those  who  had 
induced  the  Government  to  grant  it. 
He  could  have  wished,  however,  that 
one  or  two  other  things  had  been  done 
by  the  Government.  In  those  schools 
where  the  teachers  were  now  paid  en- 
tirely by  result  fees  the  increase  might 
be  given  them,  either  by  paying  them 
at  a  higher  rate — for  instance,  increas- 
ing the  result  fees  by  50  per  cent— or 
by  making  the  teachers  some  fixed 
allowance.  He  thought  that  if  the  in- 
crease were  made  in  the  shape  of  salaiy 
there  would  be  some  little  jealousy ;  for 
some  effort  was  made  to  keep  up  the  re- 
lative proportion  between  the  salaried 
schools  and  the  unsalaried  schools.    He 
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thought  that  the  best  plan  would  be  to 
ra^'so  the  result  fees  in  the  case  of  the 
Bctiools  hehad mentioned.  Inhis  opinion, 
the  education  given  in  the  schools  in 
which  result  fees  were  paid  was  as  good, 
and,  in  many  cases,  was  much  better, 
than  was  given  in  liie  salaried  schools. 
He  hoped  that  the  right  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Chief  Secretary  would  take  the  case 
of  these  schools  into  his  consideration, 
and  so  be  able,  either  to  raise  the  result 
fees,  or  to  grant  a  fixed  allowance.  He 
thought  their  congratulations  were  due 
to  the  Government  for  the  proposal  they 
had  made. 

Colonel  COLTHUEST  supported  the 
appeal  of  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
for  Gal  way,  as  to  the  necessity  of  giving 
a  fixed  allowance  to  the  schools  in  L^eland 
in  which  result  fees  were  paid  to  the 
teachers.  In  his  opinion,  they  were 
some  of  the  best  schools  in  Ireland. 
There  was  much  more  freedom  in  those 
schools  than  there  was  in  other  schools. 
He  thought  the  attention  of  the  Govern- 
ment should  be  directed  to  seeing  that 
justice  was  done  in  the  case  of  those 
schools  where  fixed  salaries  could  not 
be  given.  Either  the  result  fees  might 
be  raised,  or  a  fixed  allowance  might  be 
paid.  With  respect  to  school  books,  he 
saw  no  reason  why  the  English  system 
should  not  be  introduced  into  Ireland. 
In  England,  subject  to  the  veto  of  the 
Education  Department,  school  managers 
made  use  of  any  books  they  pleased.  In 
Ireland  they  could  only  use  those  which 
were  issued  by  the  Department ;  and  he 
considered  that  was  a  most  objectionable 
system.  He  hoped  the  right  hon.  Gen- 
tleman would  take  it  into  his  considera- 
tion, with  a  view  to  its  alteration. 

Sm  GEOEGE  CAMPBELL  wished 
to  make  a  remark  or  two  with  reference 
to  the  announcement  made  by  the  right 
hon.  Gentleman  the  Chief  Secretary.  As 
he  understood  it,  the  new  arrangement 
would  come  into  effect  on  the  1st  of 
January  next,  before  the  House  had  had 
any  opportunity  of  discussing  the  sub- 
ject, or  giving  any  opinion  with  regard 
to  it.  He  understood  that  in  February 
the  Government  would  then  ask  the 
House  to  sanction  the  system  which 
they  had  brought  into  operation.  They 
would  thus  be  giving  additional  assist- 
ance to  national  education  in  Ireland, 
without  first  obtaining  the  sanction  of 
the  House.  The  total  expenditure  upon 
education  in  Ireland  was  very  large  at 


present.  He  should  like  to  know  if  the 
Govemmtot,  in  deciding  to  grant  that 
additional  amount  from  the  National 
Exchequer,  had  in  any  way  made  it 
conditional  on  the  contributions  from 
the  localities  being  raised  ?  In  his  view, 
it  would  not  be  right  for  the  House  to 
vote  for  the  purpose  of  increasing  the 
grant  for  elementary  education  in  Ire- 
land, unless  that  Yote  were  supplemented 
by  local  contributions.  It  was  a  most 
dangerous  course  to  increase  the  g^ant 
from  the  central  Treasury  without  re- 
quiring some  local  contribution ;  and 
it  seemed  to  him  that  it  was  a  most 
dangerous  course,  and  a  reversal  of  the 

EoHcy  that  had  hitherto  been  pursued 
y  the  House  and  by  successive  Go- 
vemments.  8om6  time  ago,  an  Act  ^as 
passed  to  remedy  an  acknowledged  de- 
fefct  in  Ireland,  and  to  enable  the  different 
localities  to  supplement  the  salaries  of 
their  national  school  teachers.  He 
should  be  extremely  glad  if  they 
had  been  told  that  the  localities  were 
going  to  take  advantage  of  that  pro- 
vision ;  and  it  was  thought  well  that 
Parliament  should  meet  them  in  a  liberal 
spirit  by  increasing  the  grant.  He  had 
hoped  the  policy  hitherto  pursued  would 
not  be  departed  from  in  the  present  in- 
stance, and  that  the  Government  would 
not  make  the  g^ant  without  the  addition 
he  had  mentioned.  It  was  apparent  that 
there  was  becoming,  more  and  more,  a 
rapprochement  between  the  Government 
and  hon.  Members  below  the  Gangway 
on  the  Opposition  side  of  the  House ; 
and  that  concession  had  been  made  to 
their  demands  which  had  not  hitherto 
been  granted  by  any  previous  Gbvem- 
ment.  He  would  ask  the  right  hon. 
Gentleman  to  state  distinctly  whether  it 
was  intended  that  the  additional  ffrant 
should  be  given  on  condition  of  the 
contributions  from  the  localities  being 
raised  ? 

Mb.  J.  LOWTHER  said,  these  inter- 
national disputes  did  not  conduce  to  the 
despatch  of  Business;  and,  without  en- 
tering into  the  wants  and  peculiarities 
of  Ireland  and  Scotland,  he  thought  it 
would  be  better  to  leave  such  a  discus- 
sion to  be  treated  next  Session  during 
the  dinner  hour.  But  the  hon.  Gentleman 
(Sir  George  Campbell)  had  made  rather 
an  extraordinary  statement.  He  said — 
**  The  announcement  with  respect  to 
teachers'  salaries  was  altogether  unex- 
peoted ;"  but  hou.  M«isiV)«t^  ^^\)^^  x.^- 
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collect  it  had  been  shadowed  forth  in 
reply  to  Questions ;  and,  further,  the 
statement  had  been  made  the  other  day 
on  introducing  the  School  Teachers' 
Bill.  But  the  hon.  Baronet  went  on  to 
accuse  the  Government  of  a  departure 
from  recognized  principles,  and  he  spoke 
of  it  as  being  prompted  by  a  desire  for  a 
ro^rorAtfin^n^  between  the  Irish  Members 
and  the  Government.  Well,  he  was  glad 
to  find  that  there  was  an  agreement  be- 
tween Her  Majesty's  Government  and 
hon.  Members  in  other  parts  of  the 
House;  and  being  charged  with  the 
duty  of  representing  the  Government  of 
Ireland,  he  was  especially  glad  that  the 
policy  of  the  Government  with  respect  to 
Ireland  met  with  the  approval  of  the 
Irish  Members.  But  the  hon.  Member 
said  the  GK>vernment  were  going  back 
from  the  invariable  policy  which  had 
been  observed  in  regard  to  education, 
and  a  Bill  had  been  referred  to  which, 
a  few  Sessions  ago,  imposed  a  charge  on 
the  Unions.  That  was  a  new  deputure 
— ^not  this  they  were  now  making.  It 
was  the  invariable  policy  with  regard  to 
Irish  education  to  separate  it  from  the 
national  funds.  The  hon.  Member 
might  disagree  with  that  policy  or  not ; 
but  he  could  not  charge  Her  Majesty's 
Government  with  inaugurating  a  policy 
designed  to  catch  support  from  a  par- 
ticular portion  of  the  House.  They  had 
simply  adhered  to  the  practice  which, 
with  the  slight  exception  he  had  alluded 
to,  had  always  governed  these  matters. 
With  regard  to  schools  supported  by 
capitation  grants,  this  addition  to  the 
school  teachers'  salaries  was  founded  on 
demands  put  forward  by  the  teachers 
and  those  who  represented  them  in  the 
House  and  elsewhere  ;  it  had  nothing  to 
do  with  an  increase  of  grants.  The  pro- 
posal was  intended  to  meet  a  distinctly 
expressed  want  on  the  part  of  the 
teachers;  and  if  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  (Major  Nolan)  had  any  other 
claims  to  urge  they  would  be  made  the 
subject  of  inquiry. 

Mb.  gray  said,  the  noble  Lord 
(Lord  George  Hamilton)  had  mentioned, 
in  connection  with  the  Vote  for  Public 
Education  in  Scotland,  that  steps  had 
been  taken  to  provide  iEbr  instruction  in 
cookery.  He  did  not  know  what  steps 
had  been  taken  in  that  direction  with 
respect  to  Ireland ;  but  there  was  no 
other  country  which  needed  instruction 
in  that  branch  more.    He,  thereforei 

Mr.  J.  Jjnoihtr 


asked  if  the  Chief  Secretary  for  Ireland 
would  state  what  steps  had  been  taken 
to  further  that  instruction  in  Ireland, 
which  would  render  the  schools  both 
popular  and  useful? 

Mr.  J.  LOWTHER  promised  that 
the  subject  should  be  considered  in  con- 
nection with  the  system  of  national 
education  in  Ireland.  He  recognized 
the  importance  of  the  instruction,  as  a 
means  of  enabling  females  in  Ireland  to 
discharge  their  domestic  duties. 

Vote  agreed  to, 

(10.)  £2,806,825,  tocomplete  the  sum 
for  the  Post  Office. 

Mn.  GEAT  rose  to  call  attention  to 
a  subject  in  connection  with  the  Post 
Office  Savings'  Banks  to  which  he  had 
alluded  on  a  former  occasion.  Under 
the  Post  Office  Savings'  Bank  Act  of 
1863,  Clause  38,  a  provision  existed  by 
which  the  entire  deposits  of  any  depod- 
tor  were  absolutely  forfeited  for  the 
reduction  of  the  National  Debt  if  he 
opened  more  than  one  account.  A  per- 
son named  Shelly  opened  two  accounts, 
and  deposited  a  sum  of  about  £100;  he 
died,  and  application  was  made  by  his 
executors  for  the  money ;  they  were  in- 
formed that  it  was  confiscated ;  they  then 
appealed  to  the  Treasury,  and  were 
again  informed  that  the  money  was  con- 
fiscated. It  must  be  remembered  that 
those  who  used  these  Post  Office  Savings' 
Banks  were  the  poorest  and,  presum- 
ably, the  most  ignorant  of  the  people. 
No  doubt,  in  the  case  referred  to,  the 
provision  of  the  Act  had  been  violated, 
and  that  the  deposits  were  liable  to  for- 
feiture. No  doubt,  also,  notice  was 
given  to  depositors,  and  he  was  aware 
that  they  had  also  to  sign  a  declaration, 
although  that  form  of  declaration  was 
very  vague.  But  when  it  was  considered 
from  what  class  of  people  these  Post  Of- 
fice Savings  Banks'  deposits  were  chiefly 
drawn,  it  did  not  come  to  be  a  matter  of 
very  great  wonder  that  an  occasional 
endeavour  should  be  made  to  get  the 
benefit  of  opening  a  second  account. 
That  offence,  he  thought,  was  not  a  very 
heinous  one ;  and  although  it  might  be 
characterized  as  a  fraud,  it  was  fraud  of  a 
legal,  and  not  of  a  moral  kind.  It  did 
not  defraud  the  Department  of  the  Post 
Office,  and  it  did  not  certainly  defraud 
the  public,  or  any  individual.  No  doubt, 
it  was  an  offence,  and  it  ought  to  be 
punished  with  a  small  penalty ;  but  to 
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coufiscate  the  entire  of  a  man's  savings 
foi'  that  reason  was,  he  thought,  strain- 
ing the  punishment,  and  making  it  quite 
disproportioned  to  the  offence.  He  did 
not  want  to  go  into  the  case  of  this 
man  Kelly  again;  but  he  appealed  to 
the  noble  Lord  at  the  head  of  the  De- 
partment, and  to  the  hon.  Gentleman 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  to  con- 
sider whether  this  regulation  was  not  a 
little  too  hard,  and  did  not  fall  too 
heavily  upon  the  poorer  classes?  He 
trusted  that  they  would  take  the  matter 
into  their  favourable  consideration,  with 
a  view  to  effecting  some  modification  of 
this  rule,  which  he  considered  to  work  a 
very  considerable  injustice.  He  also 
asked  the  noble  Lord  whether  he  would 
object  to  g^ant  a  Eetum  of  the  amounts 
of  money  which  had  been  confiscated 
since  the  Post  Office  Savings  Bank  Act 
came  in  force  ?  He  could  not  but  think, 
if  it  once  became  public  that  a  large 
amount  of  money  was  confiscated  by  the 
Department  owing  to  the  breach  of  some 
technical  rule,  that  the  poorer  and  most 
ignorant,  and,  therefore,  the  most  de- 
fenceless class,  would  be  frightened 
away  from  the  Banks,  and  would  put 
their  money  in  some  more  secure  invest- 
ment. He  thought  the  Government 
would  see  that  the  punishment  was 
quite  disproportioned  to  the  offence. 
There  was  another  matter  to  which  he 
wished  to  refer.  The  hon.  Member  for 
Liskeard  (Mr.  Courtney),  he  believed, 
had,  on  a  former  occasion,  mentioned 
that  there  was  too  much  red  tape  and 
officialism  about  the  Department  in  con- 
nection with  the  rules  relating  to  life 
assurance.  The  hon.  Member  stated 
that  every  transaction  with  the  Post 
Office  Savings  Bank  involved  an  ex- 
penditure of  Sd,  There  was  no  conceiv- 
able reason  why  this  should  be  the  case; 
and  he  concluded  either  that  the  ac- 
counts must  be  weighted  with  an  undue 
proportion  of  charge,  or  else  there  must 
be  something  wrong  in  the  system. 
Every  Assurance  Company  in  the 
United  Kingdom  issued  to  the  assured 
notice  of  when  the  premium  became  due, 
which  involved  the  cost  of  stamp  and 
stationery.  But  it  appeared  that  the 
Department  made  no  use  of  stamps,  and 
gave  no  notice  to  the  poor  and  ignorant 
people  who  insured  their  lives  as  to  when 
the  payment  became  due.  He  knew, 
from  his  own  experience,  how  necessary 
it  was  to  get  this  notice.    The  result  of 


the  system  of  the  Department  must  be 
that  a  large  number  of  assurers  would 
forget  when  the  date  of  payment  came 
round.  He  did  not  know  whether  the 
Post  Office  had  the  system  which  pre- 
vailed amongst  other  offices  of  levying  a 
small  fine,  or  submitting  the  assurer  to  a 
second  medical  examination  in  the  case  of 
a  lapsed  premium ;  but,  purely,  it  would 
cost  nothing  to  the  DepaHment,  beyond 
the  cost  of  the  paper  of  a  post  card,  to 
issue  notices  to  the  assurers,  because 
although  the  Department  might  be 
debited  with  stamps  they  would  go  into 
another  branch  of  the  Bevenue.  The 
matter  was  certainly  one  for  the  con- 
sideration of  the  Department,  for  they 
were  bound  to  remember  that  they  were 
dealing  with  a  poor  and  ignorant  class 
of  people,  and  that,  therefore,  they  ought 
to  give  them  every  facility  for  under- 
standing the  conditions  upon  which  their 
lives  were  assured. 

Mb.  0*CL£ET  was  also  acquainted 
with  the  case  of  a  very  poor  man  in  the 
County  of  Wexford  who  had  about  £180, 
the  savings  of  his  whole  life,  and  who, 
through  sheer  imorance,  had  allowed 
his  money  to  be  placed  in  the  same  bank 
in  different  names.  In  this  case  the  man 
went  straight  to  the  postmaster  of  the 
place  and  acquainted  him  with  the  fact. 
No  relief  could  be  obtained  in  this  case 
on  the  gpx)und  that,  18  months  having 
elapsed,  the  money  had  been  transferred. 
He  believed  that  there  were  only  two 
means  by  which  it  could  be  refunded, 
either  by  the  Treasury  placing  the  sum 
upon  the  Estimates  of  next  year,  or  by 
the  introduction  of  a  Private  Bill.  The 
latter  course  it  was  almost  impossible 
to  adopt ;  and  he,  therefore,  thought  it 
better  to  leave  the  matter  to  the  hon. 
Baronet  the  Secretary  to  the  Treasurv. 
He  trusted  the  hon.  Gentleman  would 
consider  the  case  of  this  poor  man,  with 
a  view  to  its  mitigation.  No  injury  had 
been  done  to  the  Department,  and  the 
irregularity  might,  in  his  opinion,  be 
met  by  a  small  fine.  The  poor  man  who 
had  been  kept  so  long  out  of  his  money 
could  neither  read  or  write. 

Lord  JOHN  MANNERS  said,  he 
would  have  great  pleasure  in  granting 
the  Return  asked  iot  by  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Tipperary  (Mr.  Gray),  for  he 
believed  it  would  be  of  benefit.  With 
respect  to  the  cases  mentioned,  he  need 
only  point  out  that  the  regulation  re- 
ferred to  was  one  establis^^  V^Nw«. 
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over  which  the  Department  had  no  man- 
ner of  control.  Of  course,  it  might  be  a 
question  as  to  whether  the  law,  as  it  stood, 
was  not  too  stringent,  and  it  might  very 
fairly  be  considered  during  the  Becess 
whether  the  law  should  not  be  looked 
into  and  the  matter  referred  to  next 
Session.  It  was  not  only  the  Post  Office 
Savings  Banks  to  which  this  provision 
applied;  the  original  Trustees  Savings 
Banks  were  regulated  in  the  same  way, 
with  the  only  difference  that,  in  the 
latter  case,  a  barrister  was  appointed  to 
decide  whether  the  multiform  deposit 
was  made  with  a  fraudulent  intention. 
In  the  case  of  the  Post  Office  Savings 
Banks  the  Treasury  had  to  decide  upon 
the  point ;  but,  in  both  cases,  the  words 
in  the  clause  were  ''fraudulent  inten- 
tion." He  trusted  that  hon.  Members 
would  see  that  the  Government  had  only 
acted  in  accordance  with  the  law  under 
which  the  Post  Office  Savings  Banks 
were  carried  on.  With  respect  to  the 
suggestion  of  the  hon.  Member  for 
Tipperary  concerning  the  notices  in  the 
case  of  life  assurances,  he  would  take 
care  that  this  subject  should  receive  due 
consideration  during  the  Becess. 

Vote  agreed  to. 

ARMY  ESTIMATES. 

(11.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

<'  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £203,000,  be 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  the  Pay,  Allowances,  &c.  of  a  number  of 
Army  Reserve  First  Class,  not  exceeding  22,000, 
and  of  the  Army  Reserve  Second  Class,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the 
year  ending  on  the  31st  day  of  March  1880." 

Majoe  O'BEIENE  thought  hon.  Mem- 
bers present  were  scarcely  prepared  to 
enter  into  the  consideration  of  the  Army 
Estimates.  He  had  some  remarks  to 
make  upon  the  subject  of  the  Military 
Schools,  and  had  got  up  some  informa- 
tion with  reference  thereto  which  he 
doubted  not  would  be  very  much  to  the 
point ;  but  he  objected  to  the  Vote  being 
taken  at  that  hour,  when  the  sever^ 
points  of  importance  which  arose  upon 
it  could  not  be  adequately  discussed. 
He,  therefore,  moved  that  Progress  be 
reported. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
'*  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Progress, 
and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — {Mqfor 
O'Beime.) 

Lwi  John  MawMr% 


CoLoinsL  LOYD  LINDSAY  hoped 
that  the  GFovemment  would  be  allowed 
to  proceed  with  this  Vote.  The  Army 
Votes  to  be  considered  were  upon  the 
Paper,  and  he  did  not  think  any  hon. 
Member  could  complain  that  this  pro- 
posal had  taken  them  unawares. 

Mb.  PAENELL  thought  that  the  Go- 
vernment should  not  take  the  Army 
Estimates  at  that  time.  PracticaUj 
speaking,  there  was  only  time  for  the 
Committee  to  wind  up  its  Business. 
There  were  three  important  questions 
upon  Beport  which  would  take  all  the 
time  up  to  6  o'clock  to  discuss.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  stated 
that  he  would  not  sit  later  than  6  o'clock ; 
and  if  the  Army  Estimates  were  pro- 
ceeded with  it  would  be,  practically,  im- 
possible to  make  any  progress.  He  and 
Ids  hon.  Friends  had  all  oome  down 
there  for  the  purpose  of  discussing  cer- 
tain questions  on  Eeport,  to  which  he 
thought  they  ought  now  to  proceed. 

Colonel  AEBUTHNOT  said,  that  the 
hour  was  not  one  at  which  he  liked  the 
Army  Votes  to  be  brought  forward; 
but  he  would  remind  hon.  Members 
opposite  that  they  were,  perhaps,  as 
responsible  as  any  other  Members  for 
their  being  brought  forward  at  that 
time.  The  Business  had  been  incon- 
veniently delayed,  and  the  result  was 
that  the  Votes  had  been  brought  on  at 
an  inconvenient  time.  However,  he 
did  not  think  it  mattered  much  whether 
they  were  taken  then  or  some  days 
hence.  He  hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  for  Leitrim  (Major  O'Beime) 
would  withdraw  his  Motion. 

Majoe  CBEIRNE  regretted  his  in- 
ability  to  withdraw  his  Motion. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  hoped  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Member  would  allow  the  Committee  to 
proceed  with  the  Army  Votes. 

Question  put. 

The  Conmiittee  divided:  —  Ayes  8; 
Noes  85 :  Majority  77. — (Div.  List, 
No.  203.) 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Mb.  PAENELL  begged  to  move  that 
the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the  Chair. 
He  did  not  think  the  Government  were 
treating  them  fairly  in  this  matter.  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  had  told 
the  House  on  the  previous  day  that  he 
did  not  want  to  sit  longer  than  6o'clocL 
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There  were  two  Eeports  of  Supply  down 
on  the  Paper,  and  there  were  two  or 
three  very  important  questions  involved 
in  those  Eeports,  and  it  would  take 
until  6  o'clock  to  finish  the  discussion 
which  would  arise  upon  them.  If  they 
continued  the  discussion  on  the  Esti- 
mates, they  could  not  possibly  take 
Beport  that  evening  without  exceeding 
the  time  named  by  the  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer.  It  was  very  unfair  that 
Members  should  be  invited  to  come  down 
to  the  House,  in  order  to  discuss  the 
Eeport  of  Supply,  and  that  they  should 
be  kept  until  after  the  time  arranged. 
He  hoped  Government  would  agree  to 
report  Progress,  and  he  would  then 
withdraw  his  Motion. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"  That  the  Chairman  do  now  leave  the 
Chair."— (ifr.  FameU.) 

The  CH  ANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUEE  was  sorry  it  was  impossible  to 
oblige  everybody.  The  Government 
were  extremely  anxious  to  get  on  with 
Supply,  and  he  thought  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  must  see  that  they  had 
been  anxious  that  day  to  make  an  ar- 
rangement, as  far  as  possible,  to  meet 
the  convenience  of  hon.  Members.  He 
could  not  undertake,  at  the  present 
time,  to  stop  Supply,  and  he  was  afraid 
it  might  be  difficult  to  reach  the  Eeport 
of  Supply  before  6  o'clock.  But  they 
were,  of  course,  not  bound  to  that  time 
to  a  minute,  and  it  was  only  arranged 
that  they  should  not  sit  for  more  than  a 
short  time  after  it. 

Mr.  PAENELL  wished  to  remind 
the  Cpmmittee  how  matters  stood.  He 
had  had  a  Notice  on  the  Paper 
which  he  was  anxious  to  move;  but 
which,  being  connected  with  the  same 
question  of  Eeport  of  Supply,  he  had  not 
moved,  upon  the  understanding  that  he 
was  to  have  an  opportunity  of  discussion 
on  Eeport  of  Supply.  He  and  his  hon. 
Friends  had  been  waiting  all  day  long, 
only  to  find  that  they  could  not  discuss 
it  that  evening.  The  promise  given  by 
the  Secretary  to  the  Treasury,  that  he 
would  endeavour  to  put  Eeport  on  the 
Paper  at  such  an  hour  that  it  could  be 
discussed,  was,  as  all  hon.  Members 
must  be  aware,  a  very  vague  kind  of 
promise,  considering  the  period  of  the 
Session,  and  would,  in  all  probability, 
come  to  nothing.  He  admitted  that  the 
hon.  Baronet  had  done  everything  pos- 


sible to  ehable  them  to  discuss  the  ques- 
tion ;  but  if  Supply  came  on  that  day 
they  would  have  no  opportunity  of 
making  their  Motions,  and  would, 
therefore,  be  left  to  an  undefined  proba- 
bility of  discussion.  The  Government, 
in  all  probability,  would  be  compelled 
to  take  the  Eeport  of  Supply  at  an  hour 
when  it  would  be  impossible  to  discuss 
it ;  and  he  thought  it  would  have  been 
much  better  that  morning  not  to  have 
given  way  to  the  Government,  in  which 
case  they  would  have  got  no  Supply 
at  all. 

Mb.  EYLANDS  wished  to  make  a 
remark  as  an  English  Member.     While 
he  was  always  ready  to  assist  his  Irish 
Friends  in  their  legitimate  demands,  he 
was  bound  to  say  that  the  exactions 
which  they  were  then  making  upon  the 
time  of  the  House  could  not  be  granted 
without  interfering    very    much    with 
other  hon.  Members.  The  hon.  Member 
for  Meath    (Mr.    Pamell)   complained 
that  he  had  been  in  his  place  expecting 
the  opportunity  of   making    some  re- 
marks upon  the  Eeport  of  Supply.     His 
hon.  Friend  was,  of  course,  entitled  to 
make  those  remarks,  and  he  was  sure 
that  the  hon.  Baronet  the  Secretary  to 
the  Treasury  would  give  him  sufficient 
opportunity  for  discussing  this  deferred 
Vote  of  Supply.     But  he  wished  to  re- 
mind the  House  that  the  English  Mem- 
bers had  also  come  down,  at  g^eat  in- 
convenience,  to    discuss  a  number  of 
Estimates  which  appeared  on  the  Paper 
that  morning,  and  to  assist  the  Govern- 
ment in  getting  through  their  Business. 
He  did  not,  personally,  make  any  pro- 
fession of  having  a  great  disposition  to 
assist  the  Government  at  anytime.  But, 
in  the  present  case,  by  assisting  the  Go- 
vernment to  get  through  their  Business, 
they  were  actually  promoting  their  own 
convenience,  for  if  they  did  not  do  so 
they  would  necessarily  be  kept    there 
some    considerable    time    longer.      Of 
course,  he  regretted  that  the  House  were 
driven  into  a  comer  by  Supply.    It  was 
most  unfortunate  that  on  that  particular 
Saturday  they  should  be  dealing  with 
Votes  of  Supply ;  but  the  fact  was  due 
to  the  continual  desire,  on  the  part  of 
the  Government,  to   oblige  Gentlemen 
from  Ireland,  and  in  consequence  the 
Public  Business  had  been  thrown  into  ab- 
solute confusion.    He  felt  almost  certain 
that,  at  that  moment,  neither  the  hon. 
Baronet  nor  the  hon.  MA\s^«t  Vs!K^\&.«%fi^ 
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could  tell  which  Votes  had  been  carried, 
and  which  had  been  postponed.  The 
South  Kensington  Vote  was  postponed 
at  the  instance  of  the  Irish  Members ; 
and  the  consequence  was  that  another 
very  important  Vote  was  taken,  upon 
which  he  (Mr.  Eylands)  wished  to  make 
some  observations.  The  same  thing  had 
happened  with  the  Scotch  Votes.  Hon. 
Members  from  Scotland  came  down  in 
order  to  take  part  in  the  discussion  of 
the  Scotch  University  Vote,  and  they 
found  that  was  postponed  also,  on  what 
he  must  call  the  unreasonable  applica- 
tion of  his  hon.  Friends  from  Ireland. 
He  appealed  to  them  to  say  whether  it 
was  reasonable  that  the  convenience  of 
Englishmen  and  Scotchmen  should  be 
entirely  sacrificed  to  that  of  half-a-dozen 
Irishmen  ?  He  trusted  the  hon.  Mem- 
ber for  Meath  would  not  press  his 
Motion. 

Question  put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Lord  ELOHO  felt  bound  to  say  a 
few  words  upon  the  question  of  Army 
Eeserve.  The  War  Office  Committee, 
which  had  been  appointed  to  deal  with 
the  whole  subject,  was,  in  his  opinion, 
unnecessary,  as  he  believed  that  the  Se- 
cretary of  State  for  War,  with  the  infor- 
mation at  his  disposal  at  the  War  Office, 
had  ample  opportunity  of  coming  to  a 
decision  himself  upon  ihe  questions  in- 
volved. The  effect  of  the  appointment 
of  the  Committee  would  be  to  postpone 
to  future  years,  in  the  case  of  the  Army 
Keserve,  a  decision  which  might,  in  his 
opinion,  be  come  to  at  once.  The  ques- 
tions to  be  decided  were  simple,  and  it 
required  no  Committee  to  tell  them  that 
no  English  youth  should  be  reckoned  on 
the  Establishment  who  had  not  attained 
the  age  of  20  years ;  or  that,  in  order  to 
obtain  good  non-commissioned  officers, 
there  should  be  offered  the  inducements 
of  a  pension  and  higher  pay.  The 
Militia  was  never  full,  and  the  Commit- 
tee, of  which  the  Secretary  of  State  for 
War  had  been  Chairman,  strangely 
came  to  the  conclusion  that  because  the 
Militia  could  not  be  kept  up  to  the  pro- 
per strength  therefore  the  strength  of 
the  Militia  must  be  reduced.  But  that 
was  not  the  way  in  which  the  question 
should  be  dealt  with.  The  Militia  had 
always  been  the  backbone  of  our  mili- 
taiy  system,  and  it  ought  not  to  be  left 

Jfr.  Eiflandi 


in  this  invertebrate  state.  It  was  to  the 
Militia  that  they  must  look  for  an  effi- 
cient Beserve ;  and  it  was  for  past  and 
present  Secretaries  of  State  for  War  to 
put  their  heads  together  and  to  see  if 
they  could  not  patriotically  come  to  some 
decision  as  to  how  the  Militia  could  best 
be  filled. 

The  chairman  pointed  out  that 
the  Vote  referred  to  the  Army  Beserve, 
and  not  to  the  Militia. 

LoKD  ELCHO  said,  of  course,  if  he 
was  ruled  out  of  Order  he  shoiild  not 
press  the  point.  He  believed  it  was 
from  the  Militia  that  the  Army  should 
derive  its  Beserve;  and,  therefore,  he 
thought  that  his  observations  upon  the 
Militia  were  strictly  germane  to  the  ques- 
tion before  the  Committee.  Therefore, 
unless  he  was  again  told  by  the  Chair- 
man that  he  was  in  error,  he  would 
simply  add  that  there  was  only  one  way 
to  ^  up  the  Militia — namely,  to  put  in 
force  the  ancient  Constitutional  practice 
of  the  country,  that  every  Englisbman 
should  be  bound,  if  need  be,  to  give 
compulsory  service  at  home  in  the 
Militia.  Ke  wished  the  Committee  not 
to  run  away  with  the  idea  that  he  was 
advocating  this  for  the  Army;  it  was 
intended  for  the  Militia  alone.  They 
must  come  to  this,  sooner  or  later ;  and 
any  other  way  of  dealing  with  the  matter 
was  but  ''leather  and  prunella."  His 
firm  conviction  was  that,  appoint  a  Com- 
mittee this  year  or  appoint  a  Committee 
next  year,  any  other  plan  was  simply 
beating  about  the  bush. 

Colonel  MIJBE  wished  to  say  one 
word  only  upon  the  point  of  the  power 
of  the  Committee  now  sitting.  It  had 
been  said  that  the  Committee  were  re- 
stricted in  their  power,  and  the  recom- 
mendations they  were  to  make  were  to 
be  limited  to  such  proposals  as  would 
not  require  the  interference  of  Parlia- 
ment. He  believed  his  statement  would 
be  confirmed  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  opposite  (Colonel  Loyd  Lind- 
say), that  the  powers  of  that  Committee 
were  entirely  unrestricted.  Their  in- 
structions were  to  take  evidence  from 
all  parts  of  the  Empire  on  everything 
connected  with  the  Militia  and  the  Army, 
and  their  powers  of  Beport  were  entirely 
and  completely  unlimited.  Having  al- 
ready seen  a  good  deal  of  that  Com- 
mittee— Shaving  been  himself  before  it — 
his  own  impression  certainly  was  that  it 
was  exceedingly  earnest  in  the  work 
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whicli  it  had  to  do.  He  knew  pretty 
well  that  a  good  deal  of  the  evidence 
given  before  it  had  been — he  did  not 
wish  to  use  too  strong  a  word — or  he 
would  say,  of  the  most  distressing  nature 
in  regard  to  the  general  condition  of  the 
Army,  and  especially  of  the  Infantry  of 
the  Line.  Next  year,  when  they  met 
again  to  discuss  the  Keport  of  that  Com- 
mittee, it  would  be  very  curious  and 
instructive  to  obtain  an  explanation  from 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War,  and 
from  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  who 
preceded  him,  also,  if  possible,  from  the 
Inspector  Generals  of  recruiting  as  to 
the  invariably  favourable  accounts  they 
had  given  the  country  of  the  Army. 
["  Order,  order !  "]  He  did  not  mean 
to  say  that  any  one  single  Gentleman 
had  deceived  the  House  wittingly ;  but 
he  did  say  that  the  assurances  of  Secre- 
tary's of  State  in  the  House  and  He- 
ports  from  the  recruiting  officers  and 
other  officials  had  been  most  mislead- 
ing, and  had  led  hon.  Gentlemen  and 
the  public  to  form  an  opinion  on  the 
state  of  the  Army  which  was  utterly 
and  completely  mistaken.  Although  he 
deeply  regretted  the  state  of  things  which 
had  been  shown  to  exist  by  this  Zulu 
War,  he  would  say  that  those  disclosures 
had  one  satisfactory  side — they  had 
opened  the  eyes  of  the  country  to  the 
condition  of  the  Army. 

Si»  HENEY  HAVELOCK  pointed 
out  that  there  was  g^eat  inconvenience 
in  discussing  a  question  of  this  sort 
when  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  was 
absent.  He  did  not  say  that  prece- 
dents could  not  be  quoted  in  favour  of 
it ;  but  when  a  question  embracing 
generally  the  whole  scope  of  Army  mat- 
ters was  under  discussion,  the  presence 
of  the  Departmental  Minister  was  almost 
necessary,  in  order  to  explain  the  posi- 
tion of  affairs  at  the  present  time.  The 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  behind  him 
(Colonel  Mure)  had  said — and  he  entirely 
agreed  with  him — that  as  the  Committee 
were  now  engaged  in  sifting  all  these 
questions,  it  was  undesirable  that  a  dis- 
cussion on  the  matter  should  be  raised 
in  that  House.  It  would  have  been 
more  desirable  if  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  after  expressing  that  opi- 
nion, had  not  taken  the  opportunity  of 
producing  a  very  strong  impression  on 
one  side.  If  it  were  desirable  not  to 
discuss  the  question  at  all,  it  was  still 
more   iindesirable    that    the   question 


should  be,  to  a  certain  extent,  fore- 
stalled in  public  opinion  by  the  one- 
sided arguments  used  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  and  the  noble  Lord 
opposite  (Lord  Elcho).  He  had  also 
had  the  honour  of  being  examined  as  a 
witness  before  that  Committee.  He 
thought  that  its  general  composition 
was  one  to  give  great  satisfaction  to  the 
country.  It  was  composed,  in  some  re- 
spects, of  officers  who  had  not  had 
recent  experience;  but  officers  of  that 
sort  were  represented  on  the  Committee, 
both  by  officers  of  the  rank  of  General, 
who  had  had  g^eat  experience,  and  by 
two  officers  now  holding  commands  of 
battalions,  who  were,  perhaps,  as  well 
capable  of  giving  opinion  on  all  that 
took  place  as  any  two  men  in  the  Army. 
He  thought  the  Committee  and  the 
public  were  to  be  congratulated  on 
having  these  two  officers  on  the  Com- 
mittee. He  did  not  in  the  least  agree 
with  the  noble  Lord  opposite,  or  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  as  to  the 
result  of  the  deliberations  of  the  Com- 
mittee as  far  as  they  had  gone.  If  the 
question  were  raised  in  that  House  in 
another  shape,  and  at  another  time,  he 
should  be  prepared  to  show  in  detail, 
and  in  the  presence  of  the  Secretary  of 
State  for  War,  that  of  all  the  allegations 
made  as  to  the  causes  supposed  to  ope- 
rate on  the  five  battalions  which  left 
England,  in  what  they  might  deem  to 
be,  in  certain  respects,  an  unsatisfactory 
condition,  there  was  not  one  which  had 
any  bearing,  even  incidentally,  on  the 
system  of  short  service.  That  service, 
no  doubt,  was  co-incident  in  point  of 
time  with  these  defects  ;  but  they  were 
not  caused  by  short  service.  They  could 
not  be  traced  to  short  service,  and  short 
service  was  not  in  any  way  responsible 
for  them.  He  would  undertake  to  say 
that  when  that  Committee  had  closed  its 
proceedings  there  would  not  be  made,  in 
any  one  material  respect,  any  consider- 
able change  in  the  lines  on  which  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  been 
working  for  the  last  six  years,  following 
in  the  steps  of  his  Predecessors.  Neither 
as  regarded  the  main  features  and  prin- 
ciples of  short  service,  nor  as  regarded 
the  main  features  and  principles  of 
localization,  would  there  be  anv 
tial  change,  when  this  quertioii 
most  important  of  any  that  ooiild  ' 
ferred  to  a  Committee — ^had  ~ 
rbughly    sifted   and   examintd. 
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object  in  stating  this  was  to  correct  an 
impression  which  might  result,  if  what 
had  been  said  by  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman  should  be  allowed  to  go  forth 
to  the  country  as  to  what  was  the  ten- 
dency of  the  Committee,  or  what  had 
been  their  proceedings  up  to  the  present 
time.  He  believed  the  special  Vote  at 
present  before  the  Committee  was  the 
Reserye  Vote  ;  and,  if  he  had  had  time, 
he  should  have  liked  to  have  said  a  few 
words  to  "the  Committee  in  regard  to  the 
Heserve.  It  would,  however,  be  in  the 
recollection  of  those  who  had  paid  at- 
tention to  the  matter  in  the  last  six 
years  that  one  of  the  points  brought 
before  that  House  in  1865,  1866,  and 
1867,  had  been  the  unnecessary,  and,  as 
it  appeared  to  him,  the  unwise,  limitation 
of  the  Militia  Beserve.  It  had  been 
shown  repeatedly,  and  expressly  in  the 
mobilization  of  last  year,  to  be  a  most 
effective  Beserve,  both  in  point  of  num- 
bers and  in  individual  composition.  He 
did  trust,  then,  that  one  of  the  results  of 
the  Committee  now  sitting  would  be  that 
the  Militia  Reserve  would  be  appre- 
ciated on  its  right  merits ;  that  it  would 
be  extended  in  the  way  its  friends  would 
have  desired ;  and  that  they  would  have 
its  value  as  a  Beserve,  on  all  occasions 
when  a  sudden  expansion  of  the  Army 
became  necessary,  fully  recognized.  He 
did  not  see  why,  if  considerable  induce- 
ments were  offered  to  the  men  —  of 
which  they  had  already  shown  them- 
selves most  anxious  to  avail  themselves 
— the  Militia  Reserve  should  not  soon 
be  put  in  a  position  into  which  he  and 
others  had  long  tried  to  bring  it,  by 
which  it  would  draw  to  the  ranks  of  the 
Regular  Army,  in  time  of  emergency, 
almost  two-thirds  of  the  effective  force 
of  the  Militia.  He  believed  that  was  a 
modification  of  the  present  system  which 
might  be  very  well  carried  out.  The 
practical  steps  by  which  it  might  be  ob- 
tained hadbeen  repeatedly  explained,and 
it  only  remained  for  this  Committee  to 
give  their  practical  effect  and  force.  His 
real  object  in  rising  was  to  correct  the 
impression  which,  he  feared,  was  pre- 
valent— that  the  short-service  system 
had  proved  a  complete  failure,  and  that 
it  had  left  them,  practically)  without  an 
Army.  The  hon.  and  gallant  Gentle- 
man behind  him  (Colonel  Mure)  was  a 
great  enunciator  of  that  idea ;  and  he 
could  not  permit  it  to  gain  ground,  at 
the  eve  of  tneBeoess,  without  stoting  that 

Sir  Henry  Saveloek 


not  one  of  the  defects  pointed  out  in  the 
battalions  sent  to  the  Uape  was  traceable 
in  any  way  to  the  system  of  short  ser- 
vice;  but  that  every  one  of  them— in- 
dividually, severally,  and  collectively— 
was  to  be  traced,  and  he  had  traced 
them,  to  practical  defects  in  the  adminis- 
tration of  the  system  by  those  who,  at 
Present,  sat  on  the  Government  Benches, 
n  charging  the  officials,  however,  witii 
such  administration,  he  did  not  intend 
to  allege  anything  more  than  that  they 
had  made  mistakes.     He  believed  the 
Secretary  of  State  for  War  was  most 
loyally  anxious  to  carry  out  the  system 
introduced  by  those  who  preceded  him. 
There  was  no  doubt,  however,  that  an 
opinion  prevailed  among  certain  per- 
sons, in  certain  circles  which  had  super- 
ficially examined  the  question,  that  the 
system  had   failed   at  a  most  serious 
j  uncture.   Those  who  alleged  that  should 
recollect,  to  begin  with,  that  during  the 
last   12  months  they  had  succeeded  in 
carrying  on  two  g^eat  wars  on  an  en- 
tirely peace  establishment.  When  it  was 
alleged  that  battalions  were   sent  oat 
with  from  S60  to  370  men,  it  ought  to 
be  remembered  that  that  was  due  not  at 
all  to  the  system,  but  to  the  ac^  of  Her 
Maj esty's  Government.    If  they  thought 
fit  to  send  out  15  battalions  of  800  men 
each,  and,  therefore,  to  reduce  the  Army 
by  12,000  men,  they  ought,  then,  to  have 
come  to  the  House  and  asked  for  addi- 
tional men  to  keep  up  the  Force.   These 
faults,  then,  which  were  charged  to  the 
system,  were  really  due  to  the  act  of 
the  Government,  and  that  was  the  whole 
foundation  on  which  this  alarming  super- 
structure had  been  built,  a  superstruc- 
ture for  which  there  was  no  reason  at 
all.     On  the  other  hand,  there  certainly 
were  radical  defects  in  our  system  which 
had  been  successfully  pointed  out  every 
year ;  but  they  might  have  equally  oc- 
curred with  a  system  of  long  service, 
and  he  believed  that  our  military  system 
had  never  been  in  a  more  vigorous  state 
than  it  was  now.    It  must  be  remem- 
bered, however,  that  in  order  to  make 
it  successful  they  must  carry  it  out  tho- 
roughly ;   and,  for  his  part,  he  believed 
that  it  was  absolutely  necessairto  begin 
with  a  larg^  proportion  of  all  the  re- 
cruits of  the  age  of  20  or  21 .  His  conten- 
tion was,  they  could  not  work  a  system 
of  that  Idnd  without  doing  that. 

LoBD  ELCHO  begged  to  explain  that 
his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Sir  Henry 
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Havelook)  entirely  misunderstood  him 
if  he  supposed  that  it  was  his  intention 
to  say  anything  against  short  service. 
He  never  had  said  a  word  against  it. 
All  that  he  had  mentioned  was,  that  by 
some  means  or  another,  by  higher  pay, 
or  by  pensions,  or  something  of  the  same 
kind,  they  should  induce  men  to  remain 
longer  in  the  Army  than  was  possible 
under  the  short  service  system,  in  order 
to  keep  those  men  as  non-commissioned 

officers.  

Colonel  MURE  said,  with  regard  to 
the  remarks  made  by  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Gentleman  near  him  (Sir  Henry 
Havelock),  he  believed  it  was  possible 
to  have  a  system  of  short  service  and  a 
Beserve ;  but  his  contention  was  that  it 
was  not  possible,  with  the  class  from 
which  they  recruited,  to  have  efficient 
regiments  on  the  six  years'  system.  When 
Lord  Cardwell's  system  was  introduced 
it  seemed  to  have  been  entirely  forgotten 
that  even  Colonial  wars  required  men  of 
mature  age  and  who  were  thoroughly 
disciplined,  and  that,  to  have  these  ready 
under  a  six  years'  system,  the  total 
strength  must  be  increased.  They  were 
told  that,  under  this  short  service  sys- 
tem, they  would  offer  such  inducements 
to  the  public  that  they  would  get  tho- 
roughly efficient  recruits  ;  but  this  pro- 
phecy had  not  been  fulfilled.  Just  be- 
fore the  Zulu  War  they  had  61,000  men 
in  the  Infantry  at  home,  and  out  of 
that  number  there  were  20,000  men 
who  were  under  one  year's  service,  and 
there  were  10,000  men  over  35  years  of 
age,  a  large  proportion  of  whom  were 
too  old  for  active  service,  or  claiming 
their  discharge ;  so  that,  as  a  result, 
they  only  had  the  remainder  with  which 
to  furnish  the  garrisons  of  the  country, 
to  send  re-inforcements  to  India,  and 
carry  on  Colonial  wars ;  hence  the  ex- 
treme defection  of  the  regiments  at  this 
moment.  He  was  not  against  the  sys- 
tem of  service  with  the  Colours,  and 
subsequently  going  to  the  Reserve.  What 
he  complained  of — and  he  thought  it  was 
by  far  the  greatest  evil  which  existed  in 
the  Army  at  the  present  time — was  a 
gradual  slackening  of  discipline  all 
through  it,  and  a  feeling  of  discontent 
pervading  every  branch  of  the  Service. 
It  was  not  that  they  did  not  get  good 
recruits,  considering  their  youth,  nor 
that  the  number  was  insufficient — they 
got  30,000  last  year,  and  of  thatnimiber 
4,600  disappeared,  either  by  purchase  or 


discharge,  and  they  lost  1,700  by  deser- 
tion. It  was  this  enormous  annual  dis- 
appearance which  exhausted  the  strength 
and  efficiency,  in  itself  a  proof  of  discon- 
tent in  the  ranks.  They  could  not  stand 
such  a  drain  as  that  with  their  present 
number.  The  discontent  showed  itself 
also  in  the  difficulty  to  persuade  the  best 
privates  to  take  the  stripes,  so  that  they 
had  inferior  men  commanding  men 
known  to  be  superior  to  them.  The 
same  feeling  pervaded  every  rank 
amongst  the  officers,  and  it  was  a  cor- 
roding evil.  Our  system  was  purely  a 
voluntary  one,  and  the  officers  came 
from  so  high  a  class  that  they  were,  of 
course,  loyaJ,  and  performed  their  duties 
well.  Still,  if  this  system  went  on,  dis- 
content would  increase  and  time  would 
show  that  it  was  possible  to  put  too 
great  a  strain  upon  the  loyalty  of  our 
officers,  and  the  result  would  be  either 
a  gradual  slackening  of  the  whole  con- 
ception and  standard  of  discipline  and 
efficiency,  or  else  a  disinclination  among 
the  superior  ranks  of  society  to  accept 
commissions. 

Colonel  LOYD  LINDSAY  hoped 
he  would  not  be  thought  wanting  in  any 
respect,  if  he  replied  very  shortly  to  the 
interesting  speech  made  by  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman,  for  he  was  bound 
to  say  they  had  diverged  somewhat  from 
the  subject  before  the  Committee.  The 
hour  was  late,  and  the  period  of  the 
Session  was  late  ;  and  he  had,  besides, 
another  reason  for  shortness,  that  a  very 
influential  Committee  of  General  Officers 
were  now  engaged  in  considering  these 
very  points.  If  hon.  Members  of  know- 
ledge and  weight  on  the  subject  had 
any  desire  to  place  their  views  before 
the  Committee,  either  in  writing  or 
verbally,  he  was  quite  certain  they 
would  be  most  readily  listened  to,  and 
their  views  accepted  with  the  greatest 
deference.  That,  he  thought,  would  be 
a  sufficient  reason  for  not  continuing  the 
discussion  any  longer.  Still,  he  must 
notice  one  or  two  remarks  that  had  been 
made  by  the  hon.  and  gallant  Member 
opposite  (Colonel  Mure).  He  had  not 
gone  so  far  as  to  say  that  there  was  a 
want  of  discipline  or  a  feeling  of  dis- 
content pervading  the  Army — he  was 
sure  that  wa^  not  the  meaning  he  in- 
tended to  convey. 

Colonel  MURE:  If  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman  will  pardon  me,  that 
is  absolutely  within  my  m^aAiii^. 
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OoLOKEL  LOYD  LINDSAY  replied, 
that  he  could  only  eay,  then,  that  he 
entirely  differed  from  the  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Member.  He  did  not  think  there 
was  any  such  feeling  in  the  Army,  or 
that  there  was  any  want  of  discipline 
shown.  The  fact  that  the  privates  would 
not  take  the  stripes  was  not  any  argu- 
ment at  all.  A  man  was  perfectly  en- 
titled to  remain  a  private  soldier  if  he 
ohose,  and  was  within  his  right  in  doing 

80.  

CoLOKEL  MURE  said,  he  had  not 
bee^  understood.  He  did  not  complain 
that  any  want  of  discipline  was  shown 
in  a  man  refusing  the  stripes.  Nothing 
BO  absurd  ever  entered  his  mind.  What 
he  said  was,  when  especially  eligible 
privates  refused  the  stripes  and  inferior 
ones  were  promoted,  the  result  was  that 
good  men  were  commanded  by  inferior 
men,  and  that  could  not  conduce  to  dis- 
cipline. 

Mr.  KYLANDS  rose  to  Order.  It 
appeared  to  him  that  the  points  raised 
were  not  exactly  within  the  Vote  for  the 
Seserve,  which  they  were  then  supposed 
to  be  discussing. 

The  GHAIKMAN  said,  that  he  had 
more  than  once  reminded  hon.  Mem- 
bers of  the  point  before  the  Committee, 
and  had  endeavoured,  ineffectually,  to 
stop  a  discussion,  the  whole  of  which 
appeared  to  him  considerably  out  of 
Order. 

CoLOirasL  LOYD  LINDSAY  said,  after 
such  a  statement  from  the  Chairman  he 
would  not  follow  the  point  further,  and 
he  thought  it  was  only  right  that  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Member  should  have 
an  opportunity  of  disclaiming  his  words 
if  he  thought  it  necessary.  The  Keserve 
had  been  fotmd  fault  with  by  some 
Members,  who  seemed  to  have  forgotten 
that  last  year,  when  the  Government 
called  upon  them,  they  came  up  to  a 
man.  That  was  a  g^eat  surprise  to  some 
hon.  Members,  though  it  was  not  a  sur- 
prise to  him,  for  he  always  believed  they 
would  come.  Still,  however,  they  did 
join  in  the  most  extraordinary  way. 
There  was  scarcely  a  man  who  did  not 
answer  to  his  name,  and  all  of  them 
were  admirable  soldiers,  who,  if  they 
had  gone  abroad,  would  certainly  have 
done  good  service.  He  might  state,  also, 
another  fact.  He  knew,  from  his  own 
knowledge,  that  a  short  time  ago  there 
was  a  proposition  that  members  of  the 
Beserve  should  be  allowed  to  volunteer 


for  active  service  abroad.    The  Secre- 
tary of  State  for  War  determined  to  call 
upon  them ;  but  he  limited  the  number 
to  1,000,  and  he  was  certain  that  hon. 
Members  would  be  surprised  to  hear 
that   940  men    immediately   presented 
themselves  of  their  own  accord.    What 
more  could  they  have  done  ?     He  really 
thought  this  proved  they  might  con- 
^atmate  themselves  on  having  in  the 
Keserve  a  nucleus  of  an  admirable  sys- 
tem of  Army  organization. 

Sm  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  thought  he 
was  not  out  of  Order  in  asking  attention 
to  one  question  raised  by  the  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentleman.  He  stated  that 
some  battalions  had  become  so  atten- 
uated that  they,  at  present,  only  num- 
bered some  300  or  360  men  on  parade. 
He  should  like  to  know  what  course  the 
Government  had  taken  to  fill  up  those 
battalions,  and  to  keep  them  at  their 
proper  efficiency?  K  they  had  only 
300  or  360  men  in  the  battalion,  the 
number  of  Reserve  men  they  would  be 
likely  to  get  would  become  somewhat 
limited. 

Sib  henry  HAVELOCK  asked  to 
be  allowed  to  say  one  word  strictly  in 
explanation.  When  the  Army  Discipline 
and  Regulation  Bill  was  before  them, 
he  asked  whether  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  was  precluded  from  taking  the 
services  of  Reserve  men  who  were  ready 
to  come  forward  to  serve,  and  what  por- 
tion of  the  Reserve  Acts  had  been  in- 
corporated with  the  Army  Discipline  and 
Regulation  Bill  ?  The  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  replied  that  the  Reserve  Acts 
had  only  been  incidentally  incorporated 
in  the  Act.     He  pointed  out  this  blot  in 
the  month  of  Feoruary.     He  distinctly 
charged  it  against  the  Government,  as 
one  of  their  acts  of  omission,  that  in 
consequence  of  theirnot  having  remedied 
it,  Reserve  men,  who  were  willing  and 
anxious  to  come,  were  prevented  from 
doing  so.      This  blot    stiU  remained; 
and  they  were  now,  as  in  the  month  of 
February,  absolutely  without  the  means 
of  taking  any  of  these  Reserve  men.  He 
should  like  to  know  what  steps  the  Go- 
vernment proposed  to  take  to  remedy 
this  ?  for  he  alleged,  without  the  slight- 
est fear  of  contradiction,  that  if  they  had 
taken  steps  that  were  in  their  power  to 
fill  up  their  battalions  with  men  who  were 
willing  to  volunteer  there  would  never 
have  been  these  attenuated  battalions, 
which  had  been  made  a  peg  on  which 


2013 


Supply--- 


(August  2,  1879)  Army  EiiimaUi.        2014 


to  hang  this  state  of  alarm  in  which  the 
country  had  been  ever  since. 

Colonel  MUEE  wanted  to  know  if 
these  940  men  had  been  taken  for  this 
year,  or  had  been  taken  for  the  rest  of 
their  period  of  Reserve  ? 

Major  O'BEIENE  begged  to  move  to 
report  Progress.  It  was  useless  to  take 
these  Votes  while  the  Secretary  of  State 
for  War  was  absent. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  "That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
aak  leave  to  sit  again,"  —  {Major 
O'Beirne,) — put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

CoLOOTL  LOYD  LINDSAY  replied, 
that  the  Beserve  men  were  taken  for  the 
remainder  of  their  12  years'  service. 
With  regard  to  the  question  of  the  hon. 
and  gallant  Gentleman  opposite  (Sir 
Henry  Havelock),  the  Government,  if 
necessary,  could  ask  for  Beserves  again 
in  the  same  way  as  they  had  done  re- 
cently. 

Mr.  RYLANDS  wished  to  point  out 
to  the  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that 
this  charge  entirely  disturbed  the  calcu- 
lations on  which  this  Vote  was  asked 
for.  If  1,000  men  were  to  be  drafted 
from  the  Reserve  into  the  Army,  it 
altered  the  number  on  which  the  Esti- 
mates were  based;  and,  therefore,  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  ought  to 
alter  his  Estimates.  He  objected,  al- 
together, to  give  Government  more 
money  than  they  were  entitled  to ;  and, 
therefore,  he  would  suggest  that  the 
Vote,  in  its  present  shape,  should  be 
withdrawn,  for  the  purpose  of  being 
brought  in  again  at  a  lower  amotmt. 
He  could  not  go  into  the  technical  ques- 
tion which  had  been  raised  by  hon.  and 
gallant  Gentlemen,  whose  experience 
gave  them  a  right  to  speak  on  the  sub- 
ject; but  he  thought  they  might  wait 
for  the  Report  of  the  Committee  which 
was  now  inquiring  into  the  whole  mat- 
ter. He  presumed  it  was  utterly  im- 
possible they  should  have  that  Report 
this  Session.  He  was  very  much  in- 
clined to  agree  with  the  noble  Lord  op- 
posite (Lord  Elcho)  that  the  Committee 
was  merely  a  hanging  up  of  the  whole 
question.  During  his  own  experience 
of  the  House  they  had  always  been 
having  Committees  on  the  Army,  and 
there  had  always  been  a  great  impres- 


sion that  the  state  of  the  Army  was  un- 
satisfactory. There  were  always  prophets 
of  evil ;  and  now  they  were  told  that  the 
Army,  which  ought  to  be  in  the  most 
vigorous  condition,  was  to  undergo  a 
searching  analysis  to  see'  where  the  dis- 
ease was  from  which  it  suffered.  To 
him,  who  was  not  a  member  of  the  Ser- 
vice, it  was  extremely  unsatisfactory 
to  hear  such  complaints,  from  year  to 
year,  of  the  state  of  the  Army,  and  yet 
to  be  called  upon  every  year  to  join  in 
voting  an  enormous  sum  for  its  main- 
tenance. They  voted  something  like 
£16,000,000  annually  for  the  Army,  and 
yet  they  were  told  it  was  in  such  a  state 
that  it  was  positively  almost  crumbling 
from  weakness.  When  the  Army  Re- 
serve was  first  established  he  was 
under  the  impression  it  was  to  be  used 
in  a  time  of  great  national  emergency, 
and  that  by  these  means  they  would  be 
able  to  fall  back  upon  a  large  number 
of  trained  men.  Yet  now,  under  the 
pressure  of  a  single  paltry  war,  they 
were  positively  interfering  with  this 
Reserve ;  and  if  they  proposed  to  enlist 
them  the  Reserve  would  not  be  found 
when  they  were  wanted.  They  had  al- 
ready taken  advantage  of  not  less  than 
1,000  of  them,  and  he  protested  alto- 
gether against  a  state  of  things  under 
which  it  was  necessary,  in  a  small  war 
like  this  in  Africa,  to  draw  on  the  Re- 
serves. 

Colonel  MURE  said,  they  ought  to 
add  to  the  Army  Votes  a  sum  for  these 
men,  and  to  deduct  £6,000  from  the  Re- 
serve Vote.  These  men,  whether  they 
were  sent  to  the  Cape  or  served  at 
home,  were  no  longer  in  the  Reserve. 
He  should  be  glad  if  his  hon.  and  gal- 
lant Friend  could  give  him  any  informa- 
tion as  to  the  state  of  the  Reserves. 
Here  it  was  reduced  at  a  blow  by  900 
odd  men,  and  yet  they  were  voting  for 
the  number  proposed  when  the  Esti- 
mates were  reduced,  without  knowing 
an3rthing  about  the  present  condition  of 
the  Force 

Sir  PATRICK  O'BRIEN  said,  they 
were  being  asked  for  the  Vote  for  men 
who  did  not  belong  to  the  Reserves, 
and,  for  his  part,  he  did  not  think  they 
ought  to  pay  money  unless  it  was  ac- 
tually expended.  In  order  to  bring  the 
whole  question  before  the  Committee  he 
would  move  to  reduce  the  Vote  "b^ 
£6,000, 
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Motion  made,  and  Question  proposedi 

"  That  a  sum,  not  exceeding  £197,000,  be 
eranted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Chsfge 
for  the  Pay,  Allowances,  &c.  of  a  number  of 
Army  Beserve  First  Class,  not  exceeding  22,000, 
and  of  the  Army  Besenre  Second  Class,  which 
will  come  in  course  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  3lBt  day  of  March  1880."— (iStr 
Patnek  O'Brien,) 

CoLOOTL  LOYD  LINDSAY  said,  his 
hon.  Friend  the  Member  for  Burnley 
was  so  enamoured  of  the  Eeserye  that 
he  wished  it  should  not  be  used.  His 
objection  to  the  Beseire  was  that  when 
they  required  it  they  should  have  men 
upon  whom  they  could  call,  and  he  was 
at  a  loss  to  understand  the  argument  of 
the  hon.  Member.  These  men  were 
there,  and  when  they  wanted  them  on 
an  emergency,  such  as  that  which  had 
taken  place,  they  took  the  course  pointed 
out  by  reasonable  men,  and  asked  for 
their  services.  Of  course,  if  they  had 
men  in  one  place  they  could  not  have 
them  in  another.  With  regard  to  this 
question  of  pay^  it  was  only  a  matter  of 
Estimates.  The  Estimates  were  merely 
a  calculation  of  the  pay  which  would  fall 
due ;  and  if  they  did  not  pay  these  men 
on  one  Vote  they  would  pay  them  on 
another.  The  matter  was  so  simple,  he 
did  not  think  it  worth  making  any 
alteration  about,  or  to  shift  these  men 
from  the  Beserve  to  the  Army.  Of 
course,  it  could  be  done  if  necessary; 
but  it  was  not  a  matter  which  reasonable 
men  would  desire  or  wish  to  see  carried 
out.  As  to  the  number  of  the  Beserve, 
the  process  was  more  simple.  They  had 
only  to  deduct  940  from  the  Beserve 
Force.  The  figures  were — 1 1 1  Artillery, 
642  Guards,  1,244  Bifles,  13,719  In- 
fantry, and  2,400  Cavalry. 

OoLONEL  MIJBE  remarked,  that  these 
were  the  figures  for  four  months  ago, 
and  he  wanted  to  know  what  the  Forces 
consisted  of  now  ?  Surely,  when  Esti- 
mates were  brought  up  for  discussion, 
hon.  Members  should  be  informed  of 
the  condition  of  the  Army.  He  wanted 
to  know  what  had  been  added  to  the 
Beserve  during  these  four  months  ? 

Sir  PATBIOK  O'BBIEN  observed, 
that  under  this  Vote  they  took  a  charge 
for  each  of  these  940  men  at  ^d,  a-day  ; 
but  if  they  went  out  to  serve  like  ordi- 
nary soldiers  the  Ad,  a-day  would  not  be 
paid.  But  they  would  have  to  be  paid 
at  the  ordinary  valuation  rate,  and,  con- 
sequently, he  should  think  there  would 
be  a  very  considerable  mixture  of  ac- 


counts. It  seemed  to  him  a  most  ex- 
traordinary course  of  procedure,  and  it 
would  certainly  be  a  more  reg^ular  course 
of  proceeding  to  have  a  Supplementary 
Vote  in  the  ordinary  way.  if  he  could 
get  no  more  satis&ctory  answer  than 
that  given  to  him  he  should  certainly 
take  a  Division. 

Mb.  BYLANDS  said,  according  to 
the  statement  of  the  hon.  and  gallant 
Gentleman,  if  they  took  1,000  men  from 
the  Beserve  and  added  them  to  the 
Army  it  would  be  necessary,  if -they  re- 
duced the  Beserve  Vote,  to  add  it  to  the 
Army  Vote.  In  that  he  was  ^together 
wrong,  for  in  the  Army  Vote  they  had 
a  Vote  for  the  total  number  of  men,  and 
could  not  increase  that.  The  1,000  men 
from  the  Beserve  simply  filled  up  va- 
cancies in  the  ranks  of  the  Begular 
Forces,  as  he  took  it  for  granted  that 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  not 
attempted  to  employ  more  men  than 
were  voted.  Further,  he  might  ex- 
plain that  he  wished  the  Beserve  men  to 
be  used  in  a  proper  emergency ;  but  the 
emergency  contemplated  was  a  great 
national  one,  and  not  the  state  of  things 
recently  existing.  The  Army  ought  to 
be  in  such  a  state  that  they  ought  not  to 
go  to  the  Beserves  at  aU,  except  for  an 
emergency  which  was  worthy  of  being 
called  really  national.  They  never  ought 
to  resort  to  the  Beserves  on  a  Httle 
pressure,  which  ought  not  to  have  anseo 
if  the  Army  had  been  efficient. 

Me.  WHITWELL  pointed  out  that 
there  must  be  some  misunderstanding 
as  to  this  Vote.  They  voted  a  certain 
number  of  men  for  the  Beserves;  but 
did  not  say  the  men  were  always  to  be 
the  same.  That  number  was  suddenly 
changed;  because  Beserve  men  volun- 
teered into  the  regiments ;  consequently, 
when  the  1,000  men  were  taken  off 
for  this  purpose  there  was  an  influx 
of  others  coming  in  after  five  years' 
service. 

Majob  O'BEIBNE  pointed  out  that  it 
was  quite  useless  to  have  Cavalry  Be- 
serves when  they  really  had  Beserves 
in  each  regiment.  In  most  Cavalry 
regiments  they  had  about  500  men, 
with  only  300  horses,  and,  therefore, 
there  was  no  need  for  any  Beserves. 

Sib  HENBY  HAVELOCK  trusted 
they  might  be  allowed  to  proceed  with  this 
Vote,  thinking  the  discussion  on  it  bad 
taken  quite  long  enough.  The  nnmber 
of  Beserveshefound,  in  July,^was  16,959; 
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but  tliat  number  yaried  from  day  to  day. 
Secondly,  what  bad  been  pointed  out  as 
inaocnrate  was  not  80,  for  me  Vote  taken 
at  the  beginning  of  the  year  would  cover 
the  actual  number  who  joined.  He 
thought  the  Oovemment  had  done  very 
wisely  and  properly  in  taking  these  men 
from  the  Eeserves ;  and  he  apprehended 
they  were  intended  tore-inforce  the  Army 
in  Zululand,  if  necessity  arose.  He  was 
surprised,  however,  at  one  remark  of  the 
hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman,  for  he  took 
credit  to  the  Department  for  taking 
these  men  in  the  month  of  June,  when 
he  had  ursed  upon  the  Oovemment  that 
they  should  take  them  ever  since  the 
month  of  February.  In  that  month 
they  would  have  been  of  some  use,  and 
it  was  then  they  ought  to  have  taken 
them. 

Sib  FATBIGE  O'BEIEN  asked  leave 
to  withdraw  his  Amendment,  as  he  was 
satisfied  with  the  explanation  of  the  hon. 
Member  for  Kendal  (Mr,  Whitwell). 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn. 
Original  Question  again  proposed. 

CoiiONEL  MUEIl  said,  it  was  most 
important  they  should  know  the  exact 
number  of  the  Eeserves.  They  were 
stated  at  16,000,  and  now  they  had 
deducted  1,000  men;  so  that  in  1878-9 
they  were  stated  to  be  19,000  men,  and 
previously  they  were  put  at  22,000. 
Dut  if  there  were  19,000  last  year,  even 
allowing  for  the  1,000  taken  away,  what 
had  become  of  the  2,000  difference  be- 
tween those  figures  and  the  16,000  esti- 
mated for  ? 

Mb.  FAI^NELL  moved  to  reduce  the 
Vote  of  £165,000,  the  payment  of  the 
Army  Eeserve,  Glass  1,  by  £25,000. 
He  said,  that  the  Vote  had  dlways  been 
loosely  drawn,  and  exemplified  the  prac- 
tice of  the  War  Office,  which  always 
estimated  for  a  larger  sum  of  money 
than  it  was  likely  to  spend.  The  con- 
sequence was  that  the  War  Office  had 
always  a  good  deal  of  money  in  hand 
wherewith  to  embark,  without  the  con- 
sent of  Farliament,  in  little  wars.  He 
had  no  doubt  that  a  great  deal  of  the 
cost  of  the  Zulu  War  had  been  paid  for, 
not  out  of  the  Vote  of  Credit  passed  at 
the  commencement  of  the  Session — for 
that  must  have  been  spent  long  since— 
but  out  of  the  balances  which  the  War 
Office  had  at  its  disposal  as  the  result  of 
these  excess  Votes.  In  1877-8, 15,000  of 
the  First  Glass  Army  Beserve  were  esti- 
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mated  for,  and  in  January,  1878,  only 
11,258  were  actually  in  existence.  In 
1878-9  19,000  men  were  estimated  for, 
and  in  1879  there  were  only  15,000  in 
existence.  In  1879,  22,000  were  esti- 
mated for.  The  right  hon.  and  gallant 
Oentleman  the  Secretary  of  State  for  War 
knew  he  would  never  get  that  number, 
and  it  was  perfectly  certain  that  it  was 
impossible  for  him  to  obtain  it.  He, 
therefore,  proposed  to  cut  down  the  Es- 
timates to  the  proportion  of  men  the 
Oovemment  were  likely  to  have.  He 
found,  from  the  Auditor  General's  Be- 
port,  pages  88  and  89,  that  in  1876-7 
only  £47,000  was  spent  out  of  £87,000 
voted  in  that  year.  It  followed,  there- 
fore, that  if  they  cut  down  the  Vote  by 
£25,000  the  War  Office  would  still  have 
another  £25,000  which  it  could  not  use ; 
£140,000  would  be  left,  which  would  be 
£10,000  more  than  the  War  Office  could 
possibly  spend. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  put,  ''That 
Sub-head  B,  £165,000,  Pay  of  Army 
Eeserve,  be  reduced  by  £25,000."  — 
{^Mr.  Pamell.) 

TheGomwiHoQ dmded: — ^Ayee4;  Noes 
64:  Majority  60.— (Div.  List,  No.  204.) 

Original  Question  put,  and  agresd  to. 

(12.)  Motion  made,  and  Question  pro- 
posed, 

*'That  a  stun,  not  exceeding  £392,400,  l)e 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  to  defray  the  Charge 
for  Commissariat,  Tnmsport,  and  Ordnance 
Store  Establishments,  Wages,  &c.,  that  will 
come  in  coarse  of  payment  during  the  year 
ending  on  the  Slst  day  of  March  1880." 

MAJoaNOLANsaid,  he  wished  to  draw 
attention  to  this  Vote,  which  dealt  largely 
with  the  salaries  of  two  Departments — 
the  Commissariat  and  Ordnance  Stores. 

Colonel  LOYD  LINDSAY  begged 
to  move  to  report  Progress. 

The  CHAIEMAN  :  The  hon.  and  pl- 
iant Member  for  Galway  is  in  possession 
of  the  House. 

Majob  NOLAN  said,  if  the  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer  wished  to  report 
Progress  he  would  not  oppose ;  but  he 
wished  to  speak  on  this  Vote. 

The  CHANCELLOE  of  the  EXCHE- 
QUER said,  if  there  was  any  proba- 
bility of  getting  the  Vote  he  would  be 
very  glad  to  take  it ;  but  he  was  under  an 
honourable  engagement  not  to  sit  much 
after  6  o'clock.  If,  therefore,  they  were 
likely  to  take  this  Vote  without  much 
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diBGusaion  ke  wouM  ga  oa;  but  if  it 

would  take  any  great  amount  of  tune 
it  wouM  be  better  to  report  Progreea. 
He  would,  bowever,  leave  tke  matter  in 
the  hands  of  the  House. 

Major  NOLAN  said,  he  would  make 
his  remarks  very  brief,  and  aa  he  was 
likely  to  be  called  away  next  week  he 
should  be  glad  if  the  Vote  oould  be 
taken  then.  The  Ord^Muioe  Store  De* 
partment  was  a  very  important  one,  ibr 
it  had  to  supply  the  Army  with  amiKa- 
nition,  guns,  and,  in  fact,  everything 
ezeept  food,  vet  they  had  been  very 
badly  treated  for  a  very  long  thne.  The 
majors  averaged  ^m  28  to  32  years' 
serTice,  while  officers  of  the  rank  of 
captain  averaged  from  12  to  2S  years. 
Their  appeals  had  been  repeatedly  al- 
lowed to  De  fair,  and  some  time  ago  tke 
corps  was  amalgamated  with  the  Oon- 
trol.  Their  g^evanoes,  however,  were 
not  fully  considered.  The  Contiolwae 
afterwards  broken  up ;  and  now,  although 
they  stood  alone,  all  the  promises  given 
them  of  improving  their  prospects  had 
not  been  carried  out.  A  Committee  was 
appointed  to  consider  the  matter,  and, 
very  strangely,  the  only  result  of  their 
action  was  to  nominate  two  of  their 
members  to  very  good  appointments. 
One  was  appointed  as  the  l)irector  of 
Transposris  and  Supplies,  and  the  other 
as  Secretary  of  the  Service.  The  Gom- 
mittee>  however,  reported  that  these 
officers  were  really  very  badly  treated, 
and  that  promotion  was  unduly  delayed. 
As  a  rule,  20  years'  service  was  enough 
for  promotion;  while  nearly  all  the 
majors  in  this  corps  had  served  for  28 
years.  They  had  been  promised  &at  a 
Warrant  should  be  brought  out  and 
promulgated ;  but  the  promise  did  not 
state  that  they  should  be  put  on  a  perfect 
parity  with  the  Commissariat.  These 
officers  thought  that  they  ought  to  be 
placed  exactly  in  the  same  position  as 
the  Commissariat.  They  had  not  to 
deal  much  with  money;  on  the  other 
hand,  the  Store  Department,  as  was 
well  understood  by  those  who  knew  any- 
thinff  of  the  Army,  had  to  ke^  stoces 
which  were  quite  as  vcduable  aa  the 
money  intrusted  to  the  Commissaiiat. 
The  offioers  objected  also  to  being  called 
store  -  ke^rs,  which  gave  them  a  bad 
position.  On  the  exeaticm  of  thia  import- 
ant Dejdartmaiit,  laany  Axttllery  officers 
ioined  it  in  the  expectation  that  it  would 
be  a  msJ&tary  body,  with  vazy  high  poei* 
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tiois  attaefaed.  Batthaee  waa  utiBlft^ 
real  and  taagiUa  grievanea  in  regaid  to 
promotion,  and  he  had  lu»ed  ■awasAiiig 
at  least  would  have  been  done, 

LoB]»  SUSTACE  OSOIIi   admitted 
that  theve  were  reasons  for  the  eom- 
plainta  with  reoard  to  this  Department, 
and  he'  oooldonly  say  that  hia  aoUe  sad 
gallant  Friends,  the  fbvmer  Seeretaiy  of 
State  §0T  War,  and  the  present  Seeretaiy 
of  State  tor  War,  aa  well  aa  lumsdl^ 
were  alwaya  anxioEis  to  remove  these 
grievances  whieh,  in  fSEdmass  to  himstlf 
and  his  Friends,  he  mnat  say  they£raad 
existing  when  they  oame  into  Qffies. 
He   knew  that  the  position  this  oom 
oceupied  raised  a  fee!^  of  eoreneasin 
many  rejects  which  it  was  veay  xi^^t 
to  removOi.    It  waa  quite  conreet  to  say 
there  were  several  Committees  who  had 
endeavoured  to  come  to  some  arrange- 
ment with  a  view  to  fadlitate  niODio- 
tion.    He  did  not  propose  to  go  throng^ 
all  their  recommendationa ;  but  it  womd 
be  sufficient  to  say  that^  at  least,  they 
had  decided  that  the  Commissariat  should 
be  put  on  a  military  basu,  and  even- 
tuaUy,  if  that  pcoved  suoeessfnl,  and  if 
they  got  offifiers  and  nc^^commiisaionsd 
offieers  such  aa  they  expeeted*  t2»e  Ord- 
nance Store  would  follow.     It  weaU 
be  a  question  of  time^  ef  ooaxae^  totAej 
must  see  how  this  plan  worked.    The 
hon.  and  gallant  Q^tleman  liad  men- 
tioned a  list  of  oomplaittts  and  gziev- 
ances  of  sonte  officers,  and  oertaialy 
some  of  them  had  existed  for  a  v«y 
longtime.    But  he  bdieved  that  they 
arose  very  much  from  the  abcdition  at 
the  eonneetion  wiik  the  Cbntrol  in  1875. 
Before  ftat  time,  the  two  Ssrvioea  being 
together  in  one  body,  the  promotion  <x 
the  offioers  was,  no  doabt^  facilitated, 
and  they  had  a  greater  chanee  of  pio- 
motioa.    Since  the  separation  was  made, 
the  Secretary  of  State  for  War  had  ap- 
pointed two  Conmiittees  to  see  how  &i 
these  grievanoes  ooald  be  removed,  and 
their  recommwdatione  were  still  under 
c(msid«ratiion.    If  the  hon.  and  gaUaat 
Gentleman  referred  to  the  answers  he 
had  given  on  this  sakieot,  he  would  find 
he  had  said  that  the  officers  oi  the  Ord- 
nance Store  would  be  very  neariy^e 
had  used  those  words,  but  they  gave  a 
very  wrong  impression^-^be  should  bsTS 
said,  on  au  IScms,  with  the  offioers  of  the 
Oonmiasariat    The  words  he  used,  sod 
whidh  he  very  mnch  regretted^  he  saw 
had  produced  an   n^ressmi  that  the 
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officers  of  the  Ordnance  Store  would  be 
in  some  material  or  slight  deg^ree  diffe- 
rent from  Oommissariat  officers ;  whereas 
they  would  not,  in  any  degree,  or  in  the 
slightest  degree^  be  different,  either  as 
regarded  pay,  pension,  or  promotion. 
Oonsidering  the  way  in  which  the  offi- 
cers were  brought  into  the  Ordnance 
Store  Department,  however,  it  would  be 
impossible,  in  individual  instances,  to 
miuce  the  promotion  of  all  individuals 
exactly  the  same.  It  was  the  desire, 
however,  of  the  Government  to  make 
them,  as  nearly  as  possible,  the  same, 
and  that  was  why  he  used  the  words, 
"  very  nearly."  If  he  had  said  ''  on  all 
fours,"  he  would  have  been,  practically, 
more  correct  and  accurate.  As  to  the 
officers  being  called  store-keepers,  the 
term  was  a  very  ancient  one,  and  it  was 
onlv  within  the  last  20  years  that  any 
famt  had  been  found  with  it.  That  might 
arise  from  the  fact  that  stores,  generally, 
had  spread  all  over  the  world ;  but,  still, 
he  did  not  think  the  word  "store- 
keeper" was  associated  in  an^  way  with 
the  idea  of  co-operation.  This  term  had 
always  been  used ;  but  he  knew  that  the 
feeling  was  as  represented,  and  he  had 
always  felt  there  was  g^und  for  com- 
plaint. If,  therefore,  anyone  would 
suggest  to  him  an  equally  good  or  better 
term,  which  would  not  interfere  with 
the  Commissariat  Department,  he  would 
use  his  interest  to  get  it  adopted.  He 
did  not  hold  to  the  use  of  the  word  as 
strictly  necessary ;  and  if  anyone  could 
discover  some  other  term  wnich  would 
not  produce  confusion  he  should  be  very 
glad  to  adopt  it. 

Colonel  AEBUTHNOT  thought  it 
would  be  scarcely  fair  for  him  to  move 
a  reduction  of  the  Vote  at  that  time ; 
and,  therefore,  he  would  defer  the  ob- 
servations he  wished  to  make  to  another 
stage. 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  said,  he  had 
listened  with  g^eat  care  to  the  speech 
just  made  on  this  subject,  and  was  very 
much  interested  in  it.  If  anyone  wished 
to  quote  an  admirable  example  of 
the  obstruction  of  Public  Business,  he 
could  not  give  a  better  one  than  the  sys- 
tem of  the  Ordnance  Department.  It 
was  only  a  little  better  now  than  the 
condition  in  which  it  was  discovered  to 
be  immediately  after  the  Crimean  War. 
Th^re  were ''  young  "  officers  in  it  whose 
average  was  30  years'  service.  No  at- 
tention whatever  had  been  paid  to  their 


grievances.  It  was  always  the  same 
story — "At  an  early  date,"  "Very 
soon,"  "  The  utmost  possible  considera- 
tion." These  phrases  had  been  going 
on  for  a  quarter  of  a  century.  He  thought 
the  subject  very  important.  A  little  more 
time  ought  to  be  given  to  it,  especially  as 
his  hon.'andgallant  Friend  (Major  Nolan) 
had  shortened  his  remarks  very  much. 
On  the  efficiencnr  of  the  Ordnance  De- 
partment depended  the  efficiency  of  the 
Service ;  ana,  therefore,  he  thought  they 
had  better  move  to  report  Progress. 
Thebe  officers  had  been  treated  in  a  very 
bad  way.  He  did  not  blame  the  present 
Gbvemment  especially  for  it,  for  all  the 
Secretaries  of  State  for  War  for  the  last 
12  years  had  gone  on  in  pretty  much 
the  same  way,  and  had  made  the  same 
declaration  which  they  had  just  heard 
from  the  Gbvemment  Bench.  He  wanted 
to  see  the  subject  treated  a  little  more 
fully  and  fairly,  and  he  begged  to  move 
to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question,  '^That 
the  Chairman  do  report  Progress,  and 
ask  leave  to  sit  again,  — (iKr.  &DonneU,) 
— put,  and  negatived. 

Original  Question  again  proposed. 

Sir  henry  HAVELOOK  did  not 
wish  to  keep  the  Committee,  but  he  did 
hope  this  matter  might  be  brought  to  a 
decision  very  speedily.  He  was  not 
speaking  without  some  right,  because 
it  had  been  his  unhappy  lot  to  bring 
this  subject  five  or  six  times  before  his 
noble  Friend ;  and,  as  yet,  not  much 
prog^ss  had  been  made.  The  scientific 
inquiries  in  connection  with  the  Army 
became  more  technical  every  year. 
There  was  no  branch  of  the  Service  in 
which  special  technical  education  of  vety 
broad  scope  was  more  important,  and 
there  was  nobody  better  aware  of  these 
facts  than  his  noble  Friend.  During 
this  Session  he  had  repeatedly  heard 
that  this  matter  was  receiving  the  ut- 
most consideration ;  and  now,  when  they 
were  going  to  separate  for  several 
months,  the  matter  aid  not  seem  to  have 
progressed  one  inch.  The  noble  Lord 
admitted  that  many  of  the  officers  were 
of  vecy  lonff  service,  and  yet  the  onlv 
expression  he  gathered  from  his  u>eech 
was  not  encouraging,  but  rather  the  re- 
verse ;  for  he  understood  him  to  ^ut- 
posely  quaUfy  tlift  \i«^^%  V^  >a»A.  ^^«^ 
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left  upon  Hs  mind  was  that,  instead  of 
the  hopes  of  these  officers  having  ad- 
vanced nearer  consummation,  they  were 
further  off  than  before.  He  trusted, 
before  the  Session  closed,  the  GFovem- 
ment  would  have  offered  to  bring  up 
this  Beport,  which  had  been  wandering 
between  the  War  Office  and  the  Trea- 
sury ;  and  that  it  would  not  be  allowed 
finally  to  take  up  its  bed  in  some  pigeon- 
hole, but  that  it  would  be  acted  upon. 
Not  only  were  these  officers  nearly  on 
all-fours,  but  they  were,  in  all  respects, 
the  same  as  the  Commissariat  Service ; 
and,  therefore,  he  hoped  these  officers, 
whose  promotion  had  been  so  long  de- 
layed, would  at  last  find  some  progress 
made  towards  the  fulfilment  of  their 
desires. 

Mr.  CALLAN  appealed  to  hon.  Mem- 
bers to  take  the  discussion  of  this  Vote 
on  the  Beport,  as  it  was  now  past  the 
time  when  they  ought  to  report  Progress. 
He  moved  to  report  Progress. 

Motion  made,  and  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again." — (ifr. 
Callan.) 

Mb.  O'SHAUQHNESSY  observed, 
that  it  only  remained  to  impress  on  the 
Government  what  had  been  put  forward 
by  his  hon.  and  gallant  Friend  (Major 
Nolan).  It  was  perfectly  astonishing  to 
him  to  see  the  anxiety  displayed  by 
these  officers  for  military  titles.  He 
did  not  appreciate  their  anxiety ;  but  it 
certainly  was  very  strong,  and  as  they 
gave  g^od  reasons  for  their  demands  he 
felt  boimd  to  support  it.  He  did  not 
see  why  they  should  not  have  them,  as 
other  non-combatant  branches  possessed 
them.  The  officers  of  this  Department 
would  be  largely  chosen  from  the  com- 
batant officers ;  for  an  officer,  after  five 
years  in  the  Artillery,  would  have  power 
to  go  to  the  Ordnance  Store  Depart- 
ment, and  then  to  go  back  to  the  Ar- 
tillery if  he  chose.  If  the  two  Services 
of  Ordnance  and  Commissariat  were  to 
be  so  mixed  up,  there  was  a  very  good 
reason  for  giving  them  the  same  title. 

Majob  N0L.OT  thought  one  or  two 
points  in  the  speech  of  the  Surveyor 
General  of  the  Ordnance  (Lord  Eustace 
Cecil)  were  imsatisfactory.  The  pro- 
posal was  to  try  this  experiment,  first 
with  the  Commissariat,  and,  if  it  suc- 
ceeded, to  extend  it  to  the  Ordnance 
Stores.    The  result  would  be  that  many  | 
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Commissariat  officers  would  be  put  above 
Ordance  Store  officers  of  the  same  date. 
He  was  afraid  the  officers  of  the 
Commissariat  were  more  organized, 
and  belonged  to  better  rank ;  and, 
in  consequence,  the  Ordnance  Store 
Department  had  been  put  back.  He 
could  not  see  why  the  Commissariat 
and  the  Ordnance  Store  Departments 
were  at  first  put  together,  and  then 
broken  up.  Surely,  the  Ordnance  Stores 
should  have  first  place,  for  they  had 
charge  of  the  gunpowder  and  the  ammu- 
nition, while  the  Commissariat  were 
merely  civil  officers.  For  his  part,  he 
would  make  both  combatant  branches. 
In  his  opinion,  by  giving  this  preference 
to  the  Commissariat,  they  did  not  benefit 
that  Department  so  much,  while  they 
seriously  injured  the  Ordnance  Store 
Department  by  making  them  the  only 
Civil  Department  of  the  Army.  The 
grievances  of  these  officers  had  always 
been  acknowledged,  ever  since  1856; 
but  because  many  of  them  were  not  men 
of  position,  or  high  rank,  their  case 
had  been  put  off,  and  they  had  not 
been  promoted.  Though  he  belioTed 
there  was  not  much  alacrity  shown  in 
redressing  these  grievances,  he  did  not 
see,  also,  why,  instead  of  being  called 
**  store-keepers,"  they  could  not  be  called 
''  Officers  of  the  Ordnance  Corps."  Cer- 
tainly, the  objection  to  calling  them 
"  store-keepers  "  was  very  strong.  No 
doubt,  they  had  a  great  deal  to  do  with 
stores ;  but,  still,  the  title  was  veiy  ob- 
jectionable, and  the  desire  for  a  change 
was  very  desirable.  Justice  would  be 
done  very  easily  to  these  gentlemen,  and 
at  no  cost  to  the  Treasury,  by  putting 
them  on  a  military  footing. 

Mb.  CALLAN  said,  he  had  not  in- 
tended to  move  to  report  Progress.  He 
had  only  intended  to  suggest  that  this 
discussion  could  not  finish  then. 

Motion,  by  leave,  withdrawn, 

Mb.  O'DONNELL  pointed  out  that 
the  object  desired  could  very  easily  be 
obtained.  All  that  was  asked  was  that 
these  gentlemen  should  not  be  called  by 
a  name  which,  practically,  identified 
them  with  general  shopkeepers  in  the 
Colonies,  it  was  a  pomt  of  grievanoe 
with  these  officers  that  the  Government 
seemed  actually  rather  to  enjoy  the  plight 
in  which  these  officers  were,  and  to  laugh 
at  the  idea  that  they  were  likely  to  be 
mistaken  for  shopkeepeis.    He  did  not 
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be  exceedingly  easy  to  amend  this,  and  '^^)  BILL.-[Bill  269.] 

the  title  was  certainly  an  incorrect  one ;  (^'•-  ^*^'*'  ^*''  "^"^^  M'Kenna,  Mr.  Faff.) 

because  it  seemed  as  if  these  officers  oommitteb. 

were  mixed  up  with  tinned  meats,  and  Order  for  Committee  read. 

biscuits    and   vegetables    with   which  ^    OHAELET:  I  think  we  ought 

they  had  nothing  t»  do  atall  to  have  some  explanation  with  reg^ 

Lord  EUSTACE  C^  ^^,^1  to  this  Bill.    ItslemstomakeanaltoT- 

discussion  would  not  go  tother.  and  that  ^^^  ^  ^Yxe  Law  of  Eegistration  in  Ire- 

when  hon.  and  g^t  Gentlemen  saw  j^j  f^^  ^^^  existing  in  England, 

^e  Warrant,  boththeyandthe  Ordnance  Me.  OALLAN :  Let  me  explain.    The 

Store  and  the  Conmussanat  Department  3^  j^    ^^     ^    remove   disabiKties 

'^o^^^?  .satisfied.    It  had  not  been  ^^^  have  been  found  to  exist,  but 

published,  in  consequence  of  what  had  ^^^^^  ^^  ^^^^^  intended  by  the  Act. 

happened  at  the  Cape,  and  eUewhere ;  if  we  are  allowed  to  go  into  Committee 

but  lie  might  explam  that  there  was  no  j  ^o  not  propose  to  p^)oeed  further.    I 

intention  to  give  titles  to  the  cavihan  only  wish  to  give  tiiie  for  the  oomadera- 

officers  of  the  Commiswmat,  or  to  put  ^^^^f  Amendments, 

themwi  a  different  foobng  whatever  to  ^^  j  lOWTHEB  :  The  Bill  appears 

^  Ordnanw.  Stores.    He  could  assure  to  me  to  be  a  harmless  one,  esp^wally 

aie  hon.  and  gallant  Gentleman  that  it  ^^^  ^^^^  conditions, 
had  been  his  strong  desire  to  keep  a 

strict   impartiality    oetween    the    two  Bill  eomiddred  in  Oommittee. 

branches,  in  order  that  neither  one  nor  (In  the  Oommittee.) 

the  other  should  enjoy  advantages  in  ^        .^              _^  •«_               x      -x 

pay,  pension,  or  promotion.  Committee  renort  Ingres. ;   to  sit 

UT  O'DONlteLL    asked   whether  "S^ ^P<"'  ^»««*Vn«t. 

they  could  know  when   the  Warrant  

would  be  issued?    It  was  complained  ohartseed  baitks  (oolokial)  bill. 

that  they    brought    on  the  discussion  Cbfm^rW  in  Committee. 

before  the  Warrant  was  issued  ;  but  as  (I^  ^  Committee.) 

they  did  not  know  when  it  wa«  coming  jj^^^^  That  the  Chairman  be  directed  to 

out  the  discussion  was  certainly  neces-  move  the  Houee,  that  leave  be  given  to  bring 

sary.  in  a  BOl  to  make  farther  provision  with  respect 

LoED  EUSTACE  OEOIL  replied,  that  ^  certain  Chartered  Banking  (Colonial}  Com- 

it  would  be  pubUshed  as  soon  as  some  ^^\  '^^^'^^^^'''^^,^^^^^ 

".r.           u%> ^u.uu.Mx^rjL  oo  ov^^«»0  i^s^v  Eesolution   rtporUd:  — BUI   ordered  to   be 

inflmg  matters  between  the  War  Uffice  i,rouffht  in  by  Sir  Hkhit  Sblwdt-Ibbbtsok 

and  the  Treasury  were  settled.    It  would  and  Mr.  Chancsllor  of  the  Exchsqubk. 

be  published  almost  immediately.  BUipreienUdf  andread  the  first  time.  [Bill  278.] 

Original  Question  put,  and  offTMd  to.         joraaa  liw8  oosriOTAirOT  bill. 

House  resumed.  On  Motion  of  Sir  Hbxbt  SaLwnr-lBBiTsoir, 

Bill  to  oontinae  various  Expiring  Laws,  ordered 

Eesolutions  to  be  reported  upon  Mm-  ^  ^  ^5P^*^  ^y  ®"^  ^^3  Selwdt-Ibbbt- 
j^.  ^A^A .  SON  and  mx,  Chamcbllob  of  the  Excbbqubb. 

^^  ^^^^ '  BiUi^Mifi^andreadthefirsttime.  [m279.1 

Oommittee  to  sit  again  upon  Monday  House  acUoumed  at  Seven  o'clock 

next.  till  Monday  next. 
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MiaosLLAiriouB  Qusstionb 

Administration  of  Native  Affairs,  ObserTa- 
tions, Mr.  Chamberlain ;  Reply,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beach :  debate  thereon  August  I, 
1863 

Oriqualand  Easi^The  Imprisoned  Origuas, 
Questions,  Mr.  W.  H.  James  ;  Answers,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  22,  969 ;  July  25, 
1297 

Orioualand  West  —  Alleged  Massacre  near 
Aoegas,  Questions,  Dr.  Cameron  ;  Answers, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  22,  967 

Sir  Oamet  Wolseley*s  Instructions,  Questions, 
Mr.  Sullivan  ;  Answers,  Colonel  Stanley, 
Sir  Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  17,  623 

The  Transvaal  Papers—**  White  v.  Rudolph," 
Question,  Mr.  Courtney  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  10,  24 

War  with  Sikukuni,  Question,  Mr.  Whitwell ; 
Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hicks- Beach  July  22. 
966 


AoNEW,  Mr.  E.  Vans,  Wtgton  Co. 

Parliament— Public    Business— Tuesdays  and 
Wednesdays,  Amendt.  320,  344 

Agrieultural  Distress 

Her  Majesty's  Answer  to  l\ie  Kd^T«u  t^v^tVa^ 
July  14,  S4'i 


Agricultural  Distress — ooot. 
The  Royal  Commission 

Question,  Mr.  Wait ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  July  11,  160;  Questions, 
Mr.  E.  Jenkins ;  Answera,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  July  29,  l/>34  ;  Question, 
Mr.  W.  E.  Forster;  Answer,  The  Chancellor 
of  the  Exchequer  July  31,  1709 

American  Produce,  Railway  Bates  for,  Qoes. 
tion.  Sir  Lawrence  Palk  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  G.  Talbot  July  21,  862 

Indian  ^Aeal,  Question,  Mr.  Wilbraham  Eger- 
ton  ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer/ti/y  17,  616 

Names  of  the  Commissioners,  Questions,  Mr. 
Newdegate  ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  17,  630  ;  July  24.  1178 

The  Income  Tam,  Questions,  The  Earl  of  Strad- 
Broke ;  Answers,  The  Duke  of  Richmond 
and  Gordon  July  24,  1 167 

Agricultural  Holdings  (Scotland)  (Warn- 
ing to  BemoYe)  Bill 

(Sir  Alexander  Gordon,  Mr,  M^Lagan,  Mr, 
James  Barclay) 

0.  Ordered ;  read  !•  •  AuguMt  1  [Bill  277] 

Agriculiure,  The  8oUnc4  of — Mr.  Buck- 

'    ntastor 

Question,  Mr.  E.  Hubbard ;  Answer,  Lord 
George  Hamilton  July  31,  1704 

Albzandbb,  Oolonel  C,  Ayrshire,  8. 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.  166, 
31  ;  el.  173,  110  ;  Amendt.  116  ;  Postponed 
el.  60«  360,  370.  371,  376 ;  add.  cl,  403, 
624,  629,  648  ;  el.  47,  706 

A2n)EB80i7,  Mr.  G-.,  Glasgow 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Consid.  el.  5, 

760 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  981, 

083 
Bankruptoy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  688,  690 
Black  Sea,  SurTcyors  of  Yesaels  in  the,  613 
Malu  (Cost  of  Polioe,  ^.),  Res.  1008 
NaTy— Flogging  in  the  Narj,  1414, 1700, 1710 

Marine  OflBoers,  1406 
Parliament — Arrangement  of  Basineas,  1 181 

Animal  Vaccination  BiU    (Dr.  Camenm, 

Barl  Percy,  Mr.  Lyon  Playfair,  Br.  Lush) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  16  [Bill  131] 

Abbttthkot,  Colonel  G.,  HorefwrA 
Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Army  Commissions — Royal  Military  Col- 
lege, Kingston,  Canads,  1706 
Army  Service — Report  of  Committee,  390 
Artillery — Nordenfelt  Gun,  617 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  Post- 
poned cl.  60.  376  ;  add.  d.  Amendt.  390, 391 : 
Consid.  676 ;  cl.  45,  792 ;  el.  7?,  Amendt 
709 ;  cl.  164,  Amendt.  813  ;  cL  177, 816 
Ktm^  Estimates — Army  ReserTe,  9000 
^TQas£wvi»ar>»X.^^Tvus^T^^  4q.  2021 
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ABB 
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ABM       ABM 


Arbuthnot,  Colonel  Q.—e<mt. 

Australian  Defences— Reportf,  Motion  for  an 
Addreu,  1862 

Britiih  Colambia  —  EiquimaU  Dock,  1170, 
1711 

Colonial  NaTal  Defence  Act,  1865— -Royal  Co- 
lonial Naval  Reienre  Men,  1171 

Navy — The  Whampoa  Dock  Company,  847 

A&MY 

MiaoiLLAnouB  Qumttohb 

Armi/  and  Navy  Exehdnget,  Question,  Mr. 
Biddulph ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley  JiUy  17, 
620 

Army  Clothing  EitablUhment, '  Pimlieo,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Mundella :  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley 
July2\,  856 

Army  Commiattans —  The  Royal  Military  CoU 
leg€t  Kingston,  Canada^  Question,  Colonel 
Arbuthnot ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  llicks- 
Beach  July  31,  1706 

Army  Medical  Department  —  ExaminaHonif 
Question,  Mr.  J.  Brown  ;  Answer,  Colonel 
Stanley  Jtdy  18,  753 

Army  Offieers  at  War  Correspondents,  Ques- 
tions, Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answers, 
Colonel  Stanley  Jitly  21,  856  ;  Questions, 
Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answers,  Mr.  E. 
Stanhope  July  2 i,  lllii^The  Zulu  JFar 
— Newspaper  Correspondents ,  Question,  Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson  ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley 
July  29,  1534 

Army  Organization— ^ Short  Service —  The  Zulu 
Campaign,  Observations,  Lord  Strathnairn; 
short  debate  thereon  July  25,  1277 

Army  Service — Report  of  Committee^  Question, 
Colonel  Arbuthnot ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stan- 
ley July  14,  299 

Desertion  and  Fraudulent  Enlistment^  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Mure  ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley 
July  10,  20 

Landguard  Fort  —  Supply  of  Water,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  Bentinck  ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stan- 
ley/u/y  24,  1172 

Officers  on  Half  Pay — The  Circular  Letter, 
May,  1866,  Question,  Observations,  Lord 
Truro ;  Reply,  Viscount  Bury  July  11, 159 

Commissariat  and  Ordnance  Department 

Claim  of  Mr,  Lynall  Thomas,  Question,  Sir 
Henry  Havelook ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace 
Cecil  July  28,  1413 

Claims  of  Mr.  Padwich',  Question,  Colonel 
Beresford ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil 
July  21,  843 

Commiss'iricU  and  Ordnance  Store  Departments 
—  Re-organization,  Question,  Sir  ilenry 
Uavelock;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil 
July  14.  298 

Commissariat  (Meers — 7%f  Warrant,  Ques- 
tion, Colonel  Mure ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace 
Cecil  AuguH  1,  1846 

Heavy  Rifled  Ordnance—**  ThomasvJhe  Queen," 
Questions,  Colonel  Colthurst,  Sir  Henry 
llaTclock ;  Answers,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil 
July  24,  1173 

The  Nordrnfelt  Oun^  Question,  Colonel 
Arbuthnot  ;  Answer,  Lord  Eustace  Cecil 
July  17,  617 


I 


Abmt— COfU. 

The  New  Retirement  Scheme,  Question,  Major 
Nolan;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley  July  21, 
855 

The  2Bih  and  6lst  Regiments,  Question,  Mr. 
Price ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley  July  10,  22 

The  eoth  R^s — Case  of  Colour-Sergeant 
Dickaty,  Questions,  Mr.  Price  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Cavendish  Bentinck  Jidy  17,  616 ; 
July  18,  755 

The  Auxiliary  Forces 

Volunteers  under  Canvas,  Question,  Mr.  Leigh- 
ton;  Answer,  Colopel  Stanl«>y  July  10,  15 

Yeomanry  and  Volunteer  Adjutants,  Question, 
Mr.  Dalrymple ;  Answer,  Colonel  Loyd 
Lindsay /u/y  31,  1707 

Army  Discipline  and  Begolation  Bill 

{Mr,  Secretary  Stanley^  Mr,  Secretary  Cross,  Mr, 

William  Henry  Smith,  The  Judge  Advocate 

General) 

c.  Flogging,  Questions,  Sir  Henry  HaTcloek  ;  Ob- 
serTation,  Mr.  Speaker  July  10,  26 

Corporal  Punishment — The  Schedule,  Ques- 
tions, Mr.  Sullivan  ;  Answers,  Colonel  Stan- 
ley July  10,  29 

Committee  July  10,  80 

Moved,  "That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again"  (Mr. 
0*  Connor  Power),  6^ ;  after  short  debate, 
Motion  withdrawn  ' 

MoTed,  *'  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again  *'  {Mr,  Oray); 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 

MoTed,  "  That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
gress, and  ask  leave  to  sit  again,  in  order  to 
report  to  the  House  that  an  Official  of  the 
House  is  engaged  in  taking  notes  of  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  Committee,  *  without  the 
authority  of  the  House  or  of  the  Committee, 
from  a  place  reserved  for  Members  of  the 
House,  and  that,  in  consequence,  the  Pro- 
ceedings of  the  Committee  are  interfered 
with"  {Mr.  Gray),  12;  after  short  debate, 
Question   put,  and    negatived ;    Committee 

— B.P. 

Corporal  Punishment  —  The  Schedule,  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Henry  HaTclock;  Answer,  Colonel 
Stanley /u/y  11,  163 

Committee — ilp.  July  14,  344 

Corporal  Punishment,  Question,  Sir  Arthur 
llayter  ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley  July  15, 
445 

Committee  ;  Report  July  15,  447     [Bill  245] 

Consideration — Corporal  Punishment,  Notice 
of  Resolution,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster  July  16, 
602 

Moved,  "  That  the  Bill,  as  amended,  be  now 
taken  into  Consideration  "  July  17,  634 
.  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  That,"  and  add 
**  no  Bill  for  the  Discipline  and  Regulation 
of  the  Army  will  be  satisfactory  to  this  House 
which  provides  for  the  retention  of  corporal 
punishment  for  Military  ofiTences  "  ( The  Mar- 
quess of  Hartington)  v, ;  Question  proposed, 
**  That  the  words,  d(C.  ;**  after  long  debate, 
Question  put ;  A.  289,  N.  183 ;  M.  106 
Division  List,  A^«%  «sA  '^tM»^*\\^ 

Main  Q^UQaWou  ^\kVv«ii^  %^fiwfti^  xa  \  "^^  ^'^• 


a  TJ  a 


\3MI< 


ASM 


ART 


(INDEX) 


ASH 


BAN 


Army  DiicipUne  and  Regulation  BiU^W^, 

Moved,  "  llliit  th6  Dehatft  bft  trotr  adjonrlie^  " 
(I^r,  PiatnsU) ;  Motioti  agt6e<d  to ;  Debate 
aHjourned 

Debate  retumed  fidy  18,  t60;  afm*  d^ltaite, 
further  Consideration  of  tbe  Bill,  at  ameitded, 
adjourned  till  thit  day 

Bill,  as  amended,  further  rontidered  Jidp  18, 
774  ;  after  long  debate,  MoTod,  '*  That  fur- 
ther Consideration  of  the  Bill,  aa  kmetided, 
be  now  adjourned"  (Mr.  Pamell);  after 
further  short  debate,  Motion  #UhdraWti 

A(f^  IViHher  thoH  debAte,  Mx>t«d,  <*  .That  the 
Bill  be  no#  read  3*;"    <^aestioA  put,  and 
HgTM^d  \o  :  Bill  fead  8* 
I,  lUad  !••(  Viuount Cranbrook)  Jtdyl^ (No.  156) 

Read  2*  ;  Committee  ne^tited,  after  ahMrt  de- 
bate JuZy  21,  830 

Read  8*  Jufy  28,  959 

Royal  Assent  July  24    [42  dt  48  Viet.  o.  88] 

Imprisonment  of  Military  Ofendert,  Quettioli, 
Colonel  Golthurtt ;  Amwer,  Mk*.  Aetheton 
Cross  Augutt  1, 1649 

Armj  DiidliliiiB  and  E«g^tiim  COom- 
mexiceiiient)  Bill 

{CoUmtl  Stanley,  Mr,  Swrttary  Orosi,  Mr.  WiUiam 
Henry  Smith,  The  Judge  AivoeaH  General) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  !•  •  July  17  [Bill  248) 

Read  2»  •  July  21 

Committee  ;    Report ;    Considered  ; '  read    8* 
July  22,  975 
I  Read  1*  •  ( ViteowU  Bury)  July  22    (No.  15Y) 
Read   2*  *  ;     Committee  negatiyed  ;   read  8* 

^y  23 
Ro/al  Afsent  July  24    [42  dt  48  Via.  o.  82) 

Army  i)iaciplin$  and  Regulation  {Cam- 
m^neement)  [Exp$m9$i\ 
Ooniidered  in  Committee  July  18 
Resolution  nported  July  21 

Artinam'  DwMingi  Act,  1875 

Questions,  Mr.  Fawoett ;  Answers,  Sir  James 
M*Gu«l-Hogg,  Mr.  Assbefton  Cross  July  22, 
962 ;  Question,  Mr.  Fawoett ;  Answer,  Sir 
James  M'Garel-lJogg  Jtdy  31, 1708 

Cott  of  Metropolitan  Imptvvemente,  Question, 
Mr.  Fawoett;  A  newer.  Sir  James  M'Garel- 
Uogg  July  14,  802 

Artinant*  DwelUngi  Act,  1875 

Moved  to  resolve,  "  That  in  the  opinion  of  this 
House  no  further  improToments  ought  to  be 
sanctioned  under  the  Act  until  the  principle 
on  which  compensation  is  awarded  for  pro- 
perty taken  shall  have  been  amended  *'  (  The 
Earl  of  Camperdown)  July  24,  1157  ;  after 
short  debate,  on  Question?  resolved  in  the 
negative 

Artizaus'  DweUtngti  Act  (1868)  ExteABion 
Bill 

(Mr.  Torrene,  Sir  Thomae  Chambere,  Mr.  Ooldney) 

e.  Committee  {on  ro-eemen) ;  Report  July  14,  409 

[BiU  81] 


Ashley,  Hon.  A.  Erelyb  IC.,  F&9i9 

Mer6hant  Miipiping  Aote — Ifttpe^tion  of  Emi- 
grant Ships,  14 
Sappl7-*-S«ei  Canal,  1599 

Aiia,  dniral — Etustan  Advance  on  Merv 
Question,   Mr.   C.   Beckett-  Denison ;   Answer, 
Mr.  Bourke  July  14,  306 

ATT0BKBYGEinSKAL,Tlie(SirJ.H0LKBB), 

PrMton 

Armf  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  Poat- 
poned  el,  69,  377 ;  add.  el,  497 ;  Consid. 
d.  42,  778  ;  el.  45,  779 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  555,  721, 
955 

Building  Societies  Aoti—Boltowfng  Powers, 
1406 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Acta  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  add.  el.  724,  7^6 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  OAoert — Sala- 
ries, 447 

Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Meiropolia),  Comm. 
Report,  974 

Au$traiUain  Dtfmeu — Ths  BMporU 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Snpplj  At^MJ^  1,  To 
leaTC  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add  "  an  bomble 
Address  be  presented  to  Her  Mijeaty,  pray- 
*  ing  tlutt  She  will  be  graciously  pleased  to 
give  direotiens  tkat  there  be  laid  before  thia 
muse,  Copies  of  Official  Reports  on  Auetra- 
lian  Defences,  by  Sir  W.  F.  D.  Jerroia  and 
Colonel  SeratCbiey,  R.E. ;  and  of  Cene- 
apondenoe  relating  thereto  between  thoee 
Officials,  the  Goveramenta  of  New  South 
Wales,  Victoria,  South  Australia,  Qneena- 
land,  Tasmania,  New  Zealand,  and  the  Colo- 
nial Office"  {CoUmel  ArMhueoi)  v.  1852; 
Qnestiaa  proposed,  **  That  the  worda^  Ac. ; " 
after  short  debate,  Question  pat,  and  agreed  to 

BAtt^im,  Major^Oeneral  Sir  G.,  .Sm- 

cwtdineeh/rc 
East  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fond),  2Bi, 

1821, 1323 
India— Finance  Accounts,  844 

Balfoxtb,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Swiford 
Cyprus — Administration  of  the  Island — Ciril 
Police  Force,  Ret.  1568, 1577 


Bankiiig  and  Joint  Stock  Companies 

(Jfr.  ChaneeUor  of  the  JBxehequer,  Mr,  Secretary 
Oroet,  Sir  Henry  Selunn^Ibbeteen) 

e,  MoTcd,    '*  That    the  BiU  be  liew   read  2* " 

July  22,  978  [Bill  126] 

After  short  debate,  Ame^dt.  to  leave  oat 
**  now,"  and  add  *'  upon  this  day  three 
months"  {Mr,  Fraeor-MaeJdntoek) ;  Quee- 
tjen  proposed,  *'  That  *  how,'  dK).  ;"  after 
■further  debate.  Debate  adjeurned 

Debate  nsumed  July  29,  1587  ;  after  debate. 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^; 
Committee  ;  Report  [Bill  264] 

Questions,  Mr.  Mufltt,  Sir  Joseph  M*Renna  ; 
Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exeheouer 
July  31,  nil 


BAN        BEA 


(SESSION    1879 } 


BEA 


BBN 


Bankruptcy  Law  AmeadmeAtliU  [b.l.] 

(Mr.  Attom&y  (hmtral) 

e.  MoTed,  "  Thai  the  Bill  be  now  read  9^ " 
Jtdy  16,  555 

Amendt.  to  leare  out  "now/*  and  add  **  upon 
this  day  three  months  **{Air.  Serjeant  Simon); 

.  QaesttoD  proposed,  "  Thftt  *  Mw/  Ao. ;  " 
after  debate,  Amendt.  withdri^va 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  2<» ;"  Mo?ed, "  Thftt  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned  "  {Mr.  Big^r) ;  after  short 
debate,  Debate  a<ily>amed 

After  short  debate,  Adjourned  Debate  further 
adjourned  July  17,  720 

Question,  Mr.  Rathbooe  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Jitly  21,  857 

Debate  resumed  July  21,  955  ;  after  short  de- 
bate, Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill 
read  2«  ;  Oommittee  ;  Report       [Bill  lU] 

QueBiloo,  Mr.  Rathbone  ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  Jtdy  22,  960 

MoTcd,  "  That  the  House  will,  upon  Saturday, 
resoWe  itself  into  the  said  Committee" 
•TWydl,  1821        [House  counted  out] 

Babolay,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Forfanhire 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1587 
Lord    Clerk    Register    (Scotland),      Comm. 

add.  el,  1026 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Scotland,  857 

BAJtma,  Mr.  T.  C,  Euex,  8. 

Artiians'    Dwellings   Act    (1868)    Eztensioii, 

Comm.  tf2.  21,  415 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1553 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  600 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Expenses), 

9B.  130 

Babnb,   Colonel  E.  St.  John  N.,   Suf- 
folk, K 
Education   Code — Elementary    Science*  Res. 
1641 

Babbai7,  Mr.  Alderman  J.,  Ze$d9 

School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans),  2R.  1155 

Babttelot,  Oolonel  SirW.B.,  Su9ssx,  W. 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.oc^d.  el. 

474 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R.  1207 

Baxter,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Montrose,  See. 

Board  of  Customs— Secretary,  19 
Railway  Commission  Continuance,  627 
Treaty  of  Berlin — Asiatic  ProTiaces  of  Turkey, 

751 

Bbaoh,   Bight  Hon.  Sir  M.  E.  EbcES- 
(Secaretary  of  State  for  the  Colonies), 
GlatMssUrshir0f  E, 
Africa,  South — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Administration  of  Natiye  Aflairs,  1860 
Griqualand  East—  Imprisoned  Griquas,  970, 

1297 
Griqualand  West — Alleged  Massacre  near 

Koegas,  067,  908 
Sikukuni,  Wnr  with,  $»66 
Sir  Garnet  Wolieley's  instruetioor,  624 
TransTaal  Papers—"  White  v.  Rudolph/*  24 

[eonJt^ 


Bk40V,  Bight  Hpn.  Sir  M.  B.  HioKS — cenl. 

Africa,    Sooth  —  Zulu   War  —  Miaoellaneous 
Questions 
Reported  Submission  of  Getewayo,  729 
Telegram,  768 
Victory  at  Ulundi,  1099 
Army — Army    Commissions— Royal    Military 

Cc^lege,  Kingston,  Gan^fL  1706 
Australian  Defences' — Reports,  Mot^n  for  an 

Address,  1862 
Canada,  Dominion  of— Supersession  of  hf.  Le- 

tellier  de  St.  Just,  1413 
Colonial  NaTal  Defence  Act,  1865 — Royal  Co- 
lonial Naval  ReserTO  Men,  ll71 
MalU(Coat  of  Police,  dto.),  Rea.  1914 
Post  OflSce  Contracts- Peninsular  and  Oriental 

Steam  Navigation  Company,  621 
Sui^ly-^Colooies,  GranU  in  Aid,  1592,  1593, 
1594 
Tonnage  Boontiea,  1604 

Bbaooksfisld,  Earl  of  (First  Lord  of 

the  Treasury) 
Artisans*  and  LAbourers'  DweUingv  ^ct,  1875» 

Res.  1165 
Cathedrals  Commission — Constitution  of  the 

Commission,  133 
Slavery  in  Cuba,  Motion  for  Papers,  829 
University  Eduoation  (Ireland),  Report,  289  ; 

3R.  442,  448 


Bbauchamp,  Earl  (Lord  Steward  of  the 
Household) 

Artizans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act,  1875, 

Re9.  1161 
Cruelty  to  Animaly,  2lR.  Amendt.  422 
Industrial  Schools  (Powers  of  School  Boards), 

2R.  1400;  Comm.  1700 
Metropolis — Dangers  of  the  Streets,  960 
Petroleum    Act   (1871)  Amendment,    Comm. 

1842 


Bbll,  Mr.  I.  L.,  Hartlepool 

Criminal  Law — C^ajS  of  Edmund  Ofjley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1364 
Noxious  Gases,  1406 

Supp^  —  Soience  and   Art  Departo^uent,  Ac. 
1969 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  ^c.  in  Ireland, 
1508 


Bekstt-Staotobb,  IIT'  V.  F.^  Shaftee- 
hury 
Army  Disoipllne  and  Regulation,  Oonaid.  665 


BsmiNOK,  Bight  Hon.  G.  A.  F.  Oayen- 

dish    (Judge    Advocate    Qeneral), 

Whitehaven 
Army-^dOth  Rifles — Colour-Sergeant  Diekaty, 

616,756 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm,  el.  167, 

97  :  c/.  180,  120  ;  Postponed  el,  60,  3U6  ; 

Criiuiual  Law-r-Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1340 
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BEinrooK,-  Mr.  G.  W.  P.,  Norfolk,  W. 
Army — Supply  of  Water  to  Landguard  Fort, 

1172 
Parliament — ^Bntiaeii  of  the  Iloase,  27,  28 
Pensions  to  Widows  and  Orphans  of  Seamen 

and  Marines,  1761 

Bebbsfobd,   Lord  0.   W.   D.,    Watw- 

ford  Co, 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Consid.  cl,  i6, 
793 

Bebesfobd,  Oolonel  F.  M.,  Southwark 

Army—  Ordnanoe  Department— Claims  of  Mr. 
Padwiok,  843 

Science  and  Art  Department — United  West- 
minster School  of  Art-^Snspension  of  Mr. 
Goffin,  300 

Tramways  Act,  1870 — Repair  of  Lines,  625 

Bebesford,  Mr.  Q.  De  La  Poer,  Armagh 

Great  Northern  Railway  (Ireland),  Consid.  749 

BiDDULFH,  Mr.  M.,  Herefordihire 
Army  and  Nary  Exchanges,  620 

BiGGAB,  Mr.  J.  Q.,  Cavan  Co. 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  GommvcZ.  166, 

80,  90  ;  Postponed  d.  87.  381 ;  add,  el.  487, 

404,   497,  499,  606 ;    Consid.    766 ;   ol.  6, 

771 ;  cl.  4«,  787,  793  :  cZ.  128,  811 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  Motion  for 

Adjournment,  601 
Criminal  Law — Ferryman,  The  ConTict,  628 
Education    (Scotland)  —  The    Abbey    Parish 

Board,  Paisley,  and  School  Fees,  1528 
Great  Northern  Railway  (Ireland),  Consid.  749 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Peace    Preservation    Act— Special   Police 

Taxes,  759 
Post  Office— Belfast  Post  Office,  070 
Royal  Constabulary — The  Town  Inspector 
of  Belfast,  161 
Navy— 11. M.S.  «  Warrior,"  753 
Navy   Estimates — Admiralty  Office,   Amendt. 

1770,  1772,  1776,  1778 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 

Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  233 
Scotch  and  Irinh  Universities  Votes,  1946 
Supply— Constabulary   Force  in  Ireland,  876, 
889,  908,  921,  922,  92? 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  1496, 1497 
Honpitals  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland,  Mo- 
tion for  reporting  Progress,  1385 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland,  dec. 

1443, 1444 
Savings    Banks    and    Friendly    Societies, 

Fund  for,  1393 
Science  and   Art  Department,  Motion   for 

reporting  Progress,  1930, 1939 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  dec.  in  Ireland, 
946,  949,  1509 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  "2),  2R. 
1267 

BiUs  of  Sale  (Lreland)  BiU  [h.l.] 

(The  Lord  O'Sagan) 

I,  Presented  ;  read  \*^  July  18         (No.  155) 
Read2**/u/y  24 

[cont» 


BiUt  of  8dU  (Ireland)  BtU— cont. 

Committee*  Jtdy  2S 
Report  *  July  29 
Read  S^*  July  SI 
€.  Read  1°  •  July  31  [Bill  273] 

BiBLETy  Mr.  H.,  MdnehesUr 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Consid.  ti.  45, 

782 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  3R.  1014 
Criminid  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1365 

Blaek  80a — Surveyors  of  Veaseh  tn  the 
Question,   Mr.  Anderson ;   Answer,   Visoonnt 
Sandon  July  17,  613 

Blantybe,  Lord 

Representative  Peers  for  Scotland,  Election  of 
—The  Earldom  of  Mar,  189 

Boobd,  Mr.  T.  W.,  Grsenwteh 

Metropolitan    Board  of    Works    (Water   Ei- 
penses),  2R.  131 

Border  Snmmona  Bill  [h.l.] 

( The  Lord  Chancellor) 

l.  Presented ;  read  1*  •  July  31  (No.  170) 

Read  2»  *  Augutt  I 

Boundary    Commission   (England    and 
Wales)  Bill 

(Lord  Edmond  Fitzmauriee,  Mr.  Tell,  Mr.  Clare 

Bead,  Mr.  Backhouse) 
€.  Ordered ;  read  1«  •  July  28  [Bill  263] 

BouBKE,  Hon.  R.  (Under  Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs),    Lynn 

Regis 
Asia,  Central — Russian  Advance  on  MerT,  306 
Cyprus — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Papers,  No.  4,  1529 

Public  Works  Return,  445 

Punishment  of  Greek  Priests — Papers,  161 
Cyprus — Administration   of  the  Island — Civil 

Police  Force,  1411  ;  Res.  1671,  1577 
Egypt — Nubar  Pasha,  25,  445 

Papers,  1847 
Germany — Inlands  of  the  Pacific,  854 
Law  of  Succession  in  Mahoroedan  States,  626 
KuBsia — Treatment  of  Russian  Convicts — De- 
portation to  Saghalieo,  1404, 1405 
Siam,   Kingdom  of —  Action  of    Mr.   Knox, 

British     Consul    General  —  The     Gunboat 

«  Fox,"  1845 
Supply— Consular  Services,  1589, 1590,  1591, 
1592 

Diplomatic  Services,  1585,  1588 

Slave  Trade,  Suppression  of,  1601 
Treaty  of  Berlin — Miscellaneous  Question! 

Asiatic  Provinces  of  Turkey,  751,  752. 

Jews  in  Eastern  Roomelia,  964 

Russians  in  Eastern  Roumelia,  845,  1182 
Treaty  of  Berlin^The  Congress  (Unfulfilled 

Arrangements),  Motion  for  an  Address,  1077, 

1080 
Turkey — Amoosh  Aga,  312 

Chefkot  Patha,  806 
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BoTJSTiELD,  Oolonel  N.  G.  P.,  Bath 

Army  DiMipUno  and  Regulation,  Conaid.  el.  46, 
788 

BowYBB,  Sir  Q.,  Wexford  Co. 

Army  Disoiplino  and  Regulation,  Gomm.  eidd.  el, 
479 

Indian  Museum,  Ret.  1738 

Malta  (Cost  of  Police,  &o.).  Rei.  1908,  1911 

Parliament  -^  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 
Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  315,  844 

Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, 1102,  1118 

University  Edaoation  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  8R. 
1320 

Bbaqtd,   Bight  Hon.   H.   B.  W.,  (### 
Speaksb,  The) 

Brassby,  Mr.  T.,  Hastings 

Oyprus — Administration  of  the  Island — CWil 

Polioe  Force;  Res.  1670 
Navy — Professional  Officers  in  the  Dockyards, 
1747 

Brsntford  and  IsUworih  TVamways  BiU 
I,  Moved,    "That   the   Bill   be  now   read  d>" 
Jtdy  14,  373;   after  short  debate.  Motion 
withdrawn 
Moved,  "That    the    Bill   be  now  read  8*" 

July  33,  956 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  (**now,")  and  add  ("this 
day  three    months")    (The   Lord  ,Truro)\ 
on  Question,  That  ("  now,")  dto. ;  C!ont.  44^ 
.  Not-Cont.  5  ;  M.  39 

Div.  List,  Gont.  and  Not-Cont..  957 
Resolved  in  the  affirmative  ;  Bill  read  3* 

Bright,  Bight  Hon.  J.,  Birmingham 

Criminal  Law — Case,  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1347,  1350,  1369,  1871, 
1373 

Bright,  Mr.  J.,  Manchester 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  793 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 
Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  334 

Bristowe,  Mr.  8.  B.,  Newark 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  Post- 
poned el.  69,  368 ;  el.  87,  384 

Supply— Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Re- 
port), 1985 

Brooks,  Mr.  M.,  Dublin 

India — Banda  and  Kirwee  Priie  Money,  1705 
Irish  Church  Act  (1869)  Amendment,  Leave, 
1631 
'  Local  Courts  of   Bankruptcy  (Ireland),    3R. 
.  1133 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1713 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Clerks  (Dublin),  1710 
Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act  (1868)   Amend- 
ment, Comm.  1143 
Supply — Hospitals  and   Infirmaries,    Ireland, 
1607 
Post  Office  Telegraph  SerTice^  1636 


Bbown,  Mr.  A.  H.,   Wenloek 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  171 » 
108 ;  add.  el.  Amendt.  403  ;  Consid.  781 

Brown,  Mr.  J.  0.,  Horsham 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  166, 
80 ;  el.  180,  Amendt.  130,  133  ;  Postponed 
el.  3,  Amendt.  344 

Army  Medical  Department — Examinations, 
753 

Browne,  Mr.  G.  E.,  Mayo  Co. 

Vaccination  Acts  (Ireland)  Amendment,  1846 

Bruen,  Mr.  H.,  Carloip  Co. 

General  Prisons  (Ireland)  Act — Surgeons,  13 
Ireland — Training  of  Teachers  in  Elementary 

Schools,  Res.  363 
Local  Courts  of    Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  3R. 

1133 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  867, 
888 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1465  * 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies,  Fund 

for,  1393 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  dto.  in  Ireland, 
936 

Btjooletjoh,  Duke  of 

Naval  and  Military  Forces — Corporal  Punish- 
ment, Address  for  a  Retorn,  ld32 
Summary  Jurisdiction,  Report,  1698 

Building     Societies    Acts  —  Borrowing 

Powers 
Question,  Mr.  Isaac ;  Answer,  The  Attorney 
General  Julf^  38,  1406 

Bttlwer,  Mr.  J.  B.,  Ipswich 

Criminal  Law — Case  of  Kdmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1338 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Acts  Amend- 
ment, (Jomm.  add.  cl,  736 

Burials  Aet^ — Churchyards  (England) 
Question,  Sir  George  Jenkinson  ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  July  14,  306 

BuRTi  Mr.  T.f  Morpeth 

Merchant  Seamen,  1171 
Prince  Imperial,  The  Late^Funeral  Expenses, 
160 

Bury,    Yiscount    (Under  Secretary  of 
State  for  War) 
Africa,   South  —  Zulu    War  -^  Miscellaneotts 
Questions 
Defeat  at  Isandlana— Court  of  Inquiry,  730 
Telegrams,  817 
Victory  at  Ulundi,  1096  ' 
Army — Army  Organisation — Short  Service- 
Zulu  Campaign,  1386 
Officers  on  Half  Pay— The  Circular  Letter, 
May,  1866,  159 
Naval  and  Miliury  Forces — Corporal  Punish- 
ment, Address  for  a  Return,  1633 
Prince  Imperial,  The  Late — Court  Martial  on 
Lieutenant  Carey,  963 ;  Motion  for  Papen, 
1834, 1889 
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Oadooan,    Earl   (TTnder  Secretary   of 
State  for  the  Colonies) 

AfrioA,  South — Telegram,  781 

Oatbks,    Earl    Uee   Ohanobllob,    The 
tiord) 

Oallak,  Mr.  P.y  Dundalk 

Armj  Disoipline  and  Regulation,  Gomm.  d,  166, 
58,  59,  65,  68,  69,  73,  75 ;  el.  167,  108 : 
Postponed  el,  87,  886 ;  add.  el,  494,  508, 
504,  509 ;  Consid.  el.  6,  766 ;  el.  45,  786  ; 
e2.  101,  805;  d.  128,  812 

Army  Estimatei  —  Commlttariat,  Transport, 
dto.  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  2028, 
2024 

Criminal  Law — Oase  of  Edmund  Galle/,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1865 

Espiring  Laws  Oontinuanoe,  1945 

Great  Northern  Railway  (Ireland),  Oonsid. 
749 

Ireland^  Misoellaneons  Questions 

Crime — Constahulary  Expenses,  1418 
•     Peace  Preserration  Aot  —  Special  Polioe 
Taxes,  759 
Phoenix  Park,  1948,  1944 
Prisons  Aot— Patrick  Grimes,  Case  of,  18 
The  Alliance  and  Dublin  Consumers'  Gas 
Company — The  Electrie  Light,  161 

Local  Courts  of   Bankruptcy  (Ireland),    2R. 

1138 
Nary  Estimates— Admiralty  OflBoe,  1788,  1784 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  29,  760 
Privilege — Omission  from  the  Votes  and 
Proceedings  of  the  House,  1529 

Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 
Members'  Side  Gallery,  52,  58;  Res.  217, 
226,  236,  238 

Prinoe  Imperial,  The  Late,  26;— Monument  in 

Westminster  Abbey,  1176 
Public  Works  Loans,  2  R.  1118 
Registry  Courts  (Ireland)  (Practice),  Comm. 

2026 
Regulation  of  Railways  Acts  -Continuance^ 

Railway  Commission,  1851 

Supply  —  Charitable    and   other  Allowances, 

Great  Britain,  1612,  1618 
Charitable  and  other  AUowanoes,  Ireland, 

1614 
Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  874,  878, 

882,  8v^3 ;  Amendt.  889,  892,  898,  918, 

921,  924 
High  Coiirt  of  Justice,  Ireland,  1488, 1484, 

1489 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland,  1882, 

1383,  1385,  1608,  1609,  1610 
Law  Charges,  Ireland,  1472,  1478,  1474 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland,  dto. 

1428 
Post  Office  Services,  Ac.  1620 
Reformatory  and   Industrial  Schools,  Ire- 
land, 951,  952 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies,  Fund 

for,  1392,  1393,  1394,  1895 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  Ac.  in  Ireland, 

944,  947,  949,  950 

Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis),  Comm. 
Report,  974 


Oaicbeidoe,   Dake   of    (Field  Manhal 
Oommanding-in-Chief) 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  2R.  836 
Army  Organisation — Short  Servloe— Zola  Cun- 
paign,  1288 


Cambridge  Uhiv&r stiff -CommuMionsrs 
Question,  Mr.  Rathbone ;  Answer,  Mr, 
ton  Cross  Jidy  10,  23 


Oaicbbok,  Dr.  0.,  Okugow 

Africa,   South  —  Griqualand  West  —  Alleged 

Massacre  near  Koegas,  967,  968 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  9R.  985 

Caicpbell,  Lord 

Treaty  of  Berlin — Evacuation  of  the  ProTlnees, 
Motion  for  an  Address,  278,  281,  889 

Oahpbell,  Sir  G.,  Kirhedldy,  See. 

Africa,  South— Zulu  War— Expenditure,  819 

Army — Army  Officers  as  War  Correspondents, 
856,  1174,1175 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  166, 
89,  41  ;  Amendt.  44,  45,  46  ;  el,  167,  105 ; 
el.  170,  107,  108;  el.  174,  Amendt.  118; 
Postponed  el.  69,  358,  859,  869  ;  ^  87, 
Amendt.  377 ;  add.  el.  389,  891,  894 ; 
Amendt.  395.  897.  447,  485,  522,  530; 
Consid.  d.  5,  770  ;  el.  45.  781,  786 ;  d,  52, 
797  ;  cl.  86,  Amendt.  808 ;  d.9\,  Amendt. 
804 

East  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fund),  2R. 
1317 

East  India  Loan  (£5,000,000),  Comm.  1834 

India — Agriculture  and  Scienoe,  Departnent 
of,  301 

Indian  Museum,  Res.  1745 

Ireland — Colorado  Beetle,  Reported  Appear- 
ance of,  1373 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1712 

Scotch  Society  for  Promoting  Christian  Know- 
ledge, 1772 

Supply— Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid,  1593 
Consular  Services,  1590 
Puhlic  Education,  Ireland.  1993 
Public   Education,    Scotland,   1977,  1978, 

1982 
Queen's  University  in  Ireland,  1418 
Science  and  Art  Department,  Ac.  1967 
Slave  Trade,  Suppression  of,  16U1 
Suez  Canal,  1599 

University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1265 

Oaicpbell-Bannebiian,  Mr.  H.,  Stirling, 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  166, 
45 ;  el.  167,  Amendt.  93,  100,  101 ;  Post- 
poned el.  69,  371 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  UI16 

Oahpebdowk,  Earl  of 

Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act,  1875, 
Res.  1157,  1166 

Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  Distriot  Rail- 
way Companies,  8R.  732 
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OHA 


Canada,  Dominion  of- — Suponeation  of  M. 

LeUllier  de  St.  Just 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hioks-Beach  July  28,  1418 

Canal  Boats  Act,  1877 

Question,  Mr.  Price ;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 
Booth  July  10,  22  ;  Qaestion,  Obeerfations, 
The  Archbishop  of  Canterbnry  ;  Replf ,  The 
Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon  July  29, 1520 

Cantekbxjby,  ArchbiBhop  of 

Canal  BoaU  Act,  1877,  1520 

Cabdwbll,  Viscount 

Africa,  South — Zulu  War — ^Telegrams,  817 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  2ti.  888 
Orueltj  to  Animals,  2R.434 

Oabnabvoit,  Earl  of 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  488 

Cathedrals  Commission,  Ths — Comtitution 
of  the  Commission 
Question,  The  Archbishop  of  York ;  Answer, 
The  Earl  of  Beaconsfleld /Wy  11,  183 

Cavendish,    Lord    F.     0.,     Yorkshire, 
W,R,y  N.  Div, 

National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  2R.  1094 
■  Supply — Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid,  1592* 
Inland  Re?enae,  1615 

Cavendish,  Lord  G.  H.,  Derbyshire,  N. 
India — Kirwee  Priie  Fund,  809 

Cecil,  Lord   E.    H.    B.    Q.  (Surveyor 
General  of  Ordnance),  Essex,  W. 
Army — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Artillery — Nordenfelt  Gun,  618 
Commissariat  Officers — The  Warrant,  1847 
Commissariat  and  Ordnance  Store  Depart- 
ment— Re-organisation,  298  ; — Claims  of 
Mr.  Padwick,  848  ;  —  Heavy  Rifled  Ord- 
nance,  ''Thomas  v.  The  Queen,"  1173, 
1414 
Army  Estimates  —  Commissariat,  Transport, 
d;c.  2020,  2025 

Chadwick,  Mr.  D.,  Macclesfield 

Gas  Companies  and  the  Electric  Lighting,  Re- 
port of  Select  Committee,  1527 

Chamberlain,  Mr.  J.,  Birmingham 

Africa,  South — Administration  of  Natire  Af- 
fairs. 1858 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Com m.  c^.  166, 
Amendt.  81,  82,  88,  45,  46,  47;  el.  167, 
Amendt.  97,  101,  104;  add.  d.  889,  899, 
400  ;  Amendt.  401,  405,  483,  495,  506,508  ; 
Consid.  el.  45,  787 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  601 

Parliament — Public  Business — Tuesdays  and 
Wednesdays,  384 

[coiU. 


OHAlCBXBLAIir,  Mr.  J.— 0Ofl<. 

Post  Office  (Telegraph  Department) — Female 

Clerks,  628 
Public  Works  Loans,  2R.  1117.  1120 
School    Boards    (Duration    of    Loans),    2R. 

Amendt.  1146,  1156 
Supply — Education,  England  and  Wales,  1685 

Chancellor,  The  Lord  (Earl  Caibks) 

Lunacy  Inquiry  (Ireland)  Commission,  1825 

Lunacy  Laws,  1695 

RepresentatiTc  Peers  for  Scotland,  Election  of 

—The  Earldom  of  Mar,  137 
Summary  Jurisdiction,  Report,  1698,  1699 
Uniyersity  Education  (Ireland),   Report,  288, 

290 
Workmen's  Compensation,  2R.  608, 1696 

Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  (Bight 
Hon.  Sir  S.  H.  Northoote),  Devon, 
N. 
Africa,   South  —  Zulu   War  —  Miscellaneous 
Questions 
Estimate  of  Expenditure — Ministerial  State- 
ment,  Motion  for  Adjournment,    1718, 
1721,  1722 
Expenditure,  849,  850,  1523 
Papers,  967 

Supplementary  Estimate,  612 
Agricultural   Distress,  Royal  Commistion  on, 

160,  616,  630, 1178,  1535,  1709 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.el.  166, 
57,  60,  64,  66,    70 ;  add.  el.  404,  482,  491, 
498,  495,  496,  507,  508,  509  ;   Consid.  706, 
713,720,765;  6^.128,811 
Army  Estimates — Army  Reserye,  2000,  2001 

Commissariat,  Transport,  Ao.  2018 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  978, 

983,  986;  1007,  1544,  1712 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  595,  601, 

720,  858,  969 
Board  of  Customs— Secretary,  19 
Charity  (Expenses  and  Account!),  844 
Chartered  Banks  (Colonial),  629 
Criminal  Law — (3ase  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1862,  1371,  1372 
Cyprus — Administration  of  the   Island — Ciril 

Police  Force,  Res.  1578 
East   India   Loan  (Consolidated   Fund),  2R. 
1801,  1326,  1383 ;  Comm.  1513  ;  el.  2, 1514, 
1515,  1516 
Egypt— Egyptian  Aflkirt,  1300 

Papers,  1849 
Great  Britain  and  Egypt,  849 
Hall  Marking  (Gold  and  Silfer),  1169 
Horticultural  Society's  Gardens,  South  Ken- 
sington, 858,  1407 
India— Afghan  War— Vote  of  Thanks  to  the 
Army,  630 
North- West  Frontier,  613,  688 
Inland  Revenue^ Probate,  Administration,  and 

Legacy  Duties,  613 
Ireland—Colorado   Beetle,   Reported   Appear- 
ance of,  1373 
Metropolitan   Board    of   Works    (Water   Ex- 
penses), 2R.  129 
Minister  of  Commerce  and  Agrioulture,  1703 
Morocco,  1943 

Nationsl  Schpol  Teachers  (Ireland),  2R.  1( 
National   School  Teachers  (Ireland)  (f 
ment  of  Adfanoes),  Comm«  1628 
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Chahoxllob  of  the  Exobiqukb — cent. 

Navy  E8tiiiuiteB--MisoeIIaneous  Serricea,  1980 
Parliament — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Arrangement  of  Business,  759,  869,  1181 
Business  of  the    House,  27,  28,  29,  634, 
1298,  U15, 1416, 1536, 1536, 1712, 1713, 
1851 
Orders  of  the  Daf — Tuesdays  and  Wednes- 
days, 164,314,337 
Parliament —>  Privilege — Note-taking  in  the 
Members'  Side  GiUlerj  50;  Res.  Amendt. 
175,  234 
Parliamentary  Elections  and   Corrupt   Prac- 
tices, 446 
Parliamentary  Representation — Representation 

of  Scotland,  1703 
Prince  Imperial,  The  Lato— Funeral  Expenses, 
160;  —  Monument  in   Westminster  Abbey, 
1176 
Printing  Contract  with  Messrs.  Hansard,  24 
Public  Works  Loans,  2Ei.  1118,  1119,  1300 
Public  Works  Loans  [AdTances,  Ac]  Comm. 

1273,  12T4,  1275 
Rivers  ConserTancy  —  A   Royal  Commission, 

627.  855 
Royal  Horticultural  Society,  12 
Scotch  and  Irish   Unifersities   Votes,    1945, 

1948 
Supply — Comm.  774 

Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  902 
Public  Education  in  Scotland,  1975 
Queen's  Uni?ersity  in  Ireland,  1417 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies,  Fund 

for,  1393, 1394 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  dte.  in  Ireland, 
944,  050 
Tower  High  Leyel  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, 633;  Report,  971,  973,  llOl,  1102, 
1105,1112;  Petition,  1633 
UniTersity  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1245,  1249,  1251, 1266  ;  Comm.  1941 

OHAPLm,  Mr.  H.,  Zineolnshiref  Mid, 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Consid.  692 

Charity  {Exp€n»M  and  Aeeounti)  BUI 
Question,   Mr.  W.  U.  James ;    Answer,   The 
'  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  21,  844 

Charity  (Expenses  and  Accounts)  (No.  2) 

BiU    (ifr.  £aike$.  Sir  Hmry  Selufin-IUfet- 
MM,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  iheExehequtr) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  21  [Bill  230]  ' 

CHAaLET,  Mr.  W.  T.,  Salford 

Registry  Courts  (Ireland)  (Practice),  Comm. 

2026 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Acts  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  add,  el,  725, 727 

Chartered  Banhs  (Colonial)  Bill 

{JSir  Henry  Selmn^Ibbeiton^  Mr,  Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer) 

€,  Qnestion,  Mr.  Freshfleld ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  J^ly  17,  629 
Considered  in  Committee ;   B^esolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;    Bill  ordered  ;   read   1«  * 
Auyuit2  [BiU278] 


Ghiij>eb8,  Sight  Hon.  H.  0.  E.,  Pcnt4- 

fraet 
Africa,   South  —  Estimate  of   Expeoditare^ 

Ministerial  Statement,  1718,  1722 
Army  Difciplineand  Regulation,  Comm.  eL  166, 

40;  0;.  173, 118;  <180,  121 
Banking  and    Joint    Stock    Companki.    3B. 

1012 
British  Columbia—  Esquimau  Dock.  1711 
Cyprus — Administration  of  the  Island — Civil 

Police  Force,  Res.  1583 
East    India   Loan  (Consolidated  Fund),  9E. 

1325;  Comm.  el,  2,  1514;  Amendt.  1515; 

d.  3,  Amendt.  1516 
National   School  Teachers  (Ireland)  (Re-pay- 
ment of  Advances),  Comm.  1517 
Navy  Estimates — Admiralty  OiBoe,  1770 

Scientific  Branch,  1790 
Parliament  — >  Business  of  the  House,  1298, 

1415,  1416,  1535 
Public  Works  Loans  [Advances,  Ac.],  1274 
School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans),  2 R.  1154 
Supply — Consular  Serrices,  1589 
Diplomatic  Services,  1588 
Suei  Canal,  1598 
Tonnage  Bounties,  Ac.  1604 

Children's  Dangerons  Performances  BOl 

[H.L.]         (Mr,  Evelyn  Athley) 

e.  Committee*  ;  Report  July  10         [Bill  220] 

Considered  *  Jultf  14 

Read  3<>  •  July  15 
I,  Royal  Assent  July  24    [42  A  43  Viet.  0.  34] 


Civil  Frocednre  Acts  Repeal  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Chancellor) 

I,  Read  2**  July  11  (No.  182) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  Jufy  14 

Read3**/tt/y  15 
e.  Read  l"  •  July  21  [Bill  258] 

Read  2«  •  July  24 

Coal  Mines — Accident  at  the  Cwm  Aran 
Colliery 
Question,  Mr.  Macdonald ;  Answer,  Mr.  Aishe- 
ton  Cross  July  10, 18 

OooHAAKE,  Mr.  A.  D.  W.  B.  Baillie* 
Isle  of  Wight 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Cojnm,addM, 
477 ;  Consid.  765 

ft 

OooAK,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.  F.,  KUdare 

Ireland — Training  of  Teachers  In  Elementary 

Schools,  Res.  260 
DniTersity   Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 

1264 


Colchester,  Lord 

Petroleum  Act   (1871)   Amendment,   Comm. 
1841 

Cole,  Mr.  H.  T.,  Penryn,  ^-c. 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm,aUJ.el, 
524,525,529 


OOL      OON 


(SESSION    1879) 
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OON 


OOU 


OoLEBBOOEE;  Sir  T.  E.;  Lanarkshirs,  N, 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1549 

Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmand  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1365 

Education  Code  —  ElemcBtary  Science,  Res. 
1647 

Indian  Museum,  Res.  1738 

Scotch  Society  for  Promoting  Christian  Know- 
ledge, 1671 

Colonial  Naval  Defence  Act,  1865 — Eoi/al 

Colonial  Naval  Reserve  Men 
Question,    Colonel   Arbdthnot;    Answer,    Sir 
Michael  Hicks-Beach  July  24,  1171 

CoLTHTJBST,  Goloiiel  D.  La  Zouche,  Cork 
Co. 

Army   Discipline    and    Regulation— Imprison- 
ment of  Military  Offenders,  1849 
Army — (Ordnance  Department) — Heavy  Rifled 
Ordnance— ''Thomas  v.  The  Q^een,"  1173 
Ireland — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Board  of  Works— Salaries  of  the  Staff,  305 
Public  Education,  1993 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1455 
Ireland — Training  of  Teachers  in  Elementary 

Schools,  Res.  270 
Navy— U.M.  Gunboat  "  Tyrian,"  846 
Supply— Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland.  863 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1199 

Commissioners  of  Woods  (Thames  Piers) 
BiU 

{Sir  Henrjf  Selwirt'lbbetion,  Mr.  OerardNbel) 

c.  Ordered  ;  rend  1**  •  Jul^  17  [BiU  249] 

Read  2* /u2y  23,  1122 

Committee*;  Report  JWy  28 

Read  3«  *  July  29 
/.  Read  I*  •  {Lord President)  July  31  (No.  168) 

Commons  Act  (1876)  Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.   Fell,  Mr.  Shaw  Lefevrs,  Sir   Walter  B. 
Barttelot,  Lord  Edmond  Fittmauriee) 

e.  Read  2o  •  Jufy  14  [BiU  233] 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  15 

Rend  S*"*  July  16 
L  Read  1»»  {Lord  Henniker)  July  11  (No.  152) 

Read  2»  July  22,  959 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  24 

Read  3**  July  25 

Companies  Acts  Amendment  Bill 

(  Th0  Lord  Aberdare) 
I.  Order  for  Committee  discharged  July  31, 1700 

Contagions  Diseases  Acts  Bepeal  Bill 

(^}>  Hareottrt  Johnstons,  Mr,  Stansfeld,  Mr, 
Whitbread,  Mr,  MundsUa) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  28  [Bill  34] 

Convention  (Ireland)  Act  Bepeal  Bill 

{The  Lord  O'Eagan) 
h.  Royal  Assent  July  21      [42  S  43  FUt.  0. 38] 


Conveyancing  and  Land  Transfer  (Scot- 
land) Act  (1874)  Amendment  Bill 

I.  Read  !••  {Earl Camperdown)  July  10 (No.  141) 
Read2»«/a/y25 
Pommittee  *  ;  Report  July  28 
Read  3*  *yu/y  29  « 

Copt/right — Legislation 
Question,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins ;  Answer,  Lord  Jiohn 
Manners  July  17,  619 

Copyright  (No  2)  Bill 

{Lord  John  Manners,  Viscount  Sandon,  Mr, 

Attorney  General) 

c.  Acts  read  ;  considered  in  Committee  ;  Resolu- 
tion agreed  to,  and  reported  ;  Bill  ordered  ; 
read  l*  •  July  29  [BUI  265] 

Cork  Borongh  Quarter  Sessions  Bill 

I.  Read  I**  {The  Lord  Boyle)  July  10  (No.  142) 
Read  2"  •  July  15 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  17 
RemdS^^  July  IS 
Royal  Assent  July  21    [42  ^  43  Viet,  0.  olzi] 

Coroners  Bill  {Mr,  Secretary  Cross,  Mr, 

Attorney  General,  Mr,  Solicitor  General,  Sir 

Matthew  Ridley) 

e.  Report  of  Select  Comm.*  July  10  [No.  279] 
BUI  withdrawn  •  July  21  [BUI  243] 

Corby,  ]\ir.  J.  P.,  Belfast 

Local   Courts   of    Bankraptc/   (Ireland),  2R. 

1128 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 

1231 

OoTTON,  Mr,  Alderman  W.  J.  R.,  London 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1551 
Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,   Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1342 

County  Boards  Bill 

{Mr,  Selater 'Booth,  Mr,  Secretary  Cross,  Mr, 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer) 
e,  BUI  withdrawn  •  July  14  [BiU  105] 

County  Courts  (No*  2)  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr.  Attorney  General) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  14  [BiU  191] 


OouBTNEY,  Mr.  L.  H.|  Liskeard 

Airica,  South— The  Transraal  Papers—"  Whit« 
V.  Rudolph,"  24 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Consid.cl.  177» 
814 

Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1366 

East  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fund),  Comm. 
cl,2,l5\5 

National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  2R.  Moiiw^^ 
for  Adjourncneul,  \^^V  J^| 

Nat\oiki\  ^Yioo\  'V^iXkVw^  <^x<5\^xw\\  ^^^!^B 
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GonRTHST,  Mr.  L.  H.— conl. 
Parliament -T  Privilege — Noto-Uking   in  the 

Members'  Side  Gallery,  Rea.  190 
Sapplj  —  Charitable    and   other   Alloiranees, 
Great  Britain,  1613 
Post  OflBoe  Seryioes,  dtc.  1622 ;  Motion  for 
*  reporting  Progress,  1623.  162i 

Tower  High  Lerel  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, Petition,  1638 
Universitj  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  3R. 
1201,  1251, 1260  ;  Comm.  Amendt.  1040 

CowBN,  Mr.  J.,  I^eweastU-on- I^ne 
Railways— Automatio  Brakes,  24 
Rassia— Treatment    of   Political.  Offenders — 
Entsian  Atrocities,  842,  1403 

CowTSK,  Earl 
Pnblio  Health  Act  (1875)  Amendment  (Inter- 
ments), Comm.  7 

Cbanbbooe,  Yiscount(Sooretary  of  State 

for  India) 
Army  Discipline  and  Regnlation,  2R.  830 
Army  Discipline  and  lUgalation  (Commence- 
ment), IR.  960 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Brahmin  Kishen  Dutt,  160 
Corporal  Punishment  in  Indian  Gaols,  1402 
Criminal  Law— Use  of  Torture,  1290 
Suchait  Singh-rThe  Chamba  Suooession, 
741 
Public  Health  Act  (1876)  Amendment  (Inter- 
ments), Comm.  4,  6  ;  3K.  440 

Criminal  Code  (Indictable  Offences)  Bill 

{Mr.  Attorney  General,  Mr.  Secretary  Croet, 
Mr.  Solicitor  Oeneral,  Mr.  Aiiomey  General 
for  Ireland) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  14  [Bill  170] 

OaiHiNAXi  Law 

MXSOILLANBOUS   QUBSTIOMS 

Conviction  of  Ambrose  Pentney,  Question,  Mr. 

Macdonald  ;    Answer,  Mr.  Assbeton   Cross 

JtUy  17,  624 
CrifMnal  Proeeedingi  again$t  Soldiert,  (^es- 

tion,   Mr.  O'Shaugbnessy  ;  Answer,  Colonel 

Stanley /M^y  14,  803 
Exhibition  of  Zulnt  at  St  Jamet'i  Hali,  With- 
drawal of  Question,  Mr.  E.  Jenkins  ;  Obser- 

Tation,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  JtUy  15,  444 
Imprisonment  for  Stealing  Flowers,  Question, 

Mr.  Pease;  Answer,  Mr.    Assbeton  Cross 

My  14,  307 
Pviaming  by  AleohU,  Question,  Sir  Wilfrid 

Lawson ;    Answer,     Mr.     Assheton    Cross 

J^dy  14,  300 
The  Convict  Perryman,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  17,  628 
The  Queen  v.  Castro,  Notice  of  Question,  Dr. 

Kenealy  July  16,654 ;  Question,  Dr.  Kenealy ; 

Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  18,  756 
Tke  Stripping  and  Searching  of  Prisoners, 

Questions,   Mr.   H.   B.  Sheridan  ;  Answers, 
-      Mr.  Assheton  Crou  July  17,  632  ;  July  21, 

848 


Criminal  Law  —  The    Cau    of  Edmund 

Gall&y 
Amendt*  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  95,  To 
leave  out  from  " That,"  and  add  "the  inno- 
oenoe  of  Edmund  Galley  of  the  erime  of 
which  he  was  eonricted  at  Exeter  in  1836 
has  been  established  beyond  all  reasonable 
doubts ;  and  that  an  humble  Address  be  prs* 
sented  to  Her  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty 

Spaciously  to  grant  a  firee  pardon  to  Edmund 
alley"  {Sir  EardUy  JFilmot)  v.  1335; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ac ;  " 
after  long  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Amendt.  to  leare  out  from  "That,"  and  add 
"an  humble  Address  be  presented  to  Her 
•  Majesty,  praying  Her  Majesty  that  she  will 
be  graoiously  pleased  to  grant  a  free  pardon 
to  Edmund  Galley"  {Sir  Eardley  Wilmoi) 
V.  1368  ;  Question  proposed,  *<  That  the 
words,  Ac.;"  after  short  debate,  Qnestion 
put,  and  negatired ;  words  added ;  main 
Question,  as  amended,  put  and  agreed  to  ; 
To  be  presented  by  Priry  Councillors 

Gross,  Bight   Hon.  B.   A.  (Seoretaiy 
of   State    for  the   Home  Depart- 
ment), Laneashire^  8.  W, 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  d.  180, 
121  ;  Postponed  cl.  69,  355,  374.  375,  376 ; 
d.  128,  387;   add.  cl.   528,   543;  Consid. 
e2.  45,  781,792;  a.  127,808 
Army   Discipline  and    Regulation — Imprison- 
ment of  Military  Offenders,  1850 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (OwiuiMoo- 

ment),  Comm.  el.  7,  977 
Artisans' *and  Labourers'  Dwellings,  1875,  063 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R..  1560 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  597 
Burials  Acts — Churchyards  (England),  307 
Cambridge  University  Commissiooars,  23 
Criminal  Law — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Ambrose  Peotney,  ConTiction  of,  624 
Imprisonment  for  Stealing  Flowers,  307 
Perryman,  The  Convict,  629 
Poisoning  by  Alcohol,  300 
Queen  v.  Orton,  757 
Stripping  and  Searohing  of  Prasonerv,  632, 

848 
Zulus,  Exhibition  of,  at  S(.  James's  EIall,4l5 
Criminal  Law^-Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1350,  1351,  1365,  1366, 
1368 
Fisheries — Salmon    Disease — Commission    of 

Inquiry,  964 
Fisheries  (Scotland)— The  Firth  of  Forth,  965 
French  and  English  Marriage  Laws,  754 
Game  Laws  Amendment  (Scotland),  Comm. 

1941 
Intemperance,  309 

Law  and  Justice — Civil  Assises  at  Manchester 
and  Lirerpool,  1410,  UU 
South  Suffordshire  Polioe  Stipendiary  Ma- 
gistrate, 858 
Metropolis — Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  of 
London — Report  of  the  Commissioners,  1706  • 
Metropolitan  Police  Force — Report  of  the  De- 
partmental Commission,  854 
Minos,  Coal— Cwm  Avon  Colliery,  Accident  at, 

18 
Poor  Law— Pauper  Lunatica— Benjamin  Uar- 
risoD,  Case  of,  19 
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Cbom,  Rifht  Hon.  R.  A.— Ami. 

Prince  Imperinl,  The  Late,  26 
Prisons  Act,  1877 — Prison  Labour.  13 
Scotland— Uniyersity  of  Edinburgh — The  Pro- 
fessor of  Church  History,  1848 
Supply— iSoience  and    Art    Department,    Ac. 

1939,  1940 
Under  Secretary  of  State  for  Scotlanj),  857 


Cruelty  to  Animals  Bill  [h.l.] 

{The  Lord  Tn$ro) 

/.  Moved,  "  That  the  Bill    be    now  read  2*  " 

Jtdy  15,  419 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  (*'  now,")  and  add  ("  this 

day  three  months")  (7^  Lord  Stetvard); 

after   short    debate,    on    Question,     That 

("now,")  Ac;    Oont.   16,  Not.-Cont.  97; 

M.  81 

DiT.  List,  Cont.  and  Not-Cont.,  435 
Resolved  in  the  negative  ;  and  Bill  to  be  read 

2*  this  day  three  months  (No.  125) 


Cuba,  Blavmry  in 
Moved,  That  there  be  Uid  before  the  Hoas§, 
**  Copies  of  all  despatchee  and  papers  con- 
taining any  communications  on  that  subject 
which  have  passed  between  Her  Miyesty's 
Government  or  Her  Majesty's  Minister  at 
Madrid  and  the  Spanish  Government,  and- 
which  have  not  already  been  laid  before  Par- 
liament "  {The  Lord  Selbome)July  21,  818  ; 
after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn 


Customs  Bill  of  JEntry  Ofies 
Question,  Mr.  Rylands ;    Answer,  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-Ibbetson  July2\,  853 


Customs,  Board  of-^TK$  SserHmry 
Question,  Mr.  Baxter ;  Answer,  The  Chanoellor 
of  the  Exchequer  July  10, 19 

Cnstonis  BnildingB  Bill 

(Mr,  Noil,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson) 

e.  Considered  •  Jidy  10  [BiU  228] 

Read3«*/«/y  11 
L  Read  l^*  (Lord  President)  July  l^{Vo.U6) 

Read  2^^  July  21 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  22 

Read3** /ti/y24 

Cyprus 
MisoiLLiimous  QuxBTioira 

Fublie    Works    Return^    Question,     Mr.     H. 

Samuelson ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  15, 

445 
PumthfMni  of   Greek'  Priests-^  The  Papers, 

Question,    Mr.    Gladstone  ;     Answer,    Mr. 

Bourke  July  11,  161 
Slavery,  Question,  Observations,  The  Earl  of 

Shaftesbury  ;  Reply,  The  Marquess  of  Salis- 
bury July  28,  1397 
The  Papers,  No.  4,  Question,  Sir  Charles  W. 

Dilkt ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  29, 1529 


Cyprus — AimmMraium  of  the  IsiUmd-^ 

Civil  Polios  Fores 

Questions,   Mr.  Shaw  Lefcvre,   Mr.  Dodlon  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  July  28, 1411 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  JuXy  29,  To 
leave  out  from  "That,"  and  add  "it  is 
inexpedient  to  grant  a  sum  of  £26,000  for ' 
the  Cyprus  Police  until  a  report  fi*om  the 
authorities  of  the  Island,  showing  the  neces- 
sity for  such  expenditure,  and  a  full  state- 
ment of  the  finances  of  the  Island,  be  laid 
before  the  House "  {^fr,  Shaw  Lefevrs)  v, 
1563  ;  Question  proposed,  "  That  the  words, 
Ac. ; "  after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  99, 
N.  72  ;  M.  27  (D.  L.  198) 

Dalrymple,  Mr.  0.,  Buteshire 

Army — Auxiliary  Forees — Yeomanry  and  Vo- 
lunteer A<yutants,  1707 

Db  La  Wa&b,  Earl 

Railway  Returns  (Continuous  Brakes),  1700 
Workmen's  Conpensftiion,  2R.  604, 1695, 1698 

DsNisoN,  Mr.    0.  BsoKBTT-,  Yorkshire, 
W,R,,  K  Biv. 

Asia,  Central — Russian  Advanoe  on  Menr,  806 
India— Afghanistan— The  Ceded  Districts,  310 
Parliament — Public  Business — Tuesdays  and 

Wednesdays,  333 
Tower  'High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, 1113 

Dekison,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Nottingham 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Consid.  e^.  45, 
783 

Denhan,  Lord 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  2R.  841 
Public  Health  Act  (1875)  Amendment  (Inter- 
ments), Comm.  8 

DiLKS,  Sir  0.  W.,  Chelsea,  SfO, 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  166, 

47  ;  add,  el,  Amendt.  389,  390,  398,  403, 

524  ;  Consid.  d,  45,  Amendt.  786 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  600 
Cyprus — Papers,  1529 
Cyprus — Administration  of  the   Island — Civil 

Police  Force,  Res.  1566 
Great  Britain  and  Egypt,  849 
Indian  Oaths  Act— Alleged  Torture,  298 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Expenses), 

2R.  130 
Poor  Uw  Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.  1121 
Public  Works  Loans,  2R.  1120 
School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans),  2R.  1146 
Supply— Consular  Services,  1689,  1591 
Diplomatic  Serrices,  1585 
Embassies  and  Missions  Abroad,  1584 
Thames  River  (Prevention  of  Floods),  Lords 

Amendts.  Consid.  c2.  16a|1291 
Treaty  of  Berlin— Asiatic  Provinces  of  Turkey, 

751 
Treaty  of  Berlin — The  Congress  (Unfulfilled 

Arrangements),  Motion  for  an  Addre«a^\AIVl 

1080 
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Dnxmnr,  Mr.  L.  L.,  Bwamea 

Africa,  South— Zulu  War— Reported  Snbmii- 

sion  of  Cetewayo,  739 
Army  Disoiplino  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el  166, 

70,  76  :  cl.  167,  Amendt.  02,  98 ;  add.  el. 

607;  Consid.  e;.  138.  812 
Artisans'    Dwellinfn    Act    (1868)    Extension, 

Comm.  el.  5,  412  ;  e/.  21,  416  ;  Schedule  A, 

417  - 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  600,  955 
Irish  Church  Act  (1869)  Amendment,  Leave, 

1681 
Knightibridffe  and  other  Crown  Lands,  2R.  728 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  211.  1098 
Occupation  Roads,  2R.  1276 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  27.  1416 
Public    Business — Tuesdays  and  Wednes- 
days, 880 
*  Printing  Contract  with  Messrs.  Hansard,  24 
Public  Works  Loans  [AdTances,  Ac.].  Comm. 

1274 
School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans),  2R.  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1166 
Supply— Post  OflBce  Telegraph  Serrice,  1626 
Supreme  Court  of  Judicature    Acts  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  add.  el.  Amendt.  723 

Dupensaries  (Ireland)  Bill 

( Viscount  Sutehinton) 
L  Royal  Assent /u/y  21      [42  dt  48  Fict.  d.  26] 

DoDDS,  Mr.  J.,  Stockton 

Artisans'*  Dwellings    Act    (1868)  Extension, 

Comm.  c^  21,  416 
Inland  RcTenue— Probate,  Administration,  and 
Legacy  Duties,  618 

DoDSON,  Bight  Hon.  J.  Ot.,  Chester 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  166, 

61 
Cyprus— Administration  of  the  Island—CivU 

Police  Force.  1411 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 

Members*  Side  Gallery,  5B 
Supply— Sues  Canal,  1601 
Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 

mittoe,  Petition,  1686 

Duff,  Mt.  M.  E.  G.,  Flgin,  ^e. 

East  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fund),  2R.  1820 

India^-North-West  Frontier,  612 

Indian  Museum,  South  Kensington,  808  ;  Res. 

1722,  1746 
Supply— Public  Education  in  Scotland,  Motion 

for  Adjournment,  1978,  1978 

DxnPF,  lir.  R.  W.,  Banffshire 
Scotch  Bills,  682 

DuKKAYEN,  Earl  of 

Prince  Imperial,  The  Late,  Motion  for  Papers, 
1826, 1889 

East  India  Loan  ( Annnities)  Bill 

(Mr.  Edward  Stanhope,  Mr.  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer,  Mr,  Raikee) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee*  July  81 

Resolution  reported,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  or- 
dered ;  read  !•  •  August  1  [BUI  276] 


East  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fond) 

Bill    (Mr.  Saikesy  Mr.  Edward  StsmAope, 
Mr.  Chaneellor  ofths  Exchequer) 

e.  MoTcd,    "  That  the  BUI    be  now  read   2* " 
/ti/y26,  1801 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  **  Thar/'  and  add 
'*  considering  that  it  has  been  otBcially  etated 
that  the  Afghan  War  was  undertaken  in  the 
interests  of  Kngland  and  India  jointly,  this 
llouse  is  of  opinion  that  it  is  unjust  to  make 
India  pay  towards  the  expenses  of  that  war 
more  than  seven  times  as  much  at  will  be 
contributed  by  England  "  (Mr.  Faweeti)  v. ; 
Question  proposed,  "That  the  words.  Ac. ;" 
after  debate.  Question  put ;  A.  187^  N.  126; 
M.  12  (D.  L.  194) 

Mnin  Question  put,  and  Agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2^ 

Committee  ;  Report  July  28,  1612  [BUI  201] 

Considered  *  July  30 

Read8''*/M/y81 
/.  Read  1*  •  ( Viseount  Cnmbrook)  Auguet  1 

(No.  172) 


East  India  Loan  (£5,000,000)  Bill 

(Mr.  Saikss,  Mr.  Edward  Stanhope,  Mr.  Chatt- 
eellor  of  the  Exchequer) 

e.  Order  for  Committee  read ;  Mo?ed.  "  Thai  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair "  Jufy  26, 
1884 ;  after  short  debate.  Debate  adjourned 
tUl  this  day  [BiU  107] 

East  India  Railway  (Bedemption  of 
Annnities)  Bill 

(Mr.  Edward  Stanhope,  Lord  Oeorge  EamiUen) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l""  •  July  14  [Bill  244] 

Read  2««/tt/y  17      • 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  21 
Read8**Jtt/y  22 
I.  Read  1»  •  ( Viseowni  Cranbrook)  July  28 
Head  2>*  July  28  (No.  160) 

Education  Department 

Elementary    Education  —  Establiehment    of 

Training  Ships,  Question,   Captain   Pim ; 

Answer,  Sir  Mafthew  White  Ridley  July  21. 

847 
Elementary   Education   Act — fforley    School 

Board,  Question,   Mr.    Richard ;    Answer, 

Lord  George  Hamilton  July  17,  617 
Salaries     of    Schoolmasters,    Question,    Sir 

George  Jenkinson  ;    Answer,   Lord  George 

Hamilton /u/y  17,  619 
The  Abbey  Parish  Board,  Paisley,  and  Sehooi 

Fees,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  Answer,  The 

Lord  Adfooate  Julp  29, 1628 


Education  Code—Elementary  Science 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  80,  To 
leare  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  **  it  would 
be  desirable  to  modify  the  Code  of  Educa- 
tion by  adding  Elementary  Science  to  the 
subjects  mentioned  in  Article  19.  c.  1 "  (Sir 
John  Lubbock)  V,  1639;  Qdestion  proposed, 
"  That  the  words,  dpo. ; "  after  debate,  Ques- 
tion put ;  A.  60,  N.  48 ;  M.  82  (D.  L.  199) 
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Egebton,  Hon.  A.  F.  (Secretary  to  the 
Board  of  Admiralty),    Laneashtrs, 

GoAttgiiiird,  1769 

Navy  Kstinmtea — Admiraltf  OfSoe,  1774 

Dockyards,  Ac.  1807 

Seamen  and  Marines,  1770 


Egebton,   Hon.  Wilbrahanii    Cheshire, 

Mid. 
Agncultaral    Distresi    Gommitiion  —  Indian 

Wheat,  615 
Indian  Museum,  South  Kensington,  614  ;  Res. 

1734 


Egypt 

Question,  Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke ;  Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  21,840 

Egyptian  Affairt,  Questions,  Sir  Julian  Gold- 
smid,  Mr.  Goschen  ;  Answers,  The  Chancel- 
lor of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  Benry  Selwin- 
Ibbetson  July  26,  1800 

Nubar  Patha,  Questions,  Mr.  Otway ;  Answers, 
Mr.  Bourke  J%Uy  10,  25 ;  Question,  Mr.  E. 
Jenkins  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bourke  July  15,  445 

The  Paper  it  Questions,  Mr.  Otway,  Sir  Julian 
Goldsmid ;  Answers,  Mr.  Bourke,  The  Ghan> 
cellor  of  the  Exoheqner  Augutt  1, 1847 

Eloho,  Lord,  Saddingt&nahire 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  167, 

80,  100 
Army  Estimates— Army  Reserve,  2008,  2004, 

2008 
Indian  Museum,  Res.  1746 

Ellenbobouoh,  Lord 

Army  Organisation  —  Short  Serrioe  —  Zulu 
Campaign,  1284 

Elliot,  Mr.  Q.  W.,  Northallerton 

Array  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  add,  el, 

807 
Parliamentary  Franohise,  2R.  Bill  withdrawn, 

1145 

Ehly,  Lord 

University  Education  (Ireland),  Report,  283, 
200  ;  SR.  448 


Employers'  Liability  Bill 

{Mr,  Attorney  Generaly  Mr,  Solicitor  Oemral, 
The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Attorney  General 
for  Ireland) 

e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  80  [Bill  108] 

Endowed  Schools  Acts  Continaance  Bill 

{Lord  George  Samilton,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 

Exchequer) 

e.  Question,  Sir  Ughtred  Kay-Shuttleworth  ;  An- 
swer, Lord  George  Hamilton  July  10,  lo 
Ordered  ;  read  1«  *  July  30  [Bill  272] 


Enfield,  Viscount 

Royal  Horticultural  Society,  10 
Ereington,  Mt.  G.,  Longford  Co. 

Ireland — Coroners,  848 

General  Prisons  Act — Surgeons,  14 
Ireland— Training  of  Teachers  in  Elementary 

Schools,  Res.  259 
Supply— Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1456 

Science  and  Art  Department,  dto.  Amendt. 

1932 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  Ao,  in  Ireland, 
Amendt.  929,  940,944,  946 

Evans,  "h/Lr.  T.  W.,  Derby ehire,  8. 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  167^ 

94,  96 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 

1264 

ExoHBQTJER,  Chanoellob  of  the  {iee 
Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer) 

• 

Exhibition  Commusioners  0/  1851,  9.  The 
Royal  Horticultural  Society 
Obsenrations,  Questions,  Viscount  Enfield ;  An- 
swef,  Earl  Granville  July  10,  10  ;  Quea* 
tions,  Mr.  J.  R.  Yorke  ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  12 ;  July  21, 
858 ;  Question,  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence ;  An* 
swer.  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  28, 1407 

Expiring  Laws  Continnance  Bill 

{Sir  Henry  Selwin^Ibbeteon,  Mr,    Chancellor  of 

the  Exchequer) 

e,  Questions,  Major  Nolan,  Mr.  Callan  ;  Answers, 
Mr.  J.  Lowiher,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-lbbetson 
August  2,  1945 
Ordered  ;  read  1«*  Aiigust  2  [Bill  279] 

Fawoett,  Mr.  H.,  Sachney 

Africa,  South — Zulu  War — Expenses,  1528 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act,  1875 

— Cost  of  Metropolitan  Improvements,  802, 

962,  968;  1708 
East   India    Loan  (Consolidated    Fund),  2R. 

Amendt.  1306  ;  Comm.  1512  ;  cl,  2,  1515 
India— Maharajah  Dhulecp  Singh,  1169,  1408, 

1409 
Indian  Museum,  Res.  1785 
Parliament  —  Business  of  the   Uonse,  1712, 

1851 
University  Education  (Ireland) — Alleged  Pro- 
posal of  the  Government,  680 
University    Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 

1282,  1248, 1266 

Fisheries — Salmon  Disease — Commission  of 

Inquiry 
Question,  Captain  Milne- Home ;  Answer,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  July  22,  964 
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F0B8TBB,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  BroifMi 
Afrloa,  South— Adiiiiniitimtio&  of  NatiTO  Af. 
&in,  1889 
Zola  War— Telegram,  768 
Agrienltnral    Dittrest  — -  Rojal  Gommiiaion, 

1709 
Army  Diieipline  and  Regnlation  —  Gorporal 

Punishment,  Notioe  of  Ree.  602 
Banking  and  Joint  9took  Companies,  3R.  1557 
Bankruptoj  Law  Amendment,  2R.  597 
Edoeation  Code^  Elementary   Soienoe,  Res. 

1652 
Indian  Museum,  Res.  1789 
Law  and  Justice — Sooth  Staflbrdshire  Polioe 

Stipendiary  Magistrate,  858 
Parliament— Arrangement  of  Business,  1181 

BusineM  of  the  House,  1535 
Pnhlie  Works  Loans,  2  R.  1119 
School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans).  2R.  1149 
Supply — Education,  England  and  Wales,  1692 
Tower  High  Lerel  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 

mitteo,  1101,  1108  ;  Petition,  1634 
University  Eduoation  (Lreland)  (No.  2),  2R. 

1267 

Fo&TBsonz,  Earl 

Army  Organisation  —  6hort  SirYioe  —  Zulu 

Campaign,  1289 
Industrial  Schools  (Powers  of  Sehool  Boards), 

2R.  1400 ;  Comm.  1700 ;  e2.  3,  Ameodt.  ih. 


Fbabxb,  Sir  W.  A.,  Kiii&rmiiMter 

Merchant  Shipping  Act — Passenger  Steamers, 

1525 
Tover  ni|h  Lerel  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, Report,  972 

IVeneh  and  JEnglUh  Marriage  Laws 

(Question,    Mr.     Hardcastle ;     Answer,    Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  July  18,  754 

Fbenoh,  Hon.  0.,  Boteammon 

Crime   (Ireland)  —  Constabulary    Expenses, 
1412 

Fbeshpixld,  Mr.  C.  K.,  Dover 

Chartered  Banks  (Colonial),  629 

Fry,  Mr.  L.,  BriiM 
Greenwich  and  Merchant  Seamen  Hospital, 
1169 

Gabbst,  Mr.  D.  F.,  Limeriek 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  889 

Galloway,  Earl  of 

RepresentatiTe  Peers  for  Scotland,  Election  of 
^The  Earldom  of  Mar,  148 

Gkune  Laws  Amendment  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Th€  Lord  Advocate^  Mr,  Secretary  Crost) 

e.  Question,  Sir  Da^id    Wedderburn  ;    Answer, 
The  Lord  AdTOcate  July  25,  1298 
Committee  deferred  Auyuet  1,  1941  [Bill  143] 


Ga&fit,  Mr.  T.»  BodoH 

Banking   and  Joint  Stook    GompaaiM,  2R. 

1001 
Rbm  OoBserraney,  802 


Gas  and  Water  Pnmaiinukl  Orders  Con- 

flrmatum  Bill         (The Lord. irmmikm) 
I.  Royal  Assent  July  21  [42  S  43  Viet.  0.  ollx] 

9ai  CompantM  and  the  Siedrie  Lighting — 
Beport  of  SoUet  Committee 

Question,  Mr.  Chadwiok  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Raiket 
July  29, 1527 

Germang-^l%e  lekmde  of  the  PaciJU 

Qaestion,  Mr.  Alderman  M* Arthur;  Anawtr, 
Mr.  Bourke  Jtdy  21, 854 

GiBSOir,  Bight  Hon.  E.,  (Attorn^  Qe- 
neral  for  Ireland),  JDuilin  Unioerntg 

Ireland— Coroners,  848 

Judicature  Act,  1877 — Ro-organiiation  of 
the  High  Court  of  Judioature,  846 
Looal   Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  2R. 

1123,1125,  1135 
Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  (Salaries, 

Ac  )  Comm.  1517 
Public  Health  (Ireland)  Act  (1878)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  1143  ' 
Supply — Constabulaiy  Force  in  Ireland,  881, 
896,  914,  917 
High  Court  of  Justice,  Ireland,  1481, 1485 
Hospiuls  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland,  1883, 

1386,  1387, 1609 
Uw  Charges,  Ireland,  1472,  1478,  1475, 

1476 
Registry  of  Deeds,  Ireland,  958 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  d(C.  in  Ireland, 
•931 
UniTersity  Education  ( Ireland)  (No.  2),  1595 

GiFFABB,    Sir    H.     8.   (see    Solicitob 
Genbeal,  The) 

Giles,  Mr.  A.,  Southampton 

Parliament — Privilege — Note-taking  in  the 
Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  248 


Gladstone,  Bight  Hon.  W.  E.,  Qre^- 

wieh 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  adtf.  d, 

480;  Consid.652 
Congress  of  Berlin  (Unfulfllled  Arrangements), 

Motion  for  an  Address,  1061, 1065 
Cyprus — Punishment  of  Oreek  Priests,  161 
East  India  Loan  (Consolidated    Fond),  2R. 

1331, 1333 
Parliament  — Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 

Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  187 
University  Eduoation  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 

1253, 1254 
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Ooffin'9,  Mr,,  drtiJUaU 
Qaestion,   Colonel   Beresford ;    Answer,  Lord 

George  Hamilton  July  14,  300 
Select  Committee  appointed,  "  (o  inquire  into 
and  report  upon  the  oircumstanoes  relating 
to  the  suspension  of  the  Certificate  of  Mr. 
Goffln  by  the  Science  and  Art  Department " 
July  16 ;  List  of  the  Committee,  603 

Q^LDNET,  Mr.  G.,  Chippenham 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  9R.  lOtS 

GoLDSMiD,  Sir  J.,  Hochester 

Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1364 

Egypt— Papers,  1848,  1849 

Egyptian  Affairs,  1300 

Great  Northern  Railway  (Ireland),  Consid. 
746 

Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 
Members'  Side  Gallery  Res.  183 

Supply — Consular  Serrioes,  1600 

GoBDONi  Sir  A.,  Aberdeenshire,  B, 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Gomm.  el,  166, 
31,  40,  46,  89  ;  cl.  167,  Amendt.  91,92, 100, 
102, 103  ;  Postponed  cL  69,  367,  368,  370, 
371,  373,  377  ;  add,  el.  319 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Commence- 
ment). Comm.  cl.  7,  973,  976 

India  —  Nortb-West  Frontier — Assigned  Dis- 
tricts, 1407,  1408 

Parliament — Arrangement  of  Business,  1181 

GoscHEN,  Right  Hon.  G.  J,,  London 
East    India    Loan  (Consolidated  Fund),  2R. 

1323 
Egyptian  Affairs,  1300 
Na?y  Estimates — Coastguard  Serrice,  1788 
Dockyards,  <bc.    1810,  1811,    1813,    1816, 
1818 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  28 
Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, 1106 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  3),  2R. 
1242,  1249 

GouBLEY,  Mr.  E.  T.,  Sunderland 

Greenwich  Hospital  Pension  Fund,  1098,  1179 
Supply — Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid,  1392 

Slave  Trade,  Suppression  of,  1602 

Suei  Canal,  1395 

Tonnage  Bounties,  Amendt.  1602,  1604 
Thames,  Navigation  of— Report  of  Commis- 
sioners, 1178 

GowEK,  Hon.  E.  F.  L.,  Bodmin 
Supply — Public  Education  in  Scotland,  1074, 
1981 


Grand  Juries  (Ireland)  Bill    {Mr.  James 

Lowther,  Mr.  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 

c.  Question.   Mr.   D.    Taylor;    Answer,    Mr.    J. 
Lowthcr  July  10,  27 
Bili  withdrawn •  /u/y  14  [Bill  199] 

rOL.  CCXLVIU.    [third  »kbib8.] 
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Gbakt,  Mr.  A.,  Zeith 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (SootUnd),  833 

GKANVrLLE,   Ewl 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  2R.  841 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act,  1875, 

Res.  1164 
Prince  Imperial,  The  Late,  Motion  for  Papers, 

1838 
Public  Health  Act  (1873)  Amendment  (Inter- 

ments),  440 
Royal  Horticultural  Society,  II 
Slave  Trade— South  East  Coast  of  Africa,  978 
Slavery  in  Cuba,  Motion  for  Papers,  828 
University  Education  (Ireland),  Comm.  156 ; 

Report,  288,  289 ;  3R.  442 

Gkay,  Mr.  E.  D.,  Tipper ary 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  166, 
64 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  66 ; 
Amendt.  71,  72,  73 
Artisans'  Dwellings  Act  (1868)  Extension, 
Comm.  409 ;  el.  1,  Amendt.  411 ;  cl,  21, 
416;  61.22,  Amendt.  417 
Municipal    Elections    (Ireland),   16 ;    Comm. 

1627 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  2R.  1092 
Navy  Estimates — Miscellaneous  Services,  1920, 

1922 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Omission  from  the 

Votes  and  Proceedings  of  the  House,  1331 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 

Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  Amendt.  228 
Prisons  (Ireland)  Act — Patrick  Grimes,  Case 

of,  17 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary,  311 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  865, 
892,  901,  906  ;  Amendt.  910,  911,  913, 
919,  922,  923,  926 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  933 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  1300 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland,  1381, 

1382,  1384,  1386,  1606,  1607.  1611 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland,  dto. 

1430,  1437 
Post  Office  Services,  Ao,  1615  ;   Amendt. 

1617,  1618,  1622,  1996 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  1624 
Public  Education,  Ireland,  1986, 1995 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies,  Fund 

•for,  1392.  1395 
Science  and   Art  Department,   Ac.   1038, 

1957 
Slave  Trade,  Suppression  of,  1601 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  dec.  in  Ireland, 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  940,  942, 
945,  946,  949,  051,  1506,  1507 
Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, nil 

Great  Northern  Railway  {Ireland^  Bill 

[Zorrftf]  {by  Order) 
e.  Considered  JiUy  16,  744 

Grbgoby,  Mr.  G.  B.,  Sussex,  E. 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  58e 
University  ¥.du«iX\Wi  VJx^3WMA^  V^^*  Vk.«j||| 


HAL 


HAR 


HAS 


HEN 


Hjlll,  Mr.  A.  W.,   Omfird 

Criminal  Ltm  €mb  of  Edmnod  G«)U7»  Md- 
tion  for  an  Addreti,  1866 

mil  Marking  (Odd  tmd  SOvh-) 

%pi»Btioo,  Mr.  Hanbury ;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  July  24»  1169 

Hamilton,  Lord  G.  F.  (Vice  President 
of  the  Oommittee  of  Oormoi}  on 
Educatioa),  Middlesex 

Agriculture,  Science  of— Mr.  QudkmiM^r, 
1704 

Education  Ooda—Elementarj  Science,,  Rei. 
1649 

Education  Department — Salaries  of  School- 
masters, 620 

Educational  Endowments  (Met«opollit>  ^7^^ 

Eleme^tarJ>  Educatlop  Act  —  Horley  3oh(»ol 
Board,  617 

Endowed  Schools  Act  Continuance,  19 

Metropolis— Educational  Charities  of  London, 

School  Boards  (Duration  ot  Loans )»  2B,.  1100 
S«i#i|oe.  and  Art  Department — United  West- 
minster School  of  Art — Suspension  of  Mr. 

Goflki,  aoi 

Supply — Education,  England  and  Wales»  1672, 

1686, 1688 
Public  Education  in  Scotland,  1982,  19&4 
Science  and   Art  Department,  ^o,   1935, 

1937,   1939,   1919,    1951,    1952.    1964, 

1969,  1970 

Hahpton,  Lord 

Prince  Imperial,  The  L$M^  Motio»  ht  Fibers, 
1887 

Hanbitby,  Mr.  E,  W.,  Tamworth 

Congress  of  Berlin  (Un fulfilled  Arrangements), 
Motion  for  an  Address,  Amendt.  1016, 1064, 
1065,  1066 

Hail-Marking  (Gold  and  SiHer),  1169 

Hakootbt,  Sir  W.  G.  V.,  Os/ard  City 
Army  Discipline  and  H«giilatiDn»  Comyn.  Post- 
poned ci.  69.  855,  858,  858y  863,  a78,  375  ; 
add.  c2.  893,  896,  398,  400,  492 ;  Consid. 
697 ;  €L  45,  782,  784 ;  cL  127,  808«:  el,  128, 
811;  ci.  177,  814,815 
Cypru»^Adni««istmfcion  of  the  Islaod— CItU 

Police  Force,  Res.  1574 
Navy  Eilimafeea->Dookyards,  duk  1818 
Supply^- High  Court  of  Justice   in   Ireland, 
U99 
Savinga  Baaks  and  Friendly  Societies  De- 

fleieaflgr,  161» 
Savings  B.inks  and  Friendly  Societies^  Fund 

for,  Amendt.  1388 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  Ac.  in  Ireland, 
947 

Haboottrt,  Mr.  E,  W.,  Omfardeinr^ 

Rivers  Conservancy,  854 

Hardoastlk^  Hr.  E.,  Lanea$hire,  &,E. 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  add,  el. 

549 
French  and  English  Marriage  Laws,  754 


Habdy,  Mr.  A.  QtMiraexBmy  CemUrhmp 

Armx'Disciidine  and  Biegnlatsos^  Comm.  etdd,  eL 

471 
SappljH-SoM  Caaal^  1598 

Haxdt,  Mr.  J.  8.  Gathobhh,  Bye 

Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1864 

Habmak,  Ckdoaal  E.  B.,  Knro-,  ^a 

Parli»aeBi—-FBiviil«g»  — Note-taking  in  the 
Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  238 

Supply—ConsUbnlary  Force  in  Ireland,  875, 
900 

HABTnroTOK,  Bight  Hon.  Marquees  of, 

Niew  Eadnor 
Afmji  Diaoipliof  and  IlflfB!atioB»  Codhd.  c2.  188, 

57  ;  add.  el.  453,463,487 ;  Cousid.  Amendt. 

684,  848,  650,  TU 
India—NoflfafWesI  Frontier,  888 
Parliament— AirM>»emc*i  of  Buainnsi    TiWt- 

days  and  Wednesdays,  163,  331,  332  . 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  In  the 

Members^  Side  GaUcry,  Rea.  181 

"ExTBSjooK^  Sir  H.  M.,  Sunderland 
Army— Commissariat  and  Ordnance  Store  De- 
partment— Re-organisation,  298 
Ordnance  D^paitment—neayy  Rifled  Ord- 
nance-" Thomaa  v.  'Pio  Qoeen,"  1178, 
1413,  1414 
Ann?  DiscipUne  and  Rcigulatioa— Flogging,  86, 

168  ,    ^^ 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el  166, 
87 ;  el.  178,  112 ;   Postponed  el.  89,  885, 
369.  871,  373,  374 ;  add.  el  403.  406,  408; 
Consid.  667  ;  el.  45,  786,  791 ;  el.  48,  796, 
797  ;  el.  52,  t6. ;  el.  72,  799 
Axay  Eatimajtea— Army  Reserve,  2005,  2012, 
2016 
Commissariat,  Transport,  Ac.  2029 

Hat,  Admiral  Shp  J.  O.  D.,  SiwmMd 
Am^y  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  eT.OO, 
358 


Hattbb,  Colonel  Sir  A.  D.,  Bath 

Africa,  South— Zulu  War— Victory  at  Ulimdi 
— Telegrams,  1138 

Army  Bisoipline  and  Regulation  —  Ocnporal 
Punishment,  445 

Army  Discipline  and  Regnhktion,  Ocmm.  d.  166, 
T8 ;  Amendt.  ei.  167,  92,  108 ;  Poetponed 
el.  89,  357,  371 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Commence- 
ment), Comm.  el.  7.  976,  977 

East  Iadi%  Loan  (C^solidatod  Fnnd),  2E. 

1827 


EB,  Lord 

Commons  Aoi  (1876)  Amendment,  2R.  959 
Merchant    Shipping— Ezploeivoa   Act,    1895, 

1889 
Railway  Returns  (Continuous  Brakes),  1701 
Railways— American  and   British    Produce- 
Preferential  Rates,  609^ 
Tramways  Orders  Oonflrmaiion,  Comm.  604 


HEN 


HOG 
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HOL 


HUB 


Hekby,  Mr.  Mitchell,  Oahcay  Co, 

Army  Difloipline  and  Regalation,  Comm.  add,  el, 

496 
Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Qallejr,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1863 
Local   Courts  of   Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  2R. 

1131 
Parliament — Public   Business — Tuesdays    and 

Wednesdays,  330 
Parliament  —  Privilege  <—  Note-taking  in  the 

Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  220,  247 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  861, 
869,  907,  910,  917 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland,  4o. 

1420,  1427 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  Amendt.   1440, 

1471 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  4o.  in  Ireland, 
940 
Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, 1100 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1263 

Hermon,  Mr.  E.,  Preston 

Africa,  South  —  Administration  of  Native 
Afbirs,  1876 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  add,  el. 
022 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  984 

Regulation  of  Railways  Acts  Continuance- 
Railway  Commission,  1800 

Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee—Petition, 1636 


Hbtoate,  Mr.  W.  U.,  Zeteeit&rshtre,  8, 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  998 
Parliament— Arrangement  of  Business,  1180 


Hibbert,  Mr.  T.  T.,  Oldham 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  Post- 
poned cl.  87,  Amendt.  382 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  29 
Supply,  Comm.  774 

Highway  AcconntB  (Retarna)  Bill 

/.  Read  1*  •  ( /^n-d  PrettderU)  July  10   (No.  143) 
Read  2^  *  July  10 
Committee  •  July  17 
Report*  July  18 
Read3**  Jtt/y21 

Hill,  Mr.  T.  E.,  Worcester 

Ordnance  Survey,  80 1 

School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans),  2R.  1149 

Hooo,  Lt.-Colonel    Sir   J.    M^Gabel-, 

Truro 
Artisans'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings  Act,  1870 — 

Cost  of  Metropolitan   Improvements,  802, 

963, 1708 
Mercantile  Marine— Wreck  of  the  '<  SUte  of 

Louisiana"  on  the  Hunter's  Rook,  Lame, 

dU4 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Works(  Water  Expenses), 

2R.  122.  128,  126,  131,  132 
Thames  River  (Prevention   of  Floods),  Lords' 

Amendts.  Consid.  cl.  16a,  1200 


\ 


HoLKEB,  Sir  T.  {see  Attobnby  Oensbazi, 
The) 

Holland,  Sir  H.  T.,  Midhurst 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works(Water  Expeniet), 
2R.  128 

Holms,  Mr.  T.,  Jlackney 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  add.  el. 

476 
Post  OflSoe  Contracts — Peninsular  and  Oriental 

Steam  Navigation  Company,  21,  621 
Supply,  Report,  1693 

HoLiiS,  Mr.  W.,  Paisley 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1023, 

1037 
Minister  of  Oommeroe  and  Agrionltnr*,  1708 

Holt,  Mr.  J.  M.,  LaneasKirej  N,E, 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1226 

HoMB,  OaptaiQ  D.  Milne,  B&rw%ek 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation, Comm. ckii.  el, 

047,  049  ;  Consid.  764 ;  cl.  78,  Amendt.  800 
Fisheries — Salmon    Disease— Commission    of 

Inquiry,  964 
Fisheries  (SootUnd)— The  Firth  of  Forth,  960 

HoFB,  Mr.  A.  J.  B.  Beresford,  Cambridge 
University 
Education   Code— Elementary  Science,   Res. 

1644 
Indian  Museum,  Res.  1787 
Natural  History  Museum,  South  Kensington, 

1606 
Parliament — Arrangement  of  Publio  Business, 
1181 
Public    Business — Tuesdays  and  Wednes- 
days, 330 
Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, Petition,  1634 

HopwooD,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Stockport 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  166, 
40,.  86  ;  d.  167,  94,  90,  99,  100 ;  Postponed 
el.  69,  347 ;  add.  cl.  007,  022  ;  Consid.  670 

Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 
Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  213 

Houghton,  Lord 

Treaty  of  Berlin — Evacuation  of  the  ProTinces, 
Motion  for  an  Address,  982 

HxTBBABD,  Kight  Hon.  J.  O.,  London 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1042 
East  India  Loan    (Consolidated  Fund),    2R. 
1326,  1330 

Httbbard,  Mr.  E.,  Buehngham 

Agriculture,    Science    of— Mr.     Buckmaster« 

1704 

and  Manuka,  Vl^^ 
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HxTNTLY,  MarqueBS  of 

Railwaji — AmericaD    and   Britiih  Prodaoe^ 

Preferential  Ratet,  005 
Representative  Peers  for  Scotland,  Election  of 

»Tbe  Earldom  of  Mar,  183 


Inclosore  ProviBioBal  Order  (Whittiiig- 
ton  Common)  BiU 

{Ths  Lord  Sttward) 

l.  CommiUee  •;  Report  July  17        (No.  186) 
Read  8**  July  18 
Royal  Assent  July  21    [43  di  43  Vict,  c.  clui] 

India 
MisoBLXJLinionB  Qussnoiit 

Banda  and  Kinue*  Pri$e  Money,  Question, 
Hr.  M.  Brooks ;  Answer,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope 
J%dy  31,  1705  \^K\rwe€  Prige  Fund,  Ques- 
tion, Lord  George  CaTendish;  Answer,  Mr. 
E.  Stanhope  July  U,  309 

Corporal  FunishmtfU  in  Indian  Oaolo,  Obser- 
vations, Lord  Stanley  of  Alderlej  ;  Reply, 
Viscount  Cranbrook  July  28, 1401 

Ci-iminal  Law —  Use  cf  Torture,  Question,  Lord 
Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  Answer,  Viscount  Cran- 
brook July  25, 1200 

D^MTtmeni  of  Agriculture  and  Commerce, 
Question,  Sir  George  Campbell ;  Answer, 
Mr.  E.  SUnbope  July  14,  801 

Deepateh  {No.  4)  (Legiilative)^  Opinione  of 
Local  Government  Ofieere,  European  and 
Native,  upon  and  Correspondence,  Question, 
Sir  Wilfrid  Lawson ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stan- 
hope July  18,  750 

Finance  Aecouwte,  Question,  General  Sir 
George  Balfour ;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope 
July  21,  844 

Indian  Oathe  Act — Alleged  Torture^  Question, 
Sir  Charles  W.  Dilke;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Sun- 
hope  Ju{y'14,  208 

North.  fFett  jFVcfifitfr,  Question,  Mr.  Grant  Duff; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  17,  612 ;  Question,  The  Marquess  of 
Bartington ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  17,  683 

The  Ateigned  Vietricte,  Question,  Mr.  C. 
Beckett-Denison  ;  Answer,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope 
July  14,  810 ;  Questions,  Sir  Alexander 
Gordon;  Answers,  Mr. £.  Stanhope /ti^ 28, 

1407 
T%e  Brahmin  Kiehen  Dutt,  Question,  Obser- 

Tations,  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley ;  Reply, 

Viscount  Cranbrook  July  11, 146 
The   Civil  Service,   Question,   Mr.  Plunket; 

Answer,  Mr.  E.  SUnhope  July  29,  1527 
The  Maharajah  Dhuleep  Singh,  Questions,  Mr. 

Fawcett ;  Answers,  Mr.  £.  Stanhope  July  24, 

1160;  Jidy2S,  1408 
[See  title  South  Kentingtcn — The  Indian 
Mueeum] 

India — Suchait  Singh — ITie  Chumha  Sue- 
ceeeion 
Moved  to  resolve,  That  this  House  is  of  opinion 
that  the  claim  of  buchait  Singh  should  be  in- 
vestigated either  by  referring  it  to  the  Judi- 
cial Committee  of  the  Privy  Council,  or  to  a 
Select  Committee,  or  to  a  special  GommissioB 

{#0111. 


India-Suehait  Singh— The  Chumha  Sueeeesiem 
—cent. 

not  composed  of  Indian  Government  ofBeials 
( The  Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley)  July  18, 733 ; 
after  short  debate,  on  Question  f  resolTcd  in 
the  negative 


ICarineBiU 

(Mr.  Edward  Stanhope,  Mr.  John  G.  Talh^ 
e,  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  21  «     [Bill  211] 

Indoftrial  SchooU  (Powers  of  School 
Boards)  BiU 

{Sir  Matthew  Ridley,  Mr.  Secretary  Crou) 

e.  Read  ^^  July  11  [Bill  242] 

Committee*;  Report  July  14 

Read  8*  *  July  16 
{.  Read  1* •  {Lord  SUward)  July  17    (No.  153) 

Read  2%  alter  short  debate  July  28.  1400 

Committee,  after  short  debate  July  31, 1699 

Report  *  Auguet  1 

Intemperance — LegieUdum 

Question,  Mr.  Stevenson  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Asabe- 
ton  Cross  July  14,  306 

iBBLUfD 
MiBOiLLAiiiona  Quunova 

Agricultural  Depreteion,  Obserrations,  Mr. 
O'Donnell,  Mr.  P.  Martin  July  25,  1372 

Board  of  Worke—Salariee  of  the  siaf,  Qoee- 
tion.  Colonel  Colthurst ;  AAswer,  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-lbbetson  July  14,  305 

Charge  against  an  Ofioer  of  the  Royal  Irish 
ConetabuUtry,  Question,  Mr.  Snlliran  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  Lowtber  Auguet  2, 1944 

CUrke  of  the  Crown— Repayment  ofAdvaneee, 
Question,  Mr.  Murphy ;  Answer,  Sir  Henry 
Selwin-lbbetson  July  14,  308 

Coroners — Legislation,  Question,  Mr.  Erring- 
ton  ;  Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ire- 
land/u/y  21,  848 

'Crime — Conetalmlary  Eapeneee,  Question!,  Mr. 
French,  Mr.  Callan ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther/tt/y26,  1412 

Criminal  Law 

Release  of  Ann  Bradley,  Questions,  Mr.  SuUi- 
Tan  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowtber  July  17,  618 ; 
July  21,  850 

Delay  fd  Irish  i?«<ttrfif, Questions,  Mr.  O'Shaugb- 
nessy ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowtber  July  14, 
804 

Drainage  —  The  Muleaire  Drainage  Scheme, 
Question,  Mr.  O'Sbnughnessy  ;  Answer,  Sir 
Henry  Selwin-lbbetson  July  28, 1406 

Education  Act — Assistant  Teachers,  Question, 
Mr.  Patrick  Martin ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Low- 
tber July  14,  310 

Lunacy  and  Poor  Law  Administration — The 
Cotnmiesion  of  Inquiry,  Question,  Mr.  Mac- 
artney ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowtber  August  1, 
1845 

Lunacy  Inquiry  Commission,  Question,  Obser- 
vations, Lord  O'Hagan;  Reply,  The  Lord 
Chancellor  August  \,  1821 


IBE 


IBB 
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Ibkulxd — eont, 

Mumexpal  Eieetiont,  Question,  Mr.  Grmj  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  Lowther /uly  10,  16 

Orange  Celebration  Dinner  in  ti'ortfv,  Question, 
Mr.  O'CIerj  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowtber 
J\ily2i,  1173 

Peace  PreeervaHon  Aet — Special  Poliee'f  Tamee, 
Questions,  MAJor  Nolan,  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr. 
Biggar,  Mr.  Callan ;  Answers,  Mr.' J.  Lowther 
July  18,  768 

Poit  OgUe—Belfait  Pott  Office,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  JvXy  22, 
970 

Pritons  Act 

Case  0/  Patrick  Orimes,  Questions,  Mr.  Gray, 
Mr.  Callan  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
July  10,  17 

Oaol  Surgeont,  Questions,  Mr.  Bruen,  Mr. 
Errington  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
July  10,  13 

Reported  Appearance  of  the  Colorado  Beetle, 
Question,  Mnjor  Nolan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Ix>wther  July  25,  1372 

Reproductive  Loan  Fand^  Loans  to  Clare 
Fithcrmen,  Questions,  Mr.  O'Shaughnessj  ; 
Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  August  1,  1843 

Royal  Iritk  Conetabulary 

Question,  Mr.  Gray ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Lowther 
July  U,  311 

The  Toum  Jntpeetor  of  Belfast,  Question,  Mr. 
Biggar ;  Answer,  tat,  J.  Lowther  July  11, 
161 :  Question,  Mr.  O'Shaugbnesiy  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  Lowther  July  18,  760 

The  Alliance  and  Dublin  Coneumere*  Oae  Com- 
pany—  The  EUctrio  Light,  Question,  Mr. 
Callan  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Raikes  July  11,  161 

Ths  Donegal  Fisheries — Corrapondence,  Ques- 
tion, Major  O'Beirne  ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  Low- 
ther July  17, 018 

The  Phcmix  Park,  Question,*  Mr.  Callan ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  Lowther  August  2,  1943 

University  Education^  Alleaed  Proposal  of  the 
Oovernmeni,  Questions,  Mr.  Fawoett,  Mr. 
Sallif  an  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.  Lowther  July  17, 
630 

Ireland — Training  of  Teachers  in  Elemen- 
tary Sehools 

Amendt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  July  11,  To 
leaTO  out  from  **  That,"  and  add  '<  consider- 
ing the  Terj  large  proportion  of  untrained 
Teachers  in  charge  of  Elementary  Schools  in 
Ireland,  and  the  recommendations  of  the 
Royal  Commission  on  Primary  Education 
which  reported  in  1868,  it  is  desirable  that 
steps  should  be  immediately  taken  by  Iler 
Majesty's  Go?ernment  to  give  effect  to  the 
Resolution  in  regard  to  grants  to  Training 
Schools  adopted  by  the  Board  of  National 
Education  in  Ireland  in  December  1874" 
(The  O' Conor  Don)  v.,  249;  Question  pro- 
posed, ••  That  the  words,  &c.  ;'*  after  ilebate. 
Question  put;  A.  64,  N.  48  ;  M.  16  (0.  L. 
loi) 


I 


Irish  Chnrch  Act  (1869)  Amendment  Bill 

[Mr,  David  Plunket,  Sir  Arthur  OuinnesSy  Mr, 
Maurice  Brooks,  Mr,  Ewart,  Mr.  Kavanagh) 

e.  Motion  for  Leare  (Mr.  Plunket)  July  29,  1629  ; 
afler  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to  ;  Bill 
ordered  ;  read  1«  •  [Bill  269] 

IsAAo,  Mr.  S.,  Nottingham 

Artisans'    Dwellings    Act    (1868)    Extension, 

Comm.410;  el.  22,  417 
Building  Societies  Acts — Borrowing   Powers, 

1406 
Malta  (Co8t  of  Police,  <fcc.),  Res.  1902 
Post     Office    (Contracts)  —  Peninsular    and 

Oriental  Steam  Navigation  Company,  762 
Post  Office  Mail  Contract! — Maila  to  India  and 

China,  867 

Jackson,  Sir  H.  M.,  Coventry 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1643, 

1644 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  693 

James,  Sir  H.,  Taunton 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  cl.  166, 
87;  cL  167,  104;  el  170,  107;  Postponed 
el.  69,  Amendt.  347,  348  ;  add,  el.  391,  616, 
616.627,  639;  Consid.  el.  6,  770  ;  el  46, 
779,  782 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  696 

Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1366,  1364 

Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1713 

James,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Oateshead 

Africa,  South — Administration  of  Native  AflEairs, 
1872 
Griqualand    East  —  Imprisoned   Griquas, 
969,  970, 1297 
Charity  (Expenses  and  Accounts),  844 
Metropolis— Parochial  Ch.irities  of  the  City  of 

London — Report  of  the  Commission,  1706 
Railway  Passenger  Duty,  21 
Supply — Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid,  1698 

Jenkins,  Mr.  D.  J.,  Penryn,  Sfe. 

Navy  Estimates— Dockyards,  ho,  1800,  1818 
Pensions  to  Widows  and  Orphans  of  Seamaii 

and  Marines,  1767 
Supply— Snei  Canal,  1694, 1697 

Jenkins,  Mr.  E.,  Dundee 

Africa,  Soath— Administration  of  Native  Affairs, 

1877 

Agricultural  Distress,  Royal  Commission  on, 
1634,  1636 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  d.  166, 
82,  38,  42,  47,  S"^,  86,  90;  cl  167,92,93, 
94  ;  cl.  170,  Amendt.  106,  107  ;  Postponed 
el.  09,  361 ,  362  ;  add.  c2.  399,  403  :  Motion 
for  reporting  Progre»n,  404,  622,  631,  638, 
760  ;  Consid.  cl.  6,  767,  769.  770 

Canada,  Dominion  of — Supersesaion  •f  M.  L«- 
tellier  de  St.  Just,  1413 

Copyright — legislation,  619 

East  India  Museum,  South  Kensington,  616 

Educational  Eudowmenta (Metropolis),  1703 

Egypt— Nubar  Paaha,  4<& 
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KNI 


LESS 


liiiKiim,  Mr.  E. — eoni. 

Metropolis^Edaoational  Charitiet  of  London, 

762 
Natural  Qiitorj  Masenm,  Soath  Kensington, 

1650 
NaTf  Ettimatei— Dookjardi,  Ao.  1818 
Parliament— Publio   Businesa — Tneida^  and 

Wednesdajra,  334 
Pari iament^Prifilege  — Note-taking  in  the 

Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  216,  217 
Prince  Imperial,  The  Late — Monument  in  Wast- 

minster  Abbej,  1176 
Snpplj — Soience    and    Art    Department,    Ao. 
Amendt.  1961,  1965,  1969 
Slave  Trade,  Suppression  of,  1601 
Sues  Canal,  1596 
Tonnage  Bounties,  Ao.  1604 
Zulus,  Exhibition  of,  at  St.  James's  Hall,  444 

jBNKiwsoir,  Sir  Q.  8.,  JFUtMre,  N. 

Burial  Aots — Churohjards  (England),  306 
Education  Department — Salaries  for  Sobool- 
masters,  619 

Joint  Stock  Banks  (Acconnts)  Bill 

.   (JOr,  Cameron^  Mr,  Stevmtont  Mr.  Bet^mmn 
JThitworth,  Mr.  Pennington,  Mr.  Janut  Stewart) 
c.  Bill  withdrawn  *  July  16  [Bill  23] 

Judicial  Factors  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Mr.  Mameay,  Mr,  Baxter,  Sir  Graham  Mont- 
gomery,  Mr.  Dalrymple) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l®  •  July  23  [Bill  2571 

Read2«*/tt2y80 

Kavanaoh,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Carlato  Co. 
UniTcrsitx  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1212 

Kay-Shuttlbwoeth,  Sir  U.  J.,  JSaaiings 
Endowed  Schools  Aots  Continuance,  19 

BIenbaly,  Dr.  E.  V.,  Stoke-upon-Trmi 
Armj  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Gomm.  add.  el. 

494 
Criminal  Lair— Queen  v.  Orton,  554,  555,  756 
Parliament — PririleM  —  Note-taking   in   the 

Members'  Side  OalTerjr,  Res.  201 
Supreme  Court  of  J adioatore— Officers'  Sala- 
ries, 446,  447 

KncBEBLEY,  Earl  of 

Africa,  South— Telegram,  731 
Public  Health  Act  (1875)  Amendment  (Inter- 
ments), Comm.  Amendt.  2,  5 ;  dR.  440 

XNATOHBuiiL-HTTaEssEN,  Biglit  Hon.  E. 
H.y  Sandwich 
Africa,  South— Zulu  War^Vietory  at  Ulundi— 

Telegrams,  ]  137 
Navy— Royal  Marines— Sergeants,  1594 
Tower  High  Le?et  Bridge  (MetrepoUs)  Com- 
mittee, 1102,  1113 


Enightsbridge  and  other  Crown  Laadi 

Bill        (Mr.  Noel,  Mr.  Secretary  Siunley) 
e.  Read  2^,  and  committed  te  a  Select  Committee, 
aftershort  debate  July  17,  728    [Bill  831] 
Committee  nominated  July   18  ;  List  of  the 

Committee,  729 
Report  of  Select  Comm  *  July  24 
Committee  *  (on  re-comm.)  ;  Report  July  25 
Read  3»  •  July  28  [  Bill  258] 

I.  Read  !••  (Lord  Pretident)  July  29   (No.  166) 

Laikg,  Mr.  S.y  Orkn&y,  Spe. 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R»  1019 
East  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fund),  2R.  1313 

Land  Tax  Commissioners'  Names  Bill 

{Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbeteon,  Mr.  Chaneellor  oftke 

Exchequer) 

e.  Committee  •  ;  Report  July  31         [Bill  109] 
Read  3°  *  AuguH  1 

liAirsDOWins,  Marquess  of 

Army  Organization^Short  Service — Zola  Cam- 
paign, 1284,  1285 

Law  and  Jtutiee 
Appointment  of  the  South  Stafordehire  Police 

Stipendiary  Magiflrate,  (^estioo.  Sir  Charles 

Forster  ;    Answer,    Mr.    Assheton    Cross 

July  21,  858 
CivU  Anigee  at  Manchester  and  lAverpool, 

Questions,   Mr.   Rathbone  ;    Answers,   Mr. 

Assheton  Cross  July  28,  1409 

Law  of  Sueeeeeion  in  Mnhomedan  States 
Questions,  Sir  H.  Dnimmond  Wolff;  Answers, 
Mr.  Boarke,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope  July  17.  626 

Lawbewoe,  Sir  J.  J.  T.,  Surrey,  Mid. 
Exhibition  Commissioners  of   1851  and  the 
Royal  Horticultural  Society,  1407 

Lawsow,  Sir  W.,  Carlisle 

Africa,  South — Zulu  War — Newspaper  Corre- 
spondents, 1534 

Criminal  Law —  Poisoning  by  Alcohol,  300 

Despatch,  No.  4  (Legislative)  India— Opinions 
upon  and  Correspondence,  750 

National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  2R.  1093 

Parliament — Privilege  —  Note«takiog  in  the 
Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  243 

Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, Petition » 1637 

University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  1268,  1272 

Leohmbrb,  Sir  E.,  JFbreestershire,  JF, 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2  R.  600 

Lbemaw,  Mr.  G.,   York 

Artisans'  Dwellings  Act  (1868)  Extension, 
Comm.  cl.  20,  414  ;  ol.  22,  Motion  for  report- 
ing Progress,  416 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works(  Water  Expenses), 
2R.  129,  ISO 
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Lefeybe,  Mr.  G.  T.  Shaw,  Reading 

Congreii  of  Berlin  (Unfulfilled  AmnfnnaBti), 

Motion  for  an  Address,  1037 
Cjprut — Administration  of  the  Island — Clfil 

Police  Force,  1411 ;  Res.  I#d8 
Egyptian  AfTairs,  1300 

Nayy  Estimates^Dookyards,  dio.  1808,  1817 
Miscellaneous  Serrices,  1931,  1932 
Scientific  Branch,  1788, 1795 
School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans),  Sfl.  1159 
Supply — Science  and    Ait   Departmeoi,   Ac. 

1939 

Leiohton,  Sir  B.,  Shropshirey  8. 

Education  Code  ^- Elementarj  Science,  Res. 

1647 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 

Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  348 

Leighton,  Mr.  8.,  Shropshire ,  N, 

Army  —  Auailiary  Forces— Volnoteen  miier 
GaAYas,  15 

Lewis,  Mr.  0.  E.,  Londonderry 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1545 
Supply — Public  Education,  Ireland,  1989 

Lindsay,  Colonel  K.  J.  Loyd  (Financial 
Seoietary  for  War),  Berkshire 
Army  —  Auxiliary  Forces  —  Yeomanry    and 

Volunteer  Adjutants,  1T07 
Army    Discipline    and     Regoisftien,    Comm. 

el,  167,  94 
Army  Estimates — Army  Reserve,  90##,  2010, 
2011,2018,  2015 
Commissariat,  Transport,  4c.,  Molion  for 
reporting  Progress,  2018 
Prince  Imperial,  The  Late,  1297 

Lloyd,  Mr.  M.,  Beaumaris 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Oensid.  d.  45, 

781 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  729 

Lloyd,  Mr.  S.  8.,  Plymouth 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment;  2Ei.  568 
Navy — NaTigating  OflBoers,  755 
Post  Office  (Cpntracts)  —  Aiisiraliaa  Mails, 
753 

Local  Courts   of  Bankrnptcj  (Lreland) 
Bill  [h.l.1 

{Mr,  Attorney  General  for  Ireland) 

0.  Moved.  **That  the  BUI  be  now  read  2«" 
July  23,  1123 
Amendt.  to  leave  ont  "now,"  and  add  *'apon 
this  day  three  months  "  {Mir,  Meldon) ;  Ques- 
tion proposed,  "  That  '  now/  dtc. ; "  after 
short  debate,  Amendt.  withdrawn 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2* 

[BiH140] 

Local    Courts  of  Bankruptcy    {Ireland) 
\_8alaries,  ^^.] 
Considered  in  Committee  J»li/  ^,  15 1#  ;  nfier 

shore  debate,  Kssolation  agreed  to 
Resolution  reported  *  July  29 


Local  GovernnMnt  Prcyrisioiial   Orders 
(Artizaas'  and  Labourers'  Dwellings) 

Bin  {The  Lord  PretidenJ) 

I.  Royal  Assent  July  21    [42  A  43  Vict,  0.  dviii] 

LoivovoBD,  Earl  of 

A<nny  Divoipline  and  Regulation,  9R.  S40 
Metropolitan  and  MetropoKlan  S^istrict  Rail- 
way Cmnpanies,  SR.  783,  957 

L0PB8,  Sir  M.,  Devonshire f  8, 
Navy  £stimaU»-^cieBtlfle  Bcaaoh,  1797 


Lord  Clerk  Eegiiter  (Sootland) 

{The  Lord  Advocate y  Mr.  Seereiary  Croaa) 

e.  Committee  ;  Heport  July  22, 1025   [Bill  196] 

Considered*  July  24 

Read  S«  *  July  *I6 
I,  Read  I**  {Lord  Steward)  July2B  (No.  164) 

Read  2*^  August  I 

hangh  Erne  and  Biver  (Ckmlinnance)  Bill 

{8ir  Henry  Sekoin-IbbetMon^  Mr,  James  Lowther) 
e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*"  •  July  29  [Bill  S67] 

Lowe,  Bight  Hon.B.,  London  Umvereity 
Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1342 

LowTHEB,  Bight  Hon.  J.  (Chief  Secre- 
tary for  Ireland),  York  City 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  1945 
Irelitnd — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Colorado  Beetle,  Reported  Appearance  of, 

1372 
Crime — Conitabulary  Expenses,  1412,  1418 
Criminal  Law — Ann  Bradley,  Release  of, 

618,  619,  850,  851 
Donegal  Fisheries — Correspondence,  618 
Education  Act — Assistant  Teachers^  ill 
General  Prisons  Act— Surgeons,  14 
Grand  Juries,  27 
Irish  Returns,  The  Delayed,  304 
Lunacy  and   Poor  Iaw  AdministratUm — 

Commission  of  Inquiry,  1845 
Municipal  Elections,  17 
Orange  Celehration  Dinner  in  Gorej,  1)74 
Peace   Preserration  Act  —  Special  Police 

Taxes,  758,  759 
PhosnU  Pterk,  1943,  1944 
Prisons  Act  —  Patrick  Grimes,  Case  of, 

17,18 
Reprodnetive  Loan  Fund— Loans  to  Clare 

Fishermen,  1844 
Royal  Constabulary,  311  ;— The  Town  In- 
spector of  Belfsst,   161,   750  ; — Chaif  e 

against  an  Officer,  1944 
University  Education — Alleged  Proposal  of 

the  Government,  680, 631 
Vaccination  Acts  Amendment,  1846 
Ireland— Training  of  Teachers  in  Elenuuitary 

Schools,  Res.  267 
Municipal  Elections  (Ireland),  Comm.  1627 
National  School  Teachers  ClnUiidVa^.V^«^. 
1095 


LOW 


MAO 


LowTBiB,  Right  Hon.  J.^eont. 
PubUo  Health  (IreUnd)   Act  (1878)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  Motion  for  Adjomrnment,  1140. 
nil;  add. clib.llAS 
^3026^  ^^"'•*"  (Ireland)  (Practice).  Comm. 

School  Boardg  (Duration  of  Loani),  2R.  1151 
Supply-Oharitable  and  other  AUowanoes.  Ire- 
land, 1614 

Conatabulary  Force  in  IreUnd,  861.  868, 

Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  954 
High  Court  of  Juttioe  in  Ireland.  1497 
HospitaU  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland.  1380. 
1381,  1888, 1384, 1388.  1605.  1606.  1607 

ifi^^^^®*""™®"'  ^^^^  in  Ireland,  Ac. 
1*20,    1427,   1434,    1435,    1488,    14«. 

Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland,  1880 

1994  f99T^°°'   ^'*^"'*'    ^®®^'    "®^' 

Reformatorj  and  Industrial   Schools,  Ire- 
land, 951 

^"£?o'"if  "''*"''*  ^^  Prisons,  Ac.  in  Ireland. 
»28,  940.  946,  949.  1501.   1504,  1505 
.     1507,  1508,  1509,  1511.  1512        '  ' 
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Macarwit.  Mr.  J.  W.  E.— coitf . 

^^^^^^^^•^^^^^  Force  in  Ireland,  877. 
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879 
High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland.  1499 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland,  1612 

M?"^*""**"^  of  Prisona,  Ac.  in  Ireland, 

MAoOAHrar,  Mr.  J.,  Lofu^/ard 

i^ln  ,^^"^'^""-^^°"i""*«»^on  of  Natira  Af. 
Malta  (Cost  of  Police,  Ac),  Res.  1913 

Parliament -Prifilege-Note-taking    in    the 
Members'  Side  Gallery.  Res.  207 

^^''^T::;?*^*'    ^"^^^^  ^^  J»»*»oe  in  Irsland. 
1480 

Suj^rintendence  of  Prisons,  Ac.  in  IreUnd. 
839 


Lotbook,  Sir  J.,  Maidstone 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1015 
1310      *  (Consolidated   Fund),  2R. 

^^^^11^^^^^^^^^  Science,    Res. 

Indian  Museum,  Res.  1744 

Prisons  Act,  1877— Prison  Ubour,  13 
Suppljr— Sue*  Canal,  1599, 1600 

Zunaey  Laws,  The^LegishUon 
Question,  Lord  Aberdare ;  Answer,  The  Lord 
Chancellor /u7y  31,  1695 

LxTSK,  Sir  A.,  Finshury 

Bankingand  Joint  Stock  Companies.  2R.  1547 
Suppjj-ConsUbularj  Force  in  Irelaijd;  912, 

MoAbthto,  Mr.  A.,  Le%ee$ter 

fo7«,  fg^7^g'**-^**'»in«»'r*«on  of  Natifc  Af- 

Germanj-Islands  of  the  Pacific,  854 
School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans),  2R.  1155 

485     •*'P*"*®  *°^  Regulation,  Comm.  add.  d. 

Ireland--Training  of  Teachers  in  Elementary 
Schools,  Res.  204  ««-"*«-y 

Judicature  Act  (Ireland)  1877-.Rc-oi^aniiai 
tion  of  the  H.gh  Court  of  Judical urcSfi 

Lunacy  and  Poor  Law  Administration  (Inland) 
—  Commission  of  Inquirj,  1845 


MacDonald,  Mp.  a.,  Stafford 

\M  ^T'^^'^!  V"^   Regulation,   Comm.  cL 
167.  96  ;   add.  el  502  ;  Consid.  785  ;  cl  45. 

^of624^''''^°'^''''*'^''''^°*'^'  Conriction 
Minos,  Coal-Cwm  Aron  Colliery,  Accident  at. 

Morocco.  1942 

Nayal  Discipline-Punishment,  1848 

tion  for  reporting  Progress,  1780 
Railway  Brakes,  1177 
Railways — Automatic  Brakes,  24 
Supply— Public  Education  in  ScotUnd.  1983 

MAomrrosH,  Mr.  0.  Feaseb-,  Imenm,, 

'  W?dtn'85'"'^'    '*"'    ^^""P*---   ^«- 

Mao  I^H,  Mr.  D.,  Birkenhead 

Malta  (Cost  of  Police.  Ac.).  R«i.  1906.  1909 

Army  Disciphneand  Regulation,  Comm.oAL  cl. 

Ban^mg  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  992. 

Bankruptcy  Uw  Amendment.  2R.  587 
Criminal  Uw-Case  of  Edmund  Galley.  M©. 

tion  for  an  Address,  1340 
Grea^t  Northern    Railway  (IwUnd),  Consid. 

Parliament— Business  of  the  House.  27  17ia 
Parliament  -  Privilege  -  Notching  in  tL 
Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  192     * 

"^mTteXtK  fei^^  ^^"~^^^'^  ^-- 
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MoLaben,  Mr.  D.,  Edinburgh 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1002 
Lord  Clerk  Register  (Scotland),  Comm.  add,  cl. 

1026 
Navy  Estimates,  Misoellaneoat  Services,  1896 
Parliamentarj  Representation— Representation 

of  Scotland,  1702 
School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans),  2R.  1153 
Scotland — Scotch  Society  for  Promoting  Chris- 
tian Knowledge,  1601 
University  of  Edinburgh — The  Professor  of 
Church  History,  1842,  1843 

Maitland,  Mr.  J.,  K%rkeudhrightBhir$ 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1224 

Makins,  Lieut. -Colonel  W.  T.,  HaseXf  8. 

Artizans'  Dwellings  Act  (1868)  Extension, 
Comm.  Schedule  A,  418 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Ex- 
penses), 2R.  :t32 

Malta  ( Coat  of  PoUe$f  Sfe.) 
Amondt.  on  Committee  of  Supply  August  1,  To 
leave  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add  **  in  the 
opinion  of  this  House,  the  cost  of  maintain- 
ing the   Police,  and  of  draining,  repairing, 
lighting,  cleaning,  and  watering  the  streets, 
Ao,  in  Malta,  should  be  paid  out  of  a  rate 
upon  house  and  other  property  (upon  which, 
at  present,  no  rates  or  taxes  of  any  kind 
whatever  are  levied),  and  not,  inter  alia,  out 
of  a  tax  upon  wheat  and  other  grain  for  food, 
and   upon   potatoes  and    other    vegetables, 
which,  as  a  matter  of  fact,  aotoally  takes 
more  per  head  ftH>m  the  very  poor  who  live 
in  cellars  than  it  takes  per  head  from  those 
who  live  in  the'best  houses  in  the  streets  and 
squares ;  and  the  House  is  therefore  further 
of  opinion  that  it  is  the  duty  of  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Government  to  take  such  steps  as  may 
be  necessary  to  secure  the  abolition  of  the 
taxes  on   food  in  Malta  on   and   from  the 
1st  day  of  January  1881 "  {Mr.  PlimaoU)  v., 
1898  ;  Question  proposed, "  That  the  words, 
<kc. : "  after  debate,  Question  put ;  A.  120, 
N.  62;  M.  68  (D.L.201) 

Manners,  Bight  Hon.  Lord  J.  J.    B. 
(Postmaster    General),     ZeicMter- 
shire,  N, 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Com m.et.  166, 

62,  79,  80 
Copyright  (No.  2),  619  ;  Comm.  1628 
Post  Office — Miscellaneous  Questions 

Contracts — Australian  Mails,  764  ; — Penin- 
sular and   Oriental    Steam    Navigation 
Company,  21 
Ireland— Belfast  Post  Office,  970 
Telegraph  Clerks  (Dublin),  1710 
Telegraph  Department— ^Female  Clerks,  628 
Supply— Post  Office  Services,  ^.  1616,  1618, 
1621,  1623,  1998 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Service,  1626 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies  De- 
ficiency, 1612 

Marriage  Laws,  French  and  English 

Question,    Mr.    Hardcastle ';      Answer,     Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  July  18,  764 


Marriages  Confirmation  (Her  Migesly's 

Ships)  Bill  {The  Lord  President) 

I.  Read  2>*  Jtdy  14  (No.  124) 

Committee  *  ;  Report  July  16 
Read  S^^  July  17 
Royal  Assent  July  21    [42  <b  43  Vict,  c.  29] 

Mabten,  Mr.  A.  G.,  Cambridge ' 

Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R,.  698 
Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1346 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 
Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  237 

Martin,  Mr.  P.,  Kilkenny  Co, 

Agricultural  Depression  (Ireland),  1374 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  Post- 
poned el,  87,  381 
Education  (Ireland)  Act~-Assistant  Teachers, 

310 
Supply — High  Court  of  Justice    in  Ireland, 
1487 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland,  1881, 

1384,  1387,  1611,  1612 
Local   Government  Board  in  Ireland,  Ac. 

1422 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland,  1379 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1467 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  die.  in  Ireland, 
1611 

Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  BUI 

{Dr,  Luehf  Sir  Trevor  Lawrence,  Sir  Joseph 

M'Kenna) 

e.  Report  •  July  29  [BiU  2] 

Medical  Act  a858)  Amendment  (No.  2) 
Bill 

{Mr.  Arthur  MilU,  Mr,  ChiUers,  Mr.  Ooldney) 
e.  Report  *  July  29  [Bill  86] 

Medical  Act  (1858)  Amendment  (No.  3) 

Bill   [H.L.] 

€.  Special  Report  of  Select  Oomm.*  July  29 

[No.  820] 
Report  •  July  29  [Bill  121] 

Medical  Appointments  ftnaliflcation  Bill 

{Mr.  Errington,  Mr.  Blennerhassett) 
0,  Bill  reported  •  July  29  [Bill  62] 


Meldon,  Mr.  0.  H.,  Kildare 

Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Qalley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1367 
Local   Courts  of    Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  2Rk 

Amendt.  1124,  1126.  \\Z& 
Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland)  [Sala* 

ries,  Ac],  Comm.  1617 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  2R.  1091 
Public   Health  (Ireland)    Act  (1878)  Amend- 
ment, Comm.  1141;  add.  cl,  ib.,  1143,  1146 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  892 ; 
Amendt.  897 
Dublin  Metropolitan  Police,  964 
Hospitals  and  lti^n£AxVMV&.\tf^»i^^^V 

1381 
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MntDON,  Mr.  0.  U.^eont, 

Local  GoTeroniMit  Board  in  IreUuid,  dto. 

1433.  1437 
Post  Office  Service!,  Ac,  M19, 1033 
Registry  Deeds  (Ireland),  953,  953 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendlj  Sooietiea,  Fund 

for,  1892,  1393,  1394 
Saperintondenoe  of  Prisons,  Ac.  in  Ireland, 

933,945,947,1510,1511 

M§rcantiU  MariM 
Black  Sea  —  Surveyor9  of  VesaOi  in  the, 
Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  Answer,  Viseoant 
Sandon  /u^  17,  613 
Wreck  of  the  **  State  of  Lmnriana"  on  the 
Huniei't  Rock,  Lame,  (^aestion,  Sir  Janses 
M'Garel-Hogg ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon 
Jidy  14,304 

M&rehani  SeatMn-^Lepulation 

Question,  Mr.  Burt ;  Answer,  Viscount  Sandon 
July  24, 1171 

MiMTchant    Shipping  —  Exph9iv$$    Aet, 

1875 
Question,  Observations,  Lord  Truro;   Replj, 
Lord  Henniker  iiu^ii«e  1,  1839 

Merchant  Shipping  AcU 
Inspection  of  Emigrant  Ships,  Question,  Mr. 

Evelyn  Ashlej ;   Answer,  Viscount  Sandon 

Jvly  10,  14 
Pateenger  Steamers,    Question,    Sir  William 

Fraser ;  Answer,  Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot  July  29, 

1525 

Metropolis 

MlSOILLARKOirS   QUSSTIONB 

Edueational  Endotoments,  Question,  Mr.'  E. 

Jenkins  ;   Answer,   L.ord   George  Hamilton 

July  18,  752;   Questions,  Mr.  C.  Jenkins, 

Mr.  A.  Mills ;  Answers,  Mr.  Speaker,  Lord 

George  Hamilton  July  31,  1703 
Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  of  London^ 

Report  of  the  Commissioners,  Question,  Mr. 

W.  H.  James ;  Answers,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross, 

Mr.  Arthur  Peel  July  31, 1796 


Metropolis — Bangers  of  the  Streets 

Moved,  **  Tbat  in  view  of  the  enormous  increase 
in  the  number  of  persons  injured  by  the  pas- 
sage of  vehicles  in  the  streets  during  the 
year  1878  as  compared  noUblj  with  that  of 
1877  and  the  years  preceding  it,  Her  Ma- 
jesty's Secretary  of  State  for  the  Home  De- 
partment be  instructed  to  move  the  vestries 
of  the  several  parishes  of  the  Metropolis  to 
erect  central  refuges  in  all  s«ch  places  as  in 
the  opinion  of  the  superintendent  of  the  police 
such  shall  be  required  for  the  protection  of 
those  passing  on  foot"  {Viseount  TempU^ 
town)  July  22,  900 ;  after  short  debate.  Mo- 
tion withdrawn 

Metropolitan  and   Metropolitan   District 

Railways  Companies  Bill 
I.  8R.  Postponed,  after  abort  debate  Jul^  18,  733 
Read  3'  July  22,  957  ;  after  short  debate,  Bill 
passed 


iretropolitam  9mA  of  Vorka  (Mam) 

Bill  {Sir  Benry  Sekoin^Meimm,  Mr. 

Chmteetter  of  the  Bxokfquer) 

e.  Motion  for  Leave  {Sir  Btnry  Sdm^-liUimn) 
July  24, 1276  ;  after  short  debate,  1«  defeired 
Ordered  ;  read  1«  •  July  29  [Bill  268] 

Hetropolitan  Board  of  Worka  (Water 
Ezpenset)  Bill 

{Sir  James  WQar^l-Kogg,  Sir  ChmrSts  W.  DUks^ 

Mr,RodweU) 

c.  Moved,  «That  the  Bill  be  now  read  S*** 
July  10, 122 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
"  in  the  opinion  of  this  House,  no  justifloa- 
tion  is  shown  in  this  Bill  for  the  large  ex- 
penses incurred  by  the  Metropolitan  Board 
of  Works  in  the  preparation  and  in  the  abor- 
tive promotion  of  the  two  Bills  for  which  they 
ask  an  indemnity  from  Parliament  "  {Mr, 
Mtmk)  V, ;  Question  proposed.  **  Tbat  the 
words,  Ac. ;  "  after  short  debate,  Queaiion 
put;  A.  37,  N.  12  ;  M.  25  {D.  L.  158) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2« 

[BiU  204] 


Metropolitan  Police  Force,  The — Report  of 

the  Departmental  Committee 
Question,  Sir  Sydney  Waterlow ;  Ajmiw,  Mr. 
Assheton  Cross  July  21, 854 

MetropolitAiiPitUicCarriago  A^Amend- 
ment  Bill  [kI'] 

c.  Read  r  •  ^K^urt  I  [BiU  276] 

MiLBANK,  Mr.  F.  A.,  Terhshiret  N,R. 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Consid.  «2. 45, 
792 

Mills,  Mr.  A.,  Exeter 

Africa,  South  -->  Adnunistration  of  Native 
A£Eairs,  1893 

Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1341 

Educational  CndowmenU  (Metropolis,  1703 

Miniet0r  of  Commerce  and  AgricuUmre 

Question,  Mr.  W.  Holms ;  Answer,  The  Cban- 
oellor  of  the  Exoheqiier  JiUy  31, 170A 

Monk,  Mr.  C.  J.,  Gloucester  City 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  Post- 
poned cl,  69,  366 ;  Consid.  el  45,  781 

Artisans'  Dwellings  Act  (1868)  Extension, 
Comm.  409  ;  cl.  5,  Amendt.  412 

Congress  of  Berlin  (Unfulfilled  ArrangemenU). 
Motion  for  an  Address,  Motion  for  Adjonn- 
ment,  1090 

Knightsbridge  and  other  Crown  Lands,  2R. 
728 

MetropoliUn  Board  of  Works  (Money),  Leave, 
1276,  1277 

Metropolitan  Board  of  Works  (Water  Ex- 
penses), 211.  Amendt.  123, 127,  132 

NaUonai  Sobod  TeMhm  (iNland),  9fL  1091 

ipem* 
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MON 
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Monk,  Mr.  C  J. — e<mt. 

Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Omission  from  the 
Votes  and  Proceedings  of  the  House,  Expla- 
nation, 1533 

Supply — Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies, 
Fund  for,  1393,  1395 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  Acts  Amendment, 
Gomm.  add.  el.  727 

Tower  Uigh  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee—Petition, 1635 

MoNTOOMEBY,  Sir  O.  O.,  Peehhaahire 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  3R.  1548 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  2a.  1093 
Scotch  Societyfor  Promoting  Christian  Know- 
ledge, 1672 

Moore,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Clonmel 

Africa,  South  —  Zulu  War  —  Supplementary 

Estimate,  612 
Nary  Estimatee—Admiraity  Office,  1776, 1778, 
1779.  1780,  1785 
Coastguard  Service,  die.  1787 
Dockyards,  Ac.  Motion  for  reporting  Pro- 
gress, 1818 
Miscellaneous    Ser vices,    Amendt.     1895, 
1919,  1925,  1981 
Scotch  and   Irish  Universities   Votes,   1945  ; 

Motion  for  Adjournment,  1946,  1918 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  888 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland,  1380, 

1382,  1384,  1386,  1605,  1607,  1610 
Law  Charges,  Ireland,  1476 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland,  die. 

1419,  1421,  1435 
Pauper  Lunatics,  England,  1378 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1456 
Reformatory  and  Industrial  Schools,  952 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  die.  in  Ireland, 
949 


MoBOAK,  Mr.  O.  Osborne,  Denhighahira 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.odd.  el, 

477 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  580,  601 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 

Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  231 

MoRLEY,  Mr.  S.y  Briatol 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  600,  601 


Marocoo 
Question,  Mr.  Maodonald;  Answer,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Ezcbequer  Auguat  2,  1M2 

MuNDEixA,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Sheffield 

Army  Clothing  Establishment,  Pimlico,  856 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  add.  el. 

472,  476 ;  Consid.  660,  664,  665 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1018 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  599 
Parliament — Arrangement  of  Business,  1180 
Poor  Law — Pauper  Lunatics — Case  of  Benjamin 

Harrison,  19 
Russia — Treatment  of  Russian  Convicts — De- 
portation to  Saghalien,  1405 
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148. 

Miingret  Agricultural  School,  ftc-  Bill 

{Mr.  (y  Shauffhrusiy,  Mr.  Synan,  Mr.  Qabbett) 

[Bill  213] 


0.  Read2''*7i«2y28 

Committee*  ;  Report  ^ti^Mff  1 
Considered  *  Augtut  2 


Municipal  Eledaons  (Ireland)  WSSl 

(ifr.  JofMB  Lowther,  Mr.  AUorn»y  General  for 

Ireiand) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l*"  •  JtUy  23  [Bill  256] 

Read  2®  •  July  28 

Committee  ;  Report  July  29,  1627 

Read3<»*/u/y  30 
/.  Read  1**  {Lard  Preaideni)  Juiy  31    (No.  189) 

Mtjntz,  Mr.  P.  H.,  Birmingham 

Armj  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  add.  el. 

528 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  1552, 

1711 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  591 
Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Gallej,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address.  1341 


Mure,  Colonel  W.,  Renfrew 

Army— Commissariat  OfBoert— The  Warrant, 
1846 
Desertion  and  Fraudulent  Enlistment,  20 
Armj  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  173, 
114  ;  el.  180,  121  ;  add.  d.  391,  392,  403, 
405,  406,  464 
Army  Estimates^Armx  Reserve,  2004,  2009, 
2010,  2011,  2013,  2014,  2015,  2017 

MuBPHY,  Mr.  N.  D.,  Cork  City 

Clerks  of  the  Crown  (Ireland) — Repayment  of 

Advances,  308 
Local  Courts  of   Bankmptoj  (Ireland),   2R. 
1130 

National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  Bill 

(ifr.  Jamee  Lowther,  Mr.  Attorney  General  for 

Ireland) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  l^*  July  15  [Bill  246] 

Moved,  "That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2**' 
July  22,  1090  ;  Moved, "  That  the  Debate  be 
now  adjourned"  {Mr.  Courtney);  after  short 
debate.  Question  put ;  A.  4,  N.  43 ;  M.  39- 
(D.  L.  191) 
Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2* 

National  School  Teaehera  {Ireland)  [^Ee- 

payment  of  Advaneea"] 
c.  Considered  in  Committee  July  28, 1517 ;  Com- 
mittee—bjp. 
Resolution  agreed  to  July  29, 1628 
Resolution  reported  *  July  30 

Naval  Diaeipline  Bill 

Puniahment^  Quealvon^  VIt.  \&KAV)»T)dW\  K^< 
•wet, 'Mr. 7^  .U.^mvvV  AMigu*l\.V^V^ 
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Nayt 

MitosLLiinEoua  Qubstioni 
Brituh  Columbia-^Eaquimali  Dock,  Qaeation, 

Colonel    Arbathnot;    Aniwer,   Mr.    W.  H. 

Smith  JtUy  24,  1170;    Questions,  Colonel 

Arbuthnot,    Mr.    Gbilders ;    Answers,    Mr. 

W.  H.  Smith  7fi/y  81, 1711 
Flogging  in  the  ifavy,  Qaosiioos,  Mr.  Ander- 
son ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  H.   Smith  July  28, 

1414;  Jtt/ySl,  1709 
Oreenwich  and  Mejrehani  Seamen's  Hdtpital, 

Qoestion,  Mr.  Frj  ;  Answer,  Visoount  Sao* 

don  July  24,  1169 ;  Qaestion,  Mr.  Oourley ; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith,  1179 
Oreenwich  Bospital  Pentum  Fund,  Question, 

Mr.  Gourlej  ;   Answer,  Mr.  W.  11.  Smith 

July  2S,  1098 
EM,   Ounboat  *'  Tyrian"  Qaestion,  Colonel 

Colthurst;    Answer,    Mr.    W.    H.    Smith 

July  21,  846 
HM.S.  ''Warrior,"   Qaestion,  Mr.  Biggar; 

Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  July  18,  753 
Marine  Officers,  Question,  Mr.  Anderson  ;  An- 
swer, Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  July  28,  1405 
NavigaHng  Ofieert,  Question,   Mr.   Sampson 

Lloyd  ;  Answer,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  July  18, 

755 
Peniiom  to  Widows  and  Orphans  of  Seamen 

and  Marines,  Obser?ations,  Captain  Prioe ; 

debate  thereon  July  81,  1755 
Professional  Ofieers  in  the  Dockyards,  Obser- 
vations, Mr.  T.  Brassej  July  81,  1747 
Sentence  on  a  Seaman  at  Sheemess,  Questions, 

Hr.  Maodonald ;  Answers,  Mr.  W.  H.  Smith 

July  22,  9C8  ;  July  81,  1704 
The  Coastguard,  Obser?ations,  Captain  Pim ; 

Replies,   Mr.   A.   F.   Egcrton.   Mr.  W.  H. 

Smith  Ju/y  81,  1769 
The  Royal  Marines — Sergeants,  Qaestion,  Mr. 

KnatchbuU-Hugessen ;  Answer,   Mr.  W.  H. 

Smith /tt/y  29,  1524 
The    Whampoa    Dock    Company,     Qaestion, 

Colonel  Arbathnot ;    Answer,  Mr.   W.  H. 

Smith  July  21,  847 

j^apy — ^aval  and  Military  Forces — Cor- 
poral Punishment 
Moved,  **  That  an  humble  Address  be  presented 
to  Her  Majestj  for  Return  of  the  number  of 
persons  in  Uer  Majesty's  Naval  and  Military 
forces  who  have  been  punished  by  flogging 
during  the  five  years  ending  the  8 1st  of 
December,  1878 ;  the  Return  to  state  the 
number  of  lashes  in  eaoh  case  and  the  crime 
for  which  the  punishment  was  inflicted  "  (  The 
Duke  of  Buccleuch)  July  29, 1522  ;  Motion 
amended,  by  substituting  "ten"  years  for 
"  five ; "  Motion,  as  amended,  agreed  to 

Nbwdegatb,  Mr.  0.  N.,  Warwickshire,  17, 
Agricultural  Commission — Commissioners,  680, 

1178 
Army  Discipline  and  Regalation,  Consid.  el  45, 

788 
Parliament  —  Public  Business  —  Tuesdays  and 

Wednesdays,  828 
Parliament  —  Privilege  ~  Note-taking  in  the 

Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  198 
University   Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 

1107 


New  Forest  Act  (1877)  Amendment  Bill 

(Jfr.  Selater-Booth,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibheteon) 

c.  Report  of  Select  Comra.*  July  10 

Committee*  (^on  re-eomm,) ;  Report  July  11 
Read  8«  •  July  14  [BUI  210] 

{.  Read  1>*  (Lord  President)  July  15  (No.  149) 
Read2**7u2sf24 
Report  •  July  29 
Committee  *  ;  Report  July  81 
Readd**^ti^tf«f  1 

Noel,  Eight  Hon.  G.  J.  (Chief  Oommis- 
sioner  of  Works),  Rutland 

Knigbtsbridge  and  otber  Crown  Lands,  2R. 
728,  729 

Natural  History  Museum,  South  Kensington, 
1658,  1660,  1661 

Ordnance  Survey,  851 

NoLAK,  Major  J.  P.,   Galway  Co. 

Army — New  Retirement  Scheme,  855 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Gomm.cl.  166, 

74;   d.  167,  102;   el.   170,   Amendt.  108  r 

el  172,  Amendt.  109;   el,   178,   114,  116, 

118  :  el.  175,  119  ;  cl.  180,  120  ;  Postponed 

el.  69,  Amendt.  845.  847,  360,  867,  869,  370, 

875;   eL  87,   Amendt.  884;   add.   el.  391, 

892  ;  Amendt.  894,  895,  896,  899,  520,  550 ; 

Schedule  2,  551,  552 ;  Consid.   690 ;  d.  5, 

768,  770  ;  el.  19,  Amendt.  776 ;  d.  47,  795  ; 

el  49,  Amendt.  ib.,  796 ;  d.  52,  797 ;  el  55, 

798  ;    el  77,   Amendt.  800 ;   el   91,  805 ; 

el  101,  806 

Army    Estimates — Oommisaariat,    Transport, 

Ac.  2018,  2019,  2023 
Bast  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fund),  Comra. 

1518 
Expiring  Laws  Continuance,  1945 
Ireland — Colorado  Beetle,   Reported   Appear- 
ance of,  1872 
Peace  Preseryation  Act — Special   Poliee 
Taxes,  756 
Ireland — Training  of  Teachers  in  Elementary 

Schools,  Res.  270 
Irish  Church  Act  (1869)  Amendment,  Leave, 

1630 
Municipal  Elections  (Ireland),  Comm.  1627 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  2R.  1092 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland)  [Re-pay« 

ment  of  Adrances],  Comm.  1628 
Navy  Estimates^Dookyards,  Ac.  1819 
Miscellaneous  Services,  1920,  1921,  1930 
Scientific  Branch,  1792,  1795 
Public  Works  Loans  [Advanoes,  Ao.],  Oomm. 

1274,  1275 
Scotch  and  Irish  Universities  Votes,  1948 
Supply— Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  864, 
914,  918  ;  Amendt.  920 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland,  1384, 

1606 
Law  Charges,  IreUnd,  1471,  1475,  1476 
Pauper  Lunatics,  England,  1378 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Ireland,  1879 
Public  Education,  Ireland,  1986,  1991 
Public  Education  in  Scotland,  1976 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1463 
Queen's  Bench,  Ac.  in  Ireland,  1482 
Sues  Canal,  1595 

Superintendence  of  Prisons,  Ac.  in  Ireland, 
U28,  941,  050 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1262 
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North,  Colonel  J.  8.,  Oxford»h%r$ 

Armj  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  add,  el, 
469 

NoBTHBBooK,  Earl  of 

India — Suohait  Singh— The  Ghnmba  Suooes* 
■ion,  743 

NoBTHOOTE,   Bight    Hon.    Sir    S.    H. 
{a$e  OhanceUor  of  the  Exchequer) 

NoBTON,  Lord 

Industrial  Schools  (Powers  of  School  Boards), 
Comm.  1699 

Pnblio  Health  Aot  (1875)  Amendment  (Inter- 
ments), Comm.  7 

Workmen's  Compensation,  3R.  608, 1697 

NoBwooD,  Mr.  0.   M.,    Kingston-upon- 
JIull 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  585 

KoxionB  Gases  Bill 

{Mr,  SelaUr-Booth,  Vitcount  Sandon,  Sir  Henry 
SelwiU'Ibhetumy  Mr.  Salt) 

c.  Question,  Mr.  Lowthian  Bell ;    Answer,    Mr. 
Sclater-Booth  July  28,  1406 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  26  [Bill  123] 

O'BsiBNB,  Major  F.,  Leitrim 

Armj  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  d.  1 66, 
90  ;  el.  167,  Amendt.  93  ;  Postponed  cl,  69, 
Amendt.  356,  359,  365,  366,  369  ;  add,  el. 
522  ;  Amendt.  545,  549  ;  Consid.  el.  101, 
806 ;  el.  103,  Amendt.  ib. 

Army  Discipline  and  RegulatCon  (Commence- 
ment), Comm.  cl.  8,  Amendt.  977 

Army  Estimates —Army  Reserve,  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress,  1999,  2000,  2013,  2016 

Great  Northern  Kail  way  (Ireland),  Consid.  748 

India — Afghanistan — War  Correspondents,  621 

Ireland — Donegal  Fisheries — C  orrespondenee, 
618 

Supply — Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  875, 
888 
Post  Office  Telegraph  Serrioe,  Motion  for 
reporting  Progress,  1624 

University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1208 

O'Bbien,  Sir  P.,  J^ing's  Co, 

Army  Discipline  and  Keeulation,  Comm.tfl.  166, 

87,  89  ;  Postponed  el,  69,  350,  353  ;  el,  87, 

384 
Army     Estimates  —   Army     ReserTO,    2012; 

Amendt.  2014,  2015,  2017 
NaTy  Estimates — Miscellaneous  Services,  1926 
Supply — Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland, 

Ao,  1437,  1439 

Occupation  Roads  Bill 

{Mr.  Fell,  Sir  Thomat  Aeland,  Mr.  Rodwell) 

e.  Rend  2«,  aAer  debate  July  24,  1275    [Bill  241] 
Bill  withdrawn*  Augutt  1 


O'Oleby,  Mr.  K,  Wexford  Co. 

Ireland — Orange  Celebration  Dinner  in  Gorey, 

1173 
Parliament — Publio    Business— Tuesdays   and 

Wednesdays,  335 
Supply—Post  Office,  1998 


O'CoNOB,  Mr.  D.  M.,  SUgo  Co, 

Supply— High   Court  of  Justice  in   Ireland, 
1500 


O'OoNOB  Don,  The,  Eoseommon  Co. 
Ireland — Training  of  Teachers  in  Elementary 

Schools,  Res.  249,  271 
Supply— High    Court  of  Justice   in  Ireland, 

1486 
University  Education  (Ireland),  2R.  1099 
University   Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 

1238, 1272 


O'DoNWELL,  Mr.  F.  H.,  Dungarvan 
Agricultural  Depression  (Ireland),  1373 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  166, 
32,  40,  43,  64,  67,  72  ;  el.  167,  105  :  Consid. 
761  ;  Amendt.  763  ;  el,  5,  770  ;el.  6,  Amendt. 
771,772,  773 
Army  Estimates  ^-  Commissariat,    Transport, 
Ae.  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  2021, 
2024,  2025 
NaTy  Estimate!— Miscellaneous  Services,  1924 
Parliament  —  Privilege — Note-taking   in    the 
Members'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  194, 197,199  ;— 
Personal  Explanation,  313 
Parliament—  Public    Businest— Tuesdays    and 

Wednesdays,  316,  343 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  872, 
875  ;  Amendt.  90S.  908 
High   Court  of  Justice   in   Ireland,    1476, 

1498,  1499 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland,  1387 
Law  Charges  (Ireland),  1474 
Local   Government    Board  in  Ireland,  Ac. 

Amendt.  1440,  1448 
Superintendenoe  of  Prisons,  dM).  in  Ireland, 
945,  948,  950 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1228 


O'DoNooHUB,  The,  TVahe 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1536 


O'GoBMAN,  Major  P.,   Wdterford 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  166, 

67,72 
Parliament — Privilege  —  Omission   from   the 

Votes  and  Proceedings  of  the  House,  1533 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  909 
Savings  Banks  and  Friendly  Societies,  Fund 
for,    1303 ;     Motion    for    Adjournment, 
1394,  1396 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  Ao,  in  Ireland, 
Motion  for  Adjournment,  946,950,  951 


0*Haoan,  Lord 

Lunacy  In^^tiAX^  ^^VuA'^  ^^tsss£MASs^%' 
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Okslow,  Mf.  p.  B.,  Guili^ori 

Avtof  DitoiplinemKl  Refutation,  OonfM.ol.  101, 

806 
India--A%han  Wap-^YoCa  of  Thanks  to  the 
Army,  629 
Maharajah  Dhuleep  Singh,  1409 
Metropolitan  Board  of  Worka  (Water  Expenses), 

2R.  180 
Na?7  Estimateap-Sdeotifle  Braneh,  1791 
Parliament — Puhllo   business— Tnesdaja  and 
Wednesdajs,  331 

Obanmobe  and  Browne,  Lord 

Uni?ersit)r  Edooation  (Ireland ),  Comm.  Amend  t. 
151 

Ordnance  Survey^  The 
Qaestion,    Mr.    Rowlej   Hill ;    Answer,    Mr. 
Qerafd  Noel  Jtdy  31,  851 

O'Shaxtohnessy,  Mr.  E.,  Limeriok 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  Post- 
poned ^2.  87,  981 ;  Gonsid.  cl,  45,  Amendt. 
78a 
Army    Estimatet— Oonunissariai,    Tranapert, 

Ao.  2028 
Orkninal  Law^pOrimioal  Proeeedlnp  against 

Soldiers,  80a 
Ireland — Miscellaneoas  Queslnons 

Drainage— Miiloair  Drainage  Scheme,  1406 
Irish  Returns,  The  Delayed,  304 
Reproductive  Loan  Fund — Leans  to  Clare 

FishermMi,  1843,  1844 
Royal  Irish  Constabulary — Town  Inspeotor 
ofBel&st,  750 
Looal  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  2R.  1129 
KaTy  Estimates — Miscellaneous  Services,  1925 
Supply  —  Charitable   and    other    Allowances, 
1614 
Constabulary  Fonee  in  Ireland,  869,  883  ; 

Amendt.  885,  888,  900,  911,  912,  919 
Hospitals  and  Infirmaries  Ireland,  1607 
Looal  Government  Board  in  Ireland,  dsc. 

1423,  1432 
Public  Education,  Ireland,  1988 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1468 
Science  and   Art    DeparUnent,  die.  1987, 

1939,  1952,  1954 
Shiperintendenee  of  Priaons,  die.  in  Ireland, 
939,  947 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1214 

O'SuLUVAN,  Mr.  W.  H.,  Ztmeriek  Co, 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  Post- 
poned el  87,  379,  384  ;  add,  el  544  ;  Consid. 
el  75,  800  ;  eZ.  101,  Amendt.  805 

Otway,  Mr.  A.  J.,  Eoeheeter 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  add,  cl 
492,  500,  547;  New  Schedule,  552,  553; 
Consid.  684 

Egypt— Nubar  Pasha,  25 
Papers,  1847 

India — Afghanistan — War  Correspondents,  622 

Palk,  Sir  L.,  Devon,  £, 

Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1360 

Parliament—  Privilege ^ Note-taking  in  the 
Mfembers'  Side  Gallery,  Res.  197 

Railway  Rates  for  American  Produce,  852 


Pabksb,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Perth 

Army  DiaeipliiieaDd  Regulatioo,  Consid.  eL  47, 
Amendt.  795  ;  d.  52,  797 

National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  3R.  1095 

Scotch  Society  for  Promotiog  Christian  Know- 
ledge, 1668 

Supply— Public  Education,  Ireland,  1990 


Patltantent 

LOBDS 

EUetian  of  Representative  Peers  for  Scotland 
—  The  Earldom  of  Mar,  Questions,  Obaer- 
Tations,  The  MarquBSs  of  Hnntly ;  Reply, 
The  Lord  Chancellor ;  short  debate  thereon 
July  11,  133 

Meeting  of  ike  House  To^msrrow  {8a»mdaiy\ 
Observation,  The  Bake  «f  RieluMiid  and 
Gordon  Jtdu  IS,  744 

OoMMOirs 

ParlicuM/ntary  Representation^RepresHitation 
of  SeoUand,  Question,  Mr.  McLaren ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  81,  1702 

Printing    CiuUmot   with    Messrs,   Satuard, 

Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  Answer,  The  Chan* 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  10,  24 

Business  cf  the  Bouse 

Questions,  Sir  Joseph  M*Renna,  Mr.  Bentinok, 
Mr.  Dillwyn,  Mr.  Gosohen,  Sir  Robert  Peel, 
Mr.  Hibbert,  Mr.  Callan  ;  Answers,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Mr.  W.  H. 
Smith  July  10,  27;  Orders  of  the  Day- 
Tuesdays  and  Wednesdays^  Observations, 
Question,  The  Marquess  of  Hartington ; 
Reply,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
Juqf  11,  168  ;  Question,  Mr.  Dillwyn  ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  17,  634  ;  Statement,  The  Chancellor  of 
the  Exchequer;  Observations,  Mr.  Callan 
July  18,  759 ;  Questions,  Mr.  Hankey.  Mr. 
Fawoett;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  JtUy  21,  859 ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Heygate,  Mr.  Mundella,  Mr.  Anderson,  Mr. 
W.  £.  Forster,  Bdr.  Beresford  Uope.  Sir 
Alexander  Gordon ;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin* 
Ibbetson  July  24,  1180:  Question,  Mr. 
Childers ;  Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  Jtdu  25,  1298;  Questions,  Mr. 
Dillwyn,  Mr.  Childers ;  Answers,  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  July  28,  1415 ; 
Questions,  Mr.  Clulders,  Mr.  W.  E.  Forster, 
The  O'Donoghue,  Mr.  Rylanda,  Mr.  Price  ; 
Answers,  The  Ohancellor  of  the  Exchequer, 
Mr.  W.  H.  Smith  Jw/y  29,  1535;  QueMions, 
Sir  George  Campbell,  Mr.  W.  £.  Forster, 
Mr.  Newdegate,  Mr.  M.  Brooks,  Sir  Joseph 
M'Kenna ;  Answers,  The  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer  July  31,  1712  ;  Questions,  Mr. 
Mac  Iver,  Mr.  Beresford  Hope ;  Answers, 
The  Chancellor  of  the  Exohequer  August  1, 
1851 

Orders  of  the  Dof 

Ordered,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Day  which 
lye  appointed  for  To-morrow,  at  Two  of  the 
clock,  be  deferred  till  To-morrow  July  14 

[eofif. 
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PAB 


t'AB 


PiRLummp — Oomcoiw— «otit 

Ordered,  That  the  Orders  of  the  Daj  appointed 
for  thie  Evenings  be  poatponed  antil  after  the 
Notiee  of  Motion  relating  to  Uofolfllled 
Arrangement!  of  the  Congress  of  Berlin 
{Mr.  CkanoeUor  of  the  Emehequer)  July  22 

Privilege 

Omistion  from  the  VcfUi  and  Proceedingt  of  the 
Houtey  Obserratlons,  Mr.  Callan  ;  short  de- 
bate thereon  July  29,  1520 

Proeeedingt  of  the  House — Nots-tMng  in  the 
Membert'  Side  Gallery,  Personal  Explana- 
tion, Mr.  O'Donnell  July  14,  813 

Parliament — Parliamentary  Reporting 

Message  to  the  Commons  for  the  Reports  feom 
the  Select  Coosmittee  of  tha(  Hooae  (of  Ibis 
Session  and  last  Session),  together  with  the 
Minntes  of  Evidenoe,  <fcc.  July  22 

Menage  from  The  Lords ,  That  the;  do  request, 
that  this  HoQse  will  be  pleased  to  commani- 
oate  to  their  Lordships,  Copies  of  the  Ite- 
ports  from  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
bj  this  House  in  the  present  Session  and  in 
the  last  Session  on  Parliamentary  Reporting, 
together  with  the  Miautes  of  Evidence,  ^. 
July  23 

Reports  from  the  Select  Committee  appointed 
bjr  the  Houso  of  Commons  in  the  present 
and  the  last  Sessions  of  Parliament,  together 
with  the  Minutes  of  Evidence,  Ao. :  Commu- 
nicated (pursuant  to  message  of  Tuesday 
last),  and  ordered  to  lie  on  the  Table  July  24, 
1168 

Lords  Message  ooBsidei*od ;  Printed  Copy  to  be 
conununicated  July  24, 1277 


ParUam$nt — PrivHeg^-^FrocHdingi  of  the 
Maute — Noie-iahu^  in  ths  Memhers* 

Side  Gallery 

Moved,  **That  the  Chairman  do  report  Pro- 
mss,  in  order  that,  with  Mr.  Speaker  in  the 
Chair,  a  question  may  be  raised  as  to  notes 
being  taken  by  a  person,  in  the  Members' 
Side  Gallery  of  m  HousCi  not  being  a 
Member  of  the  House  *'  {Mr.  Sullivan) 
July  10,  47;  after  short  debate.  Question 
pot,  and  agreed  to 

Observations,  Mr.  SuUiran  ;  short  debate 
thereon 

Moved,  *'  That  any  Report  or  Record  of  the 
Proceedings  of  this  House,  or  of  a  Com- 
mittee of  the  whole  House,  made,  taken,  or 
kept  by  oiBcials  of  this  House  as  an  official 
act  or  otherwise  without  the  previous  order 
or  sanction  or  knowledge  of  the  House^  and 
for  purposes  not  revealed  to  the  House, 
other  than  the  Notes  or  Minutes  of  the 
Orders  and  Proceedings  of  the  House,  or  of 
the  Committee  of  the  whole  House,  taken  at 
the  Table  by  the  Clerk  or  the  Clerk  Assint- 
ant^  is  without  precedent  in  the  customs  and 
usages  of  PaHiament"  (M*.  PameU)July  1 1, 
164 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  "  That,"  and  add 
*'  Notice  having  been  taken,  while  the  House 
was  in  Committee,  of  the  presence  in  one  of 
the  side  Galleries  of  a  gentlemnn  engaged  in 
taking  notes  of  the  proceedings  of  the  Gom- 


FarUament  —  PtivHepe  —  Proeeedmge  of  the 
Bouse  —  Note  -  taking  in  the  Members^  Side' 
Oallery — oont. 

mittee ;  and  Mr.  Speaker  having  informed 
the  House  that  the  gentleman  was  an  officer 
of  the  House,  and  was  so  employed  under 
his  direction,  and  that  the  notes  taken  by 
him  were  for  the  confidential  information  of 
the  Speaker,  this  House  is  of  opinion  that 
Mr.  Speaker  was  justified  in  the  directions 
given  by  him,  and  is  entitled  to  the  support 
and  confidence  of  this  House  "  {Mr.  Chan- 
oellor  of  the  Exchequer)  v. ;  Question  pro- 
posed, **  That  the  words,  Ac. ; "  after  long 
debate,  Question  put ;  A.  20,  N.  421 ;  M. 
392  (D.  L.  159) 

Further  Proceeding  adjourned  till  this  day 

Proceedings  of  the  House  further  resuved  ; 
Question  again  proposed,  228 

Amendt.  to  the  said  proposed  Amendt.  to  leave 
out  from  *'  this  House,"  in  line  7,  and  add 
*' declares  that  the  practice  of  this  Douse 
prescribes  that  the  Clerk  Assistant  do  not 
take  any  notes  here  without  the  preoedent 
directions  and  commands  of  the  House,  but 
only  of  the  Orders  and  Reports  made  in  the 
House,  and  that  the  entry  of  the  CRerk  of 
parUoular  men^s  speeches  was  without  war- 
rant at  all  times"  {Mr.  Oray)  v. ;  Question 
proposed,  "  That  the  words,  Ao. ; "  afler  de- 
bate, Question  put ;  A.  292,  N.  24  ;  M.  268 
(D.  L.  160) 

Words  added  ;  main  Question,  as  amended,  pat, 
and  agreed  to 

Personal  Explanation,  Mr.  O'Donnell  July  14, 
813^ 


Parliament — Privilege  {Tower  High  Level 

Bridge  {Metropolis)  Committee) 

Report    from    the    Select    Committee,    with 

Minutes  of  Evidence,  brought  up,  and  read 

July  16,  602 

Moved,  "  That  the  Report  do  lie  on  the  Table, 

and  that  it  be  ordered  to  be  printed  "  {Mr. 

Speneer  Walpole) ;  Motion  agreed  to ;  Re- 

Fort  to  lie  upon  the  Table,  and  to  be  pnnted 
No.  294} 

Moved,  "That  the  Report  from  the  Select 
Committee  on  Privilege  (Tower  High  Level 
Bflidge  (Metropolis)  Committee),  £i  taken 
into  consideration  upon  Tuesday  next,  at  Two 
of  the  olook  "  {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exehe- 
quer)  July  17,  633 ;  Motion  agreed  to 

Report  from  Select  Committee^  considered 
July  22,  971 

Moved,  "That  Mr.  Charles  Edmund  Grissell 
and  Mr.  John  Sandilands  Ward  do  attend 
this  House  To-morrow,  at  Twelve  o'clock  " 
{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  Euehequer);  after 
short  debate.  Motion  agreed  to 

Order  ibr  attendance  of  Mr.  Charles  Edmund 
Grissell  and  Mr.  John  Sandilands  Ward, 
retid  July  28,  1100 

Moved,  **  that  Charles  Edmund  Grissell  having 
been  ordered  to  attend  the  House  this  day, 
and  having  neglected  to  attend,  be  taken  into 
the  custody  of  the  Serjeant  at  Arms  attending 
this  House;  and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue 
his  Warrants  accordingly  "  (^Afr.  Cha-MAllnet 
of  the  fiaccKequer^-,  ^AXat  iJwiX\.^<^^Vi^^Nift%- 
tioik  ptLt,  mud  i^T«s4  \a 
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P0rliamenl^PriviUg€  ( Tower  Bigh  Level  Brid^ 
{Metropolis)  Committee}— cont. 

Then  John  SandiUnda  Ward  wai  ealled  in,  and 
was  addretaed  by  Mr.  Speaker,  who  aaid — 
'*  I  have  now  to  state  on  behalf  of  the  Uonie 
that  the  Houie  it  willing  to  hear  what  you 
hare  to  aay  upon  the  matter  '* 

John  Sandilanda  Ward  thereupon  tendered  an 
explanation  of  hit  oonduot ;  and  wat  then 
directed  to  withdraw 

Moved,  '<  That  John  Sandilandi  Ward  having 
been  cognisant  of,  and  having  aititted  Charles 
Edmund  Grissell  in,  the  matter  of  his  offer  to 
control  the  decision  of  the  Committee  on  the 
Tower  High  Level  Brid^  (Metropolis)  Bill, 
was  guilty  of  a  breach  of  the  Privil^s  of 
this  House "  {Mr,  Cfumeellor  of  the  EtBche- 
quer) ;  after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

Moved,  **  That  John  Sandilands  Ward  be,  for 
his  said  offence,  committed  to  the  custody  of 
the  Serjeant-at-Arms  attending  this  House  ; 
and  that  Mr.  Speaker  do  issue  his  Warrant 
accordingly  "  {Mr,  Chaneellor  of  the  Exehe- 
quer)  \  after  short  debate.  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to 

The  Entry  in  the  Votes,  1103 

ArrettofJohn  Sandilands  Ward — The  Sergeant 
at  Arms  reported  to  the  House,  that  he  had 
taken  into  custody  John  Sandilands  Ward, 
pursuant  to  the  Order  of  the  House  this  day 
July  23,  1122 

The  Sergeant  at  Arms  on  being  called  upon  by 
Mr.  Speaker  to  inform  the  House  what 
course  he  had  taken  in  order  to  serve  Mr. 
Speaker's  Warrant  upon  Charles  Edmund 
Grissell,  reported  as  follows  :  —  That,  on 
receiving  Mr.  Speaker's  Warrant  to  take 
into  my  custody  Charles  Edmund  Grissell,  I 
sent  a  Messenger  of  the  House  to  Boulogne- 
sur-Mer  to  obtain  information  respecting 
him.  The  Messenger  has  returned  and  re- 
ported to  me  that  he  has  seen  Mr.  Grissell, 
who  is  still  at  Boulogne-snr-Mer,  beyond  the 

i'nrisdiction  of  this  House,  and  residing  at  the 
lotel  Bordeaux  under  the  name  of  Graham 
July  28 

Petition  from  Mr,  John  Sandilands  Ward, 
Moved,  *' That  the  Petition  be  printed  and 
taken  into  consideration  to-morrow,  imme- 
diately after  the  assembling  of  the  House  " 
{Mr,  Speneer  Walpole)  July  29,  1536 ;  Mo- 
tion agreed  to ;  Petition  to  lie  upon  the 
Table,  and  to  be  printed  [App.  1] ;  Petition 
to  be  taken  into  consideration  To-morrow 

Petition  considered  July  30,  ltt32 

Moved,  "  That  John  Sandilands  Ward,  having 
entirely  submitted  himself  to  this  House,  and 
expressed  his  sorrow  and  regret  for  his 
offence,  and  having  already  suffered  in  his 
health,  be  dischar^d  out  of  the  custody  of 
the  Sergeant  at  Arms,  on  payment  of  his 
fees*'  {Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer); 
after  short  debate,  Motion  agreed  to 

Parliament — Puhlie  Business — Orders  of 
the  Day — Tuesdays  and  Wednesdays 
Moved,  **  '1  hat,  for  the  remainder  of  the  Session, 
Orders  of  the  Day  have  precedence  of  No- 
tices of  Motions  upon  Tuesdays,  Government 
Orders  having  priority  ;  and   that  Govern- 

I  eww#» 


Parliament  —  PuiUc  Busmess  —  Orders  of  the 

Day — Tuesdays  and  Wednesdays — oont. 

ment  Orders  have  priority  upon  Wedoes- 
days"  {Mr,  ChaneeUor  of  the  Esidtsquer) 
JulyU,Sl^ 

After  short  debate,  Amendt.  at  end  to  add 
*'  except  in  the  case  of,  BiUa  which  stand 
for  Consideration,  as  amended,  or  Third 
Reading"  {Mr.  Vans  Agnew);  Qnestioo 
propos^,  *'That  those  words  be  there 
added  ;  "  after  further  debate,  Amendt. 
withdrawn 

Original  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

Fakltament — HousB  or  Goiocoira 

Ifetff  Writ  Iseued 

1870 

July  18— /V>r  Ennis,  v.  William    Sla«poole, 
esquire,  deceased 

Ifew  Members  Sworn 
July  17 — Charles  Tennant,  esquire,  Olasoew 
July  29 — James  Lysaght  Finigan,eiqaire,j&ifitf 
Borough 

Parliamentary  Burghs  (Scotland)  Bill 

{  The  Earl  of  Camperdoum) 
I.  Royal  Assent  July  21    [42  A  43  Viet.  c.  47] 

Parliamentary    Elections    and     Carrot 

Practices  BiU — Legislation 
Questions,    Mr.  B.  Samuelson  ;   Answer,  The 
Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  16,  446 

Parliamentary  Franchise  Bill 

{Mr,  Elliot,  Mr,  Bodwett,  Mr,  Serjeant  Spinkt) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  July  23, 1143  [Bill  84] 

FAnNELL,  Mr.  0.  S.,  Meath 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  d,  166, 
S6f  42 ;  Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  ib., 
46,  60,  61,  62,  66,  73,  76,  76,  77,  78,  72,  80, 
81,  90  ;  d,  167,  94,  97  ;  Amendt.  102,  103, 
104  ;  cl,  173,  Motion  for  reporting  Progress, 
116,  118  ;  Postponed  c^  69,  362,  376,  376  ; 
cl,  87,  Amendt.  378,  379,  382,  383,  386; 
cl,  128,  Amendt.  387 ;  add.  el.  Amendt.  400, 
404,  406,  406,  493,  496.  496,  497,  498,  499, 
600,  608,  609,  629,  630,  639,  640,  646 ; 
Consid.  Motion  for  Adjournment,  720  ; 
Amendt.  761,  762,  766  ;  cl,  6,  Amendt.  765, 
768 ;  el,  6,  773 ; '  Amendt.  776  ;  cl,  42, 
Amendt.  777,  780,  781,  783,  784,  787,  788, 
703,  794 ;  d,  126.  Amendt.  807  ;  d.  127, 
Amendt.  808, 809  ;  el,  128,  ib, ;  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  610,  813 

Army  Estimates — Army  Reserve,  Motion  for 
Adjournment,  2000,  2001 ;  Amendt.  2017 

Bankruptcy 'Law  Amendment,  2R.  601,  721 

Navy  Bstimates^Admiralty  OiBce,  1774, 1776, 
1778,  1781 
Dockyards,  Ac.  1816 

Miscellaneous  Servioes,  1897i  1922  :  Motion 
for  reporting  Progress,  1926,  1931 

Parliament— >  Public  Business— Tuesdays  and 
Wednesdays,  340 
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Pabitill,  Mr.  G.  S. — eont. 

Parliament  —  Privile^  —  Note 'taking   in  the 
Members'  Side  Galler/,  64,  55  ;  Res.  164, 
171,  217 
Peace    FreserTation    (Ireland)    Aot^-Speoial 

Police  Taxes,  759 
Scotch  and  Irish  ^UniTeraities  Votes,  1047 
Supply — High  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  1493 
Public  Education,  Scotland,  1079,  1981 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1465 
Science  and   Art   Department,  •  Ae.   1940, 

1951, 1060 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  Ac.  in  Ireland, 
Motion  for  reporting  Progress,  1501, 1602 

Passenger  Vessels.  Licensing  (Scotland) 

Bill  (I>r.  Cameron^  Lord  Colin  Camph^U, 
Mr,  Dalrymplif  Mr,  Jam$%  Stewartf  Mr, 
Orr  Ewiftff,  Mr,  Grant) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee ;  Resolution  agreed 
to,  and  reported ;  Bill  ordered  ;  read  1°  * 
My  16  [Bill  247] 

Patents  for  Inventions  (No.  2)  Bill 

{Mr,  Attomty  OenertU,  Mr,  Secretary  Crostf  Mr, 

Solicitor  General) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  14  [Bill  77] 

Peace  Preservation  {Ireland)  Aet — Special 

Police  Taxes 
Questions,  Major  Nolan,.  Mr.  Parnell,  Mr.  Big- 
gar,  Mr.  Calian  ;  Answers,  Mr.  J.   Lowtber 
July  18,  758 

Pbasb,  Mr.  J.  W.,  Durham,  8. 

Criminal  Law — Imprisonment  for  Stealing 
Flowers,  807 

Peel,  Bight  Hon.  Sir  B.,  Tamworth 

Africa,  South — Estimate  of  Expenditure- 
Ministerial  SUtement,  1720,  1721 

Arm/  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  69, 
Amendt.  848,  851,  852,  856;  Postponed 
el  69,  860,  364 ;  add,  el,  483 

Parliament —Business  of  the  House,  29 

Public  Business — Tuesdays    and  Wednes- 
days, 821,  825,  827,  881,  382 

Prince  Imperial,  Death  of— Court  Martial  on 
Lieutenant  Carey,  858,  859, 1177 

Turnpike  Acts  Continuance,  Comm.  1 188 

Peel,  Mr.  A.  W.,   Warwick  Bo. 

Metropolis— Parochial  Charities  of  the  City  or 

London — Report  of  the  Commissioners,  1706 

Rifers  Consenrancy— A  Royal  Commisiion,  627 

Pell,  Mr.  A.,  LeicssUrshire,  8. 

Artisans'  Dwellings  Act  (1868)  Eitension, 
Comm.e/.  21,  Amendt.  414,  415,416 ;  el,  22, 
Amendt.  f6.,  417 ;  Schedule  A,  418 

Occupation  Roads,  2R.  1275 

School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans),  2R.  1146, 
1152 

Pembebtok,  Mr.  E.  L.,  Kent,  E. 

Tower  High  Lerel  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, 1110 

VOL.  OOXLVni.      [XHIED  8EK1E8.] 


Perkins,  Sir  F.,  Southampton 

Prince  Imperial,  The  Late,  1297 

Petebborough,  Bishop  of 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  481 
Public  Health  Act  (1875)  Amendment  (Inter- 
ments), Comm.  6 

Petroleum  Act  (1871)  Amendment  Bill 

(^t>  Matthew  Bidley,  Mr.  Secretary  Cross) 

e.  Read  2«»*  July  18  [Bill  214] 

Committee  * ;   Report  July  21 

Considered  *  ;  read  9*  July  22 
I.  Read  l*^{The  rsOrd.SUward)  July 23  (No.  161) 

Read2**  Ju/y  31 

Committee;  Report  ^w^nut  1,  1841 

PiK,  Captain  B.,  Oravesend 

Coastguard,  1769 

Elementary     Education  —  Establishment    of 

Training  Ships,  847 
NaTy  Estimates— Admiralty  Office,  1772,  1785 

CoastKuard  Serrice,    Ac.    Amendt.    1786, 
1788 

Dockyards,  4m>»  1818 

Naral  Stores  for  Buildings,  ^.  1820 

Scientific  Branch,  1700,  1798,  1796 

Seamen  and  Marines,  1769 

Playfaib,  Eight  Hon.  Mr.  Lyon^  Edin- 

hwrgh  and  St.  Andrew^e  Universities 

Education    Code-^ Elementary   Science,    Res. 

1647     . 
Indian  Museum,  Res.  1786,  1748 
Scotch  and  lfi»>h  Universities  Votes, -1946 
Supply  —  Deep    Sea    Exploring    Expedition 
(Report),  1985 
Public  Education  in  Scotland,  1974 
Science  and  Art  Department,  dto.    1935, 
■     1956 

Pldcboll,  Mr.  S.,  Derby  Bo. 

Army  Disoipline  and  Regnlation,  Comm.  el,  166, 

87 
Malto  (Cost  of  Police,  ^.),  Res.  1898,  1918 

FjjXnsiKBT,  Hpn.  D.  B.,  Dublin  University 
India— CiTil  SerTice,  1527 
Irish  Church  Act  (1869)  Amendment,  Leare, 

1629 
National  School  Teachers  (Ireland),  2R.  1092 
Supply — Superintendence  of  Prisons,  ^.  Ire- 
land, 941,  946 

Poor  Law 
Pauper  Lunatics — Ca»e  of  Benjamin  Harrison, 

Question,    Mr.    Mundella ;     Answer,    Mr. 

Assheton  Cross  July  10,  19 
Paiuper  Nurses,  Question,  Mr.  Rathbone  ;  Aq« 

swer,  Mr.  Sclater- Booth  July  24,. 1172  . 
Spiritual  Mimstrations  in  Walsall  Workhouse^ 

Question,  Mr.  SuUiTan;  Answer,  Mr.  Solater- 

Booth  July  17,  626 

Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2)  Bill 

(Mr.  Salt,  Mr,  Selater-Boeih) 

e.  Adjourned  Debate  [1st  July]  resumed  July  28, 
1 1 20  ;  after  short  debate,  Question  put,  and 
agreed  to ;  Bill  read  2«  [Bill 
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Poor  Law  Amendment  {Scotland)  BUI 
Question,  Mr.  Grant ;  Answer,  Tbe  Lord  Ad- 
Tooate  July  2 1 ,  856 

Poor  Law  (Scotland)  Bill 

{Ths  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secrttary  Crott) 
e.  Bill  WLthdr»wn  •  July  17  [Bill  123] 

Poor  Law  (Scotland)  (So-  2)  Bill 

{The  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Croee) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  July  18  [BiU  962] 

Read3«*/u;y24 

Post  Office 

MlSOBLLAlTBOUl   QuiSTIOVI 

Conir€iei$ 

Mail  Contraett—MaiU  to  India  and  Chinas 
Question,  Mr.  Isiao  ;  Answer,  Sir  Henry 
Selwln-Tbbetson  July  21,  867 

The  Australian  Maile,  Question,  Mr.  Sampson 
Llojd  ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  JuZy  18, 
763 

The  Peninttdar  and  Oriental  ^am  NamgaHon 
Company,  Question,  Mr.  J.  Holms ;  Answer, 
Lord  John  Manners  July  10,  21 ;  Question, 
Mr.  J.  Holms  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael  Hioks- 
Beach  July  17,  621  ;  Qaestions,  Mr.  Rath- 
bone,  Mr.  Isaac  ;  Answers,  Sir  Henrj  Selwin- 
Ibbetson  July  18,  762 

Telegraph  Department 

Female  Clerks,  Question,  Mr.  Chamberlain  ; 

Answer,  l^onl  Jqhn  Manners  July  17,  628 
Telegraph  Clerks  (Dublin),  Question,  Mr.  M: 
Brooks ;  Answer,  Lord  John  Manners  JWy  31 , 
.      1710 

PowEH,  Mr.  J.  O'Connor,  Mayo 

Army  Disciplinn  And  RejB^alation,  Comm.c/.  166, 
41,  42,  49  ;  Motion  for  reportin^^  Progress, 
66,  66,  69,  72,  88  ;  cl.  173,  1,16,  117  ;  Post- 
poned el,  87,  880;  add,  cl,  489;  Consid. 
<^  128,  811 
NaTy  Estimates — Admiralty  Office,  1772 
Parliament — Public  Buslneu— Tuesdays  and 

Wednesdays,  318 
Parliament  —  PrtTilege — Note-taking  in  the 

Members'  Side  Gallery,  55,  66  ;  Res.  171 
Supply — Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  869, 
906,  919 
Queen's  University  in  Ireland,  1418 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  Ac.  in  Ireland, 
944, 946,  949,  1602 

Price,  Captain  G.  E.,  Devonport 

Navy  Kstimatps — Admiralty  Office,  1771 
Dockvardii,  Ar.  1797 

Pensions  to  Wiilown  nnd  OrphAns  of  Sea- 
men and  Marines,  1766 

•Price,  Mr.  W.  E.,  Tewkeehurff 

Army— 60th  Rifles— Colour  Sergeant  Dickaty, 
616,766 
61st  and  28th  Regiments,  22 
Canal  Boats  Act,  1877,  22 
Prince  Imperial,  The  Late — ^Monument  in  West- 
miiuiter  Abbey,  1176 


Prince  Imperial,  The  Late 

Question,  Mr.  Callan ;  Answer,  Mr.  Aisheion 

Cross  July  10.  26 ;  Qoestion,  Sir  Frederick 

Perkins ;    Answer,    ColonAl   Loyd   Lindsay 

July  25.1291 
Court  Martial  on  lAeutenant  Carey,  Qoestioo, 

Sir  Robert  Peel ;  Answer,  Colonel  Stanley 

July  21,  868  :  Question,  Obeerrations,  Lord 

Truro  ;  Reply,  Viscount  Bury  July  32,  961 : 

Question.  Sir-  Robert  Peel ;  Answer,  Colonel 

SUnley/tt<y24,ll77 
Monument  in   Westminster  Abbey,  Qneetioni, 

Mr.  Price,    Mr.   E.  Jenkins,   Mr.  Callan; 

Answers,  Colonel  Stanley,  The  Ohaneellor  of 

the  Exchequer  July  24,  1176 
The  Funeral  Expenses,  Question,. Mr.  Bnrt; 

Answer,  The  Cbanoellor  of  the  Eseheqaer 

JWyll,  160 

a  • 

Prince  Imperial,  The  Late 
Moved  for.  Copies  of  the  Orders  or  Instmettons 
under  which  the  late  Prince  Imperial  was 
acting  on  the  1st  of  June  ;  and  for  Copies  of 
•  the  Orders,  which  detailed  Lieutenant  Carey 
for  duty  on  the  same  day  ;  and  for  Copies  of 
the  Charge  or  Charges  upon  which  Lieute- 
nant Carey  was  arraigned  (  The  Earlof  Dun- 
raven)  August  1,  i821  ;  after  short  debate. 
Motion  withdrawn 

Prisons  Act,  1877 — Prison  Zahour 
Question,    Sir    John  Lubboek ;    An«w«r,  Mr. 
Aisheton  Cross  July  10, 13 

Pablic  Health  Act  (1875)  Amendment 

(Interments)  Bill    {The  Earl.Stwnkope) 

I.  Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  "  July  10, 1 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  ('*  now  ")  and  add  ("  this 
day  three  months")  {The  Earl  of  Kimber^ 
ley) ;  after  short  debate,  on  Question,  that 
(*<now,")  Ac.  :  Cent.  117,  NoUCont.  69; 
M.  48    Div.  List,  Coot,  and  Not-Cont.  8 

Resolved  in  the  affirmative  ;  Committee  ;  Re- 
port (No.  123) 

Read  8*  Jtdy  16,  436 ;  after  short  debnie,  BiU 
naseed 

Royal  Assent  July  21     [42  A  43  Viet,  o.  81] 

Pablic  Health  (Ireland)  Act  0878) 
Amendment  BiU 

{Mr,  James  Lowther,  Mr,  Attorney  General  for 

Jrekmd) 

e.  Read  2*-*  July  18  [Bill  198] 

Order  for  Committee  read ;  Moved,  *'  That 
Mr.  Speaker  do  now  leave  the  Chair  *' 
July  23,  1140 ;  after  short  debate.  Question 
put,  and  agreed  to ;  Committee ;  Repott 


PabUc  Loans  BemiBsion  BUI 

{The  Lord  ^resident) 


(No.  144) 


I.  Read  ^••JulylO 
Read  2**  July  18 
Committee*;  Report Jii/y 21 
Reads**  JiuZy22 
Royal  Assent /Mfy  24    [43  di  43  FtM.  o.  36] 
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PaUio  Offices  (Feefl)  Bill 

(^t>  Senry  Mtpin-Ibbetton,  Mr,  ChaimUor  of 

ih$  Exchequer) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1«*  July  29  [BUI  266] 

Read  2«*  ^M^uf^l 

Public  Works  Loans  Bill 

{Mr.  Chancellor  of  the  £zehequerf  Sir  Henry 

Selioin-Ihbeteon) 

e.  Order  for  2R.  discharged  ;    Bill  withdrawn 
7ti/y23,  IIU  [Bill  70] 

Qaeition,  Mr.  Rylands;  Answer,  The  Ohan- 
cellor  of  the  Exchequer  July  26,  1200 

Pablic  Works  Loans  (llo.  2)  Bill 

{Mr,  Chancellor  of  the  Sxchequer,  Sir  Henry 

Selunn'Ibbeteon) 

e.  Considered  in  Committee  July  24, 1278 
Resolations   reported,  and    agreed    to  ;    Bill 
ordered ;  read  1«  *  July  28  [Bill  260] 

Eaikbs,  Mr.  H.  0.  (Ohairman  of  Oom- 
mittees    of    Ways    and    Means), 

Chester 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.eZ.  166, 
32,  42,  80,  60,  61,  62,  67,69,  72,  78,  79,  80; 
eL  167,  98,  98  ;  Postponed  el.  69,  348,  350, 
851,  358;  c/.87,  379  ;  add.  el  404,  406,503; 
Schedule  2,  651  :  New  Schedule,  552 
Army  Estimatea— Army  Reserve,  2004,  2011 

Commissariat,  Transport,  &e.  2018 
Gas  Companies  and  Electric  Lighting— Report 

o£  Committee,  1528 
Great    Northern    Railway  (Ireland),    Consid. 

748 
Ireland — The  Alliance  and  Dublin  Consumers 

Gas  Company — Electric  Light,  162 
Lord  Clerk  Register  (Scotland),  Comm.  add.cl, 

1026 
Nary  Estimate!— Admiralty  Office,  1778,  1779, 
1780,  1786 
Coastguard  Serrice,  Ac.  1787 
Miscellaneous  Ser?ice8,  1897,  1919 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 

Membera'  Side  Gallery,  4Q,  49,  50 
Supply— Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  887, 
888,889,903,911.913 
Bi^h  Court  of  Justice  in  Ireland,  1496, 

1497,  1498 
Law  Charges,  Ireland,  1473 
Post  Office  Services,  ^.  1622, 1623 
Public  Education  in  Scotland,  1971,  1974, 

1978,  1981 
Sues  Canal,  1595 

Superintendence  of  Prisons,  Ac.  in  Ireland, 
943,  946.  949,  950 
Thames  River  (Prevention  of  Floods),  Lords 
Amendts.  Consid.  1293 

BaUway  Commieeion  Continuance 

Question,  Mr.  Baxter ;  Answer,  Viscount  San- 
don  July  17,  627 

Railwaye 
American  and  British  Produce — Preferential 
RaUt,    Question,   Observations.   The   Mar- 
quess of  Huntly  ;  Reply,   Lord  ilenniker  ; 
short  debate  thereon  July  \  7,  605 

m 

[eont. 


Railveaye^^coni, 

American  Produce,  Railway  Raiee  for.  Ques- 
tion, Sir  Lawrence  Palk  r  Answer,  Mr. 
J.  G.Talbot  711^2^21,  852 

Automatio  BraJcee,  Questions,  Mr.  J.  Cowen, 
Mr.  Macdonald ;  Answen,  viscount  Sandon 
July  10,  24 

Railwdy  Brakes,  Question,  Mr.  Macdonald ; 
Answer,  Viscount  Sandon  July  24.  1177 ; — 
Railway  Returns  {Continuous  Brakes)  Act, 
1878,  Questions.  Observations.  Earl  De  La 
Warr ;  Reply,  Lord  Henniker  July  31, 
1700 

Railway  Passenger  Duty^  Question,  Mr.  W.  H. 
James ;  Answer,  Sir  Henry  Selwin-Ibbetson 
July  10.  21 


Railways  and  Telegraphs  in  India  Bill 

{Mr,  B,  Stanhope) 

e.  Committee  {on  re-comm,) — b.p.  July  14 

[Bill  284] 
Committee*  {on  re-comm^ ;  Report  July  17 
Considered  *  July  18 
Read3«*/t4/y21 

Bamsay,  Mr.  J.y  Falkirk,  Sfe, 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation.  Comm.  Post- 
poned cl.  87.  381.  385  ;  add.  cl.  404 
Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies.  2R.  1556 
Education    Code— <> Elementary    Science,    Res. 

1646 
School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans).  2 R.  1 149 
Scotch  and  Irish  Universities  Votes,  1948 
Scotch  Society  for  Promoting  Christian  Know- 
ledge, 1670 
Supply — Colonies.  Grants  in  Aid,  1594 

lioBpitals  and  Infirmaries  in  Ireland,  1383, 

1385,  1387.  1609 
Pauper   Lunatics,    England,    1376,    1377, 

1878 
Pauper  Lunatics,  Scotland,  1379 
Public  Education.  Ireland,  1991 
Public    Education,   Scotland,   Motion    for 
reporting  Progress;  1693,   1970,    1971, 
1080,  1983 
Suez  Canal,  1698 


Bathbone,  Mr.  W.,  Liverpool 

Banking  and  Joint  Stock  Companies,  2R.  999 
Bankruptcy   Law  Amendment,  2R.  692,  857, 

9U9 
Cambridge  University  Commissioners,  23 
East  India  Museum.  South  Kensington,  615 
Law  and  Justice — Civil  Assises  at  Manchester 

and  Liverpool.  1409,  1410,  1411 
Poor  Iaw— Pauper  Nurses.  1172 
Post  Office  (Contracts) — Peninsular  and  Ori- 
ental Steam  Navigation  Company.  762 

BsDBSDALE,  Earl  of  (Ohairman  of  Com- 
mittees) • 

Brentford  and  Isleworth  Tramwayi,  3R.  272, 
956 

Metropolitan  and  Metropolitan  District  Rail- 
way Companies,  3R.  732.  967  ;  Amendt.9&% 

Representative  Pe«T%  ^w  'ibt^jiC^ixA^'^Aft^Nss^  ^'^ 
— T\^e  E.w\4om  ol  ^*x,  Vi"^ 
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Beed,  Mr.  E.  J.y  PemhrokSf  Sfe. 

Navj  Ettimatei— Admiraltj  Office,  1771 
Dockyards,  Ac.  1808, 1817. 1810 
Soienti6o  Branch,  1780 
Peniions  to  Widows  and  Orphani  of  Seamen 
and  Marines,  1757 

Registry  Courts  (Ireland)  (Practice)  Bill 

{Mr,  Calian,  Sir  Joseph  M^Kmna,  Mr,  Fay) 

c.  Ordered  ;  read  !«•  July  24  [Bill  259] 

Read  2««/Wy28 

Oommittee — ^b.p.  after  short  dehate  Augutt  9, 
2026 

Begolation  of  BaUways  Acts  Continii- 
ance  Bill 

{Viscoui^  Sofuhn,  Mr,  J,  O.  Talbot) 

e.  Ordered  ;  read  1*  •  JtUy  30  [Bill  270] 

The    Railway    CommuHon,    Questions,    Mr. 
,  Ilermon,  Mr.  Calls n  ;   Answers,  Mr.  J.  O. 

-Talbot  ^ti^ial  1,  1850 
Read2«*  Auyutt2 

BiOHASD,  Mr.  H.,  Merthyr  T^dvil 
Blementary  Edaoation   Act  —  Horlej   School 
Board,  617 

BiOHMOio)  Am)  GoEDOK,  Duke  of  (Lord 
President  of  the  OoTincil) 

Oaniri  Boats  Act,  1877,  1521 

Income  Tax — Agricultural  Depression,  1167 
Education  Rates,  1168 

Parliament — Meeting  of  the  House  on  Satur- 
day, 744 

Prince  Imperial,  The  Late— Motion  for  Papers, 
1835 

Railways  —  American  and  British  Produce — 
Preferential  Rates,  611 

BiDLET,  Sir  M.  W.  (Under  Secretary  of 

i^tate  for  the  Home  Department), 

Northumberland^  N, 
Elementary    Education  —  Establishment    of 
Training  Ships,  847 

Jit  vers  Conservancy  Bill 
c.  Question,  Mr.  Garflt ;   Answer,  Mr.  Sclater- 
Booth  July  14,  302 
Bill  withdrawn  •  July  1 4  TBill  1 70] 

A  Royal  Commiiiion,  Question,  Mr.  Arthur 
Peel;  Ansirer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exche- 
quer/ti/y  17,627 
Legislation^  Question,  Mr.  E.  W.  Harcourt ; 
Answer,  The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  21,  854  ; 

Jtoyal  Victoria  Patriotic  Asylum  Schools, 

9         Wandsworth 

Question,   General    Shute ;    Answer   Colonel 
SUnley/u/y  10, 15 

BvssBLL,  Sir  0.,   Westminster 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Consid.  686 ; 
a.  45,  781 


Russia — lyeatment  of  Political  OffMUrs 
— Alleged  Russian  Atrocities 
Notice  of  Question,  Mr.  J.  Cowen  July  21.  842 ; 
Questions,    Mr.  J.  Cowen,  Mr.   Mundella ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Bourke  July  %S,  1408 

Btlands,  Mr.  P.,  Burnley 

Africa,  South—Zulu  War— Expenditure,  850 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Gomm.  Poet- 
poned  el  87,  382 ;  add.  el  402.  534 :  Consid. 
765  ;  cl  5, 766, 770  ;  el  45,  782 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Commenee- 

ment),Comm.  975  ;  el.  7,  977 
Army  Estimates— Army  Reaenre,  3009,  3011, 

2013,  2010 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  722 
Oustoma  Bill  of  Entry  Office,  853 
East  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fund),  Comm. 

1513  ;  el  2,  1516 
Natural  History  Museum,  South  Kensington, 

1650,  1661 
Navy  Estimates— Scientific  Branch,  1706 
Parliament — Business  of  the  House,  1536, 1851 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2),  2a.  1121 
Public  Works  Loans.  2R.  1114,1200 
School  Boards  (Duration  of  Loans),  2R.  1148 
Siam,   Kingdom  of—  Action    of   Mr.  Knox, 
British    Consul    General  —  The    Gonboat 
"  Fox,"  1844 
Supply— Colonies,  Grants  in  Aid,  1504 
Consular  SerTices,  1500 
Diplomatic  Services,  1586 
Local  GoTcmment  Board  in  Ir^nd,  ^ 

1438 
Science  and  Art  Department,  Ao.  1068 
Sues  Canal,  1600. 

Superintendence  of  Prisons,  Sn.  in  Ireland, 
1604,  1505, 1508 

Sale  of  Food   and   Drugs   Act  (1875) 
Amendment  Bill 

(rA#  Lord  Straford} 

I  Read  2*  •  July  10  (No.  127). 

Committee*  ;  Report  July  14 
Read  3*  •  July  17 
Royal  Assent  J^y  21    [42  A  43  Vict.  e.  30] 

Sa}e  of  Intoxicating  Idqnors  on  Sundaj 

Bill       {Mr.  Sttvenson,  Mr,  Charles  Wilsom^ 
Mr.    Birley^    Mr.     Osborne    MergoH^   Mr, 
William  M Arthur,  Mr.  Janus) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  • /u/y  28  [Bill  20]    . 

SALiSBUBYy  Marquess  of  (Secretary  of 

State  for  Foreign  Affairs) 
Cyprus,  Island  of— Slavery,  1308,  1300,  1400 
Slave  Trade— South  East  Coast  of  Africa,  27S 
Slavery  in  Cuba,  Motion  for  Papers,  825 
Treaty  of  Berlin — Eastern  Roumelia — Evacua- 
tion, 1702 
Treaty  of  Berlin— Evacuation  of  the  Prorinees, 
Motion  for  an  Address,  280,  283 

Salmon  Fishery  Law  Amendment  (Ho.  2) 

Bill    {The  Lord  steward) 
I  Royal  AsMDt  July  21    [42  A  13  Vict,  o.  26] 
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Sam,  Mr.  T.,  Stafford 

ArticaDs'  DtTellingt    Act    (1868)    Extension, 
Coram,  cl,  20,   Amendt.  413 ;  Schedule  A, 
Araendt.  417,  418 
Supply — Hospital!  and  Infirmariei  in  Ireland, 
1387 
Savings    Banks    and    Friendly    Sooieties, 
Fund  for,  1393,  1394 
Turnpike    Acts    Continuance,    Oomm.    1138, 
1139  ;  Schedule  6,  Amendt.  ib. 


Sahtjda,  Mr.  J.  D'A.,  Tower  HamUU 

Navy  Estimatos— Admiralty  Office,  1773, 1774 
Dockyards,  Ac.  1801 


Samxtelson,  Mr.  B.,  Banhury 

Parliamentary  Elections  and  Corrupt  Praotices, 
446 


Samxielson,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Frome 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Oomm.  d,  180* 
Amendt.  121;  Consid.  761,  766;  el,  6* 
Amendt.  766  ;  el  46,  Amendt.  778,  779,  78lf 
790  :  el  77,  800 ;  el  90,  Amendt.  804 ; 
el  177,  Amendt.  814,  816 

Cyprus— Public  Works  Uetnm,  446 

Turkey — Amoosh  Aga.  312,  318 
Chefket  Pasha,  306 


Sandon,  Right  Hon.  Viscount  (Pre- 
sident of  the  Board  of  Trade), 
Liverpool 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Consid.  669, 
660 

Black  Sea,  Surreyors  of  Vessels  in  the,  614 

Greenvrioh  and  Merchant  Seamen  Hospital, 
1170 

Mercantile  Marine— Wreck  of  the  "  Stote  of 
Louisiana "  on  the  Hunter's  Rock,  Lame, 
304 

Merchant  Seamen,  1171 

Merchant  Shipping  Acts— Inspection  of  Emi- 
grant Ships,  14 

Railway  Brakes,  1177 

Railway  Commission  Continuance,  627 

Railways — Automatic  Brakes,  26 

Shipping  Casualties  Inrestigations  Re-hearing, 
2R.  1619 

Thames,  NaTigation  of— Report  of  Commis- 
sioners, 1179 

Tramways  Act,  1870— Repair  of  Lines,  636 


School  Boards  (Dnrfttion  of  Loans)  Bill 

{Mr,  Hanhury,  Mr,  F$ll,  Mr,  BiginM  Terk$) 

0.  Moved,  "That  the  Bill  he  now  read  2«" 
/u/2^23, 1146 
Amendt.  to  leave  out  *'now,"  and  add  "upon 
this  day  three  months"  {Mr,  Chamberlain)  ; 
Question  proposed,  "  That  '  now '  Ac.  ;  " 
after  short  debate.  Moved,  **  That  the  De- 
bate be  now  adjourned"  (Mr.  DiUwyn); 
after  further  short  debate,  Debate  adjourned 


Seienee  and  Art  Departfnent  —  United 
Weetmineter  School  of  Art — Suepen- 
eion  of  Mr.  Ooffin 

Question,  Colonel  Beresford ;  Answer,  Lord 
George  Hamilton  July  14,  800 

Select  Committee  appointed,  "  to  inquire  into 
and  report  upon  the  oircumstanees  relating 
to  the  suspension  of  the  Certificate  of  Mr. 
Groffln  by  the  Science  and  Art  Department " 
July  16  ;  List  of  the  Committee,  608 

SoLATBB-BooTH,  Bight  Hoii.  G.  (Presi- 
dent   of    the    Local    Ooyemment 

Board),  Mampehire,  N. 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Oomm.  Post- 
poned el,  87,  380,  382 
Canal  BoaU  Act,  1877,  22 
Moiious  Gases,  1406 
Occupation  Rosds,  2R.  1276 
Poor  Law — Pauper  Nurses,  1172 

Spiritual  Ministrations  in  Walsall  Work- 
bouse,  626 
Poor  Law  Amendment  (No.  2),  2R.  1120,  1121 
Rivers  Conservancy,  302 
Supply — Pauper  Lunatics,  England,  1377 
Vaccination   Proseoottoni — Dewsbary    Union, 
1626 

SOOTLAKD 

MlSOBLULirEOUi  QUBSTIOVi 

Eduea*iot¥^Th4  Abbey  Farieh  Board,  Paisley, 
and  School  Fete,  Question,  Mr.  Biggar ;  An- 
swer, The  Lord  Advocate  July  22, 1628 

The  Firth  of  Forth,  Question,  Captain  Milne- 
Home  ;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  July  22, 
266 

SeotehBiUe,  Question,  Mr.  R.  W.  Duff;  An- 
swer.  The  Lord  Advocate  July  17,  632 

Scotch  Society  for  Promoting  Ckrittian  KnoW' 
ledge.  Observations,  Mr.  M'Laren ;  Reply, 
The  Lord  Advocate ;  ^short  debate  thereon 
July  30, 1661 

The  Univereity  of  EdinbwrgK^The  Profeeeor 
of  Church  Jaietory,  Questions,  Mr.  McLaren ; 
Answers,  Mr.  Assheton  Cross  Auguet  1,  1842 

Under  Secretary  of  Statf  for  Scotland,  Question, 
Mr.  J.  W.  Barclay;  Answer,  Mr.  Assheton 
Cross  July  21,  867 

SooTT,  Lord  H.  J.  M.  D.,  Jldnts,  S. 

Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Gsiley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1370 

SxLBORNE,  Lord 

Public  Health  Act  (1876)  Amondmoni  (Inter- 
ments), Comm.  6 ;  3R.  489 

Railways — American  and  British  Produce- 
Preferential  Rates,  611 

Representative  Peers  for  Scotland,  Eleotion  of 
—The  Earldom  of  Mar,  146 

Slavery  in  Cuba,  Motion  for  Papers,  818 

University  Education  (Ireland),  Report,  296  ' 

Selwin-Ibbetson,  Sir  H.  J.  (Secretaiy 
to  the  Treasury),  JSeeeXf  W. 

Artisans'    Dwellwiwk    KiiX.    V>^^\  ^'i^Kw^'fi;^ 
Comm.    U\\    cL   b,   Vi^  \   ^-  ^V 
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Smmi-IjiBi'i  MAI,  ^if  V.  J. 

C6inin1iltOB«n  of  W0«M  (TtoHMt'inn^,  3R. 

1132 
Go8tom»Bill  of  Bii»i7  MBeo^8i9 
Egyptian  AflMM^lBOO- 
Bipiriof  Lmmt  GooltaiMaoe,  19ii 

Ir«l«iMl^Miw»n«ii6mii  QnMtionf 

Board  Of  Wbrkf-~9aUiriot  of  the  Staft  805 
Clerkf  of  Hfo  OroWii'-*-^Ke|M7iniiit  of  Ad- 

Drainage— Maleair  Drainago  Sohome,  1406 

liolH>poliUn  Bo4«d  of  Wfrk«iMoaBjr>,  LaaTf^ 

1376 
National  Sohoot  feaohert  (Iroland)  (EU-pay- 

ment  of  AdvanoM),  CTonim.  1518 

F^arliament — ArraDgtoMoi  •f  Publio  BoafoMtt 
1181 
Privilege — Omieifoii  fvom  the  Votes  and 
Prooeedingfi  of  tb»  Honte^  1583 

Pott  OflBoe  (Ooitraote)— Penioialar  and  Orien- 
tal SCeM  Naeigatieo  CeaHtanr^  759,.  857 
Railway  PaMenger  Daty,  33 

Silppljr  ^  Cllarftabfe  a«4  otlMV  ilUewMMOi, 

Great  Britain,  UtS 
Conra.  1873 

Conitifkittliary  Feree  i»  IreUnd,  OS^ 
Deep  Sea  Exploring  Expedition  (Report), 

1085 
Hospitals  and  Inflrmaries  in  Ireland^  ISfti, 

1383,  1384,  1608, 1608 
Inland  RoTenue,  1615 
F*u^  LaiMMftee,  BmlMd,  1878 
Po«i  Office  Servloev,  2o,  1017,  !030»,  1834 
PoUio  EdMation,  Ireland,  1088 
Pnblio  Work*  m  beland,  1450,  1488, 1488, 

1470 
Report,  1604 
SaWngf   Bank«  aad   PVleniffly   SoeMee, 

Fund  fer.  Motion  for  repMrtHig  P^cvress, 

1803,  1803 
Snee  Cmal,  1508,  1807,  1900,  1601 
8ipertiitenden8e  Of  FiieOM^  dw.  In  li«land, 

040,  1504 
Tonnage  Betitrtlee,  dte.  1608 


BuxsTBSSvntf  Earl  of 

Cruelty  to  Animals,  3R.  435 

Cyprus,  Island  of— Slavery,  1887, 1800,  1400 


Shaw,  Mr.  W.,  Cork  C0. 

Banking  and  Joint  Stoek  Companies,  3R.  1000 
Local  Courts  of  Bankrupto/   (Ireland^    3R. 

1131 
Supply— High  Court  of  Justioe  in  Ireland, 
1407 
Local  Government  Board  in  Ireland,  So, 

1431,  1436 
Public  Works  in  Ireland,  1463 
Queen's  UniTersity  in  Ireland,  1416, 1410 
University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  3),  3R. 
Amendt.  1160, 1368 


Shbb2i>ak,  Mr.  H.  B.,  Jhiiky 

Criminal    Law— Btripptug  niid   Searckiag  of 

Prisoners,  633,  848 
Tower  High  Level  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 

mittee,  1100 
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Bead  3*  July  38,  1510 

AmindmenU^  Question,  Mr.  Mao  iTor;  An- 
swer, Mr.  J.  G.  Talbot  A^igtut  1, 1850 


Shtttb,  General  0.  0.,  Brightm 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  ndSdL  «£. 

8»f,.H9 
Rml    Victovia.   Patriotio    Asylum    Sohoele, 

WandswortB,  15 

tfuim,  Kingd<mi  of— ^Action  of  Mr,  Knox, 

British   C§mmi  GmufM—1%0  Qmrn^ 

Uat  '*  Fox"* 
Question,  Mr.  Rylands ;  Answer,  Mr.  Bosffke 
Awftui  1,  1844 

Sncoir,  Mjt.  Seijeant  J.,  Jhwilwry 
Bankif»ey  Law  Anewlmeiil,  tR.  Ai—dt. 

505,800 
Tfeatf  ol  Bevllii--Jew»iv  Eailara  Bownelia, 

843)00* 
Vaccination 
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SnroLAiB,  Sir  J.  G.  T.,  CaithnBss-Mrs 
Army  DisoipUne  and  Regulation,  Consid.  784, 
765  ;  d,  5»  768 ;  Amtadt.  a.,  771 


Slave  Trade  (East  African  Gowrto) 

{Mr.  Mmrh$^  Sir  Mmry  Mmm-JUgtmrn) 

e.  Committee  *  ;  Report  JtUy  10        [Bill  883] 

Read8»»  JWyn 
I,  Read  1»*  {Marqueii  ofSatishwy)  July  14 

Read  2^^  July  34  (No.  147) 

Committee  ^  ;  Report  July  35 

Read  8**  .^38 

8kt9e  DriMl^^SMdh  JSad  C^mt  •f  Africa 
Obsenrations,  Earl  Granville  ;  Repl7,Th«  Mar- 
quess of  Salisbury  July  14,  378 

Smite,  Bight  Hon.  W.  H.  (FinI  Lord 
of  the  Admiralty),  We$tmifuter 

Army  Discipline  and  RegulatioDf  Comm.  tl.  160, 

Amendt.  106 
British    Columbia  —  Esquimalt  Dook,  1170, 

1711 
Coastguard,  1760 

Qreenwieb  Hospital  Pensian  PmA,  1000^  II 7t 
NaTY — MisoeUaneeus  Qtestioos 

Flogging  in  the  Navy,  1414,  1710 

H.M.  airoboat  *«  Tyriao,"  848 

U.M.S.  "Warrior,"  758 

Marine  OflBcers,  1405, 1534 

Naval  Discipline  BlU-^Puniahment,  1846 

NaTigating  Officers,  758 

Sentence  on  a  Seaman  at  Sbeemess,  968, 
1705 

Wbampoft  Dook  Company,  847 
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Smith,  Right  Hob.  W.  H.— «onl. 

Nft^y  Estimates— Admirmltj  Oflioe,l781, 1784, 
1780 
Coastguard  Sorrioe,  4e.  1787 
Dockyards,  Ae.  1811.  1814,  1815.  1818 
Miscellaneous  Serrioes,  189e,  1019,  1030. 

1922,  1929,  1981,  1932 
New    Works,   Buildings,   4e.    Motion   for 

reporting  Progress,  1820 
Scientific  Branch,  1T98,  1796 
Parliament— Business  of  the  Hoase,  29,  1686 
Pensions  to  Widows  and  Orphant  of  Seamen 
and  Marines,  1761,  1763 

Smyth,  Mr.  P.  J.,  WestmMth  Co. 
UniTcrsit/  Ed acation  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  1524 

SoLioiTOB    OEinE&AL,  The  (Sir    £L    S. 

GKfbrd),  Zauneeiton 

Army  Discipline  and  ReguUtion,  Ck>mm.  add.  el. 
394,  400,  518,  584,  539 ;  Consid.  d.  177,814 

Tower  High  LeitA  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, 1109 

South    Ktmingtan  —  Naiural    Hutory 

MfUium 
ObeerTatiens,  Mr.  B.  Jenkina.;  sfaorl  debate 
thereon  July  30,  1655 

South  KeniinffUm — The  Indian  Muieum 
Qoestion,  Mr.  Grant  Dnff;  Answer,  Mr.  E. 
Stanhope  Jtdy  14,  303 ;  Qaettions,  Mr. 
Wait,  Mr.  Wilbraham  Egerton,  Mr.  E.  Jen- 
kins, Mr.  Rathbone ;  Answers,  Mr.  £.  Stan- 
hope July  17,  614;  |Question,  Mr.  Pero/ 
Wyndham;  Answer,  Mr.  E.  Stanhope  Acly  21, 
851 
Amendt.  on  Committal  of  Wars  and  Means 
July  31,  To  leaTe  out  from  '*  That,"  and  add 
**  having  regard  alike  to  the  traditions  of  our 
rule  in  India  and  to  the  eipedienoy  of  estab- 
lishing, at  an  early  period,  bj  the  JQint  aoUon 
of  the  Mother  Country,  ita  Colonies,  and  De- 
pendencies, an  institution  in  which  the  pro- 
ductions of  all  those  Colonies  and  Depen- 
dencies should  be  adequately  representeid,  it 
is  undesirable  thai  the  Indian  Museum,  col- 
lected at  great  cost  by  the  East  In^ia  Com- 
pany, and  taken  OTor  by  the  Crown,  abould 
now  be  broken  up  and  distributed"  {Mr, 
Grani  Duff)  v.,  1792;  Question  proposed, 
"That  the  worda,  dto. ;"  after  debate^ 
Amendt.  withdrawn 


Speaxeb,  The  (Eight  Hon.  H.  B.  W. 
Braio)),   Cambridgeshire 
Africa,  South — Administration  of  Natire  Aflkirs, 

1872 
Army  Disoipltno  and  Regulation— Flogging,  26 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulatioo,  Con^d.  660, 
665,  720,  761,  769,  764,  765 ;  «l.  5,  768  ; 
cl.  49,  796,  797  ;  cl.  127,  809  ;  el.  128,  «6., 
810,  812 
Bankruptcy  Law  Amendment,  2R.  590, 601, 722 
Criminal  Law — Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1851,  1365,  1366 
East  India  Loan  (Consolidated  Fund),  2R.  1323 
Educational  Endowments  (Metropolis),  1704 
Malta  (Coat  of  FoUee,  dM.),  1908, 1918 
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SmAin,  Thd'  «w<. 

Parliament — Privilege— Omission   from   the 
Votes  and  Proceedings  of   the  House, 
1531,  1533 
Public  Business— Tuesdays  and  Wednes- 
days, 821,  825,  382 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking   in  the 
Members'   Side  Gallery,  53,  54,  55 ;   Res. 
164.  171,  175,  197,  199,  217,  227 
Public  Health  (Ireland)   Act  (1878)   Amend- 
ment, Comm.  1141 
Public  Worka  (Loans),  2R.  1119 
Supply — Scotch  and  Irish  UniTersitiM  Votes, 

1947 
Tiohborne  Case— Queen  v.  Orton,  555 
Tower  High  LeTel   Bridge  (Metropolia)  Com- 
mittee, 1100,  1101,  1103,  1105  :— Pdtition, 
1638 
Turkey— Amooah  Aga,  313 

Spskobb,  Earl 

UniTersity  Edncation  (Ir^andX  8R.  441 

Spirits  Bill 

( Jfr.  AUomey  Qmeral^  Sir  Minry  Selunn-JbhUon) 
e.  Bill  withdnwD  •  jJy  11  [BUI  203] 

Stanhope,  Earl 

Public  Health  Act  (1875)  Amendment  (Inter- 
ments), 3R.  438 

Treaty  of  Berlin— Eastern  Roumelia — Eraoua- 
tion,  1701 

Stakhofb,  Hon.  E.  (Under  Secretai^  of 
State  for  India),  lAnoolnehure^  Mid, 
Army — Army  Ofioera  as  War  Correspondents, 

1174,  1175 
Army  Disoipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  166, 

46 
DespatekNo.  4  (Legislative)  India — Opinions 

upon  and  Correspondenee,  750 
East  India  Loan  (ConsoUdated    Fnnd),  2R. 

1824  ;  Comm.  d.  2,  1518 
East  India  Museum,  South  Kensington,  303, 

614,  61i 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 

AfghanisUn— The  Ceded  DistrieU,  310  ;— 

War  Correspondents,  621 
Agriculture  and  Commerce,  Department  of, 

301 
CiTil  Servioe,  1527 
Finance  Aooounta,  844 
Kirwee  Prise  Fund,  309,  1705 
Maharajah  Dhuleep  Singh,  1169. 1408, 1409 
North-West  Frontier— The  Assigned  Dis. 
tricts,  1408 
Indian  Museum,  Res.  1740,  1743,  1740 
Indian  Oaths  Act— Alleged  Torture,  298 
Law  of  Succession  in  Mahomedan  States,  627 
Science  and  Art— Indian  Mnaeom,  862 

Stakley  of  Auderley,  Lord 

-    Income  Tax— Education  Rates,  1168 
India — Miscellaneous  Questions 
Brahmin  Kishen  Dutt,  146 
Corporal  Punishment  in  Indian  Gaols,  1401 
Criminal  Law— Use  of  Torture,  1200 
Suohait  Singh— The  Chumba  Si 
733, 7i8 
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Stavlet,   Bight  Hon.   Oolonel  F.  A. 

(Secretaiy  of  State  for  War),  I^n- 

eaihirey  N. 
Afriea,  South — Zolo  War— Misoollaneoas  Qnei- 
tions 
New8p«iper  Gorrpspondents,  1534 
Sir  Gnrnet  Wolselej's  Instniotions,  634 
Victory  at  Ulundi— Telegrams,  1187, 1188 
Army— Miscellaneous  Qaesttons 

Army  Clothing  Establishment,  Pimlico,857 
Army  Service^  Keport  of  .Oommittee,  800 
Auxiliary  Forces — Volonteersunder  Canras, 

16 
Desertion  and  Fraudulent  Enlistment,  20 
Medical  Department — Examinations,  783 
OflBcers  as  War  Correspondents,  866 
Retirement  Scheme,  The  New,  868 
61st  and  28th  Regiments,  23 
Water  Supply  to  Lamlguard  Fort,  1172 
Army  and  Navy  Exchanges,  621 
Army    Discipline    and    Regulation — Corporal 

Punishment,  Schedule,  20,  80,  163,  446 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el,  166, 
Amendt.  30,  31,  82,  41,  44,  46,  69,  76,  77, 
86,  67,  89  ;  eL  167,  92,  93 ;  Amendt.  94,  96, 
97,  98.  102,  104.  J106  ;  el.  170, 106. 107, 108  ; 
el.  171,  ih.  I  el.  172.  109 ;  el  173,  Amendt. 
110.  113,  116,  116,  117,  118  ;  el  174, 119  ; 
el  176.  ib. ;  el.  178,  Amendt.  120  ;  el  180, 
Amendt.  121  ;  Postponed  el.  8,  846  ;  el  69, 
346 ;  Amendt.  347,  848,  861,  363.  366,  367, 
862,  364,  367,  370,  372  ;  el  87,  Amendt. 
379,  383;  el  128,  Amendt.  387;  add.  el 
BS8,  889,  390,  392,  396,  397,  402,  406,  407, 
460,  463,  497,  498,  499,  603,  604,  608,  616, 
626,  636,  646:  Schedule  1,  Amendt.  660; 
Schedule  2,  Amendt.  661,  662  ;  New  Sche- 
dule, ib.,  663  ;  Coosid.  642,  660,  761,  763, 
704 ;  el  6.  767,  768,  770  ;  el.  6,  Amendt. 

776  ;  el  9,  Amendt.  776 ;  el  19,  ib. ;  el  42, 

777  ;  el  46,  778,  779.  780.  783,  786,  790  ; 
el  46,  Amendt.  794;  d,  47,  Amendt.  ib.  i 
el  49,  796  ;  Amendt.  t6. ;  c^.  62, 797  ;  el.  56, 
Amendt.  798  ;  el  63,  Amendt.  ib.  ;  el  76, 
Amendt.  800  ;  el.  78,  802 ;  el.  83,  Amendt. 
ib. ;  el  84,  Amendt.  803  ;  e/.86, 8u4  ;  el  101, 
806  ;  cl  103,  607  ;  el.  126,  808 ;  el  164, 
813  ;  el  177,  816 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation  (Commence- 
ment), Comm.  976  ;  el.  7,  t6.,  976,  977 

Criminal  Law — Criminal  Proceedings  against 
Soldiers,  303 

India — Afghanistan — War  Correspondents,  623 

Parliament — Public  Business — Tuesdays  and 
Wednesdays,  326 

Prince  Imperial,  Death  of— Court  Martial  on 
Lieutenant  Carey,  869, 1177 ;— Monument  in 
Westminster  Abbey,  1176 

Royal  Patriotic  Victoria  Asylum  Schools, 
Wandsworth,  16 

Stbvenbon,  Mr.  J.  0.,  South  Shields 
Intemperance,  308 

Stbadbboke,  Ead  of 
Income  Tax— Agricultural  Depression,  1167 

St&athkaibn,  Lord 

Army  Organisation  —  Short  Service  —  Zulu 
Cnmpsign.  1277.  1286 


Sullivan,  Mr.  A.  M.,  Louth  Co. 

Africa,  South — Sir  Garnet  Wolseley's  Inttme- 
tions,  623,  624 

Army  Discipline  and  ReguUtion — Corporal 
Punishment.  Schedule,  29.  80 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comro.d.  166, 
15,  63,  67.  76  ;  el  167,  103  ;  Postponed 
el  87,  880  ;  add.  d.  397,  402,  486,  486,  493. 
600.  613  ;  Consid.  el  6,  766,  768  ;  Amendt. 
769,  772  ;  el  46,  Amendt.  778,  781,  783, 
788 

Criminal  Law — Release  of  Ann  Bradley,  618, 
619,860,861 

Criminal  Law— Case  of  Edmund  Galley,  Mo- 
tion for  an  Address,  1370 

Ireland— Royal  Constabulary,  Charge  against 
an  OflBoer  ofthe,  1944 

Navy  Estimates— Misoellaneoui  Serrioea,  1933, 
1928 

Parliament — Public  Business — Tuesdays  juid 
Wednesdays,  330 

Parliament  —  Pririlege  —  Note-taking  in  the 
Members*  Side  Gallery,  47,  48 ;  Motion  lor 
reporting  Progress,  49.  60  ;  Res.  304,  318 

Poor  Law — Spiritual  Mmistrations  in  v\  alsall 
Workhouse.  626 

Supply— Constabulary  Force  in  Ireland,  888, 
887,  893.  897,  906,  916,  918,  921  ' 
High  Court  of  Justice  in   Ireland,  1491, 

1604 
Public  Education  in  Scotland,  1978 
Science  and  Art  Department,  1968 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  Ac.  Ireland, 
940,  943,  948,  949, 960 

Unifersity  Education  (Ireland)— Alleged  Pro- 
posal of  the  GoTernment,  631 

Unirersity  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1209,1211,1268,1371 


Summary  JnrisdictioiL  Bill 

{The  Lord  Chaneellor) 

I.  Committee  *  Jtdy  24 
Report  July  31,  1698 
Read3**^t^nMt  1 


(No.  97) 


SUFFZr 

Committee,  Observations,  Sir  Henry  Selwio- 
Ibbetson  July  26.  1372 

The  Seoteh  and  Jrith  DniveniHee  VoU$,  Ques- 
tion, Mr.  A.  Moore ;  Answer.  The  Chan- 
cellor of  the  Exchequer  ;  short  debate 
thereon  August  2,  1946 

Order  for  Committee  read  ;  Moved,  "  That  Mr. 
Speaker  do  now  leaTC  the  Chair  "  July  18, 
774 ;  after  short  debate.  Motion  withdrawn ; 
Committee  deferred  till  Monday  next 


SUPPLY 

Considered  in  Committee  July  31,  869 — Cim. 
SxRTios  EsTiMATM— Class  III. — Law  ams 
JusTiox — Resolutions  reported  July  33 

Considered  in  Committee  July  26,  1376— Citu. 

SXBYXOX    ESTIMATXS — ClaSS    VI. — SOPBBAH- 
HUATIOV      AXD      RxT»U>     AlLOWAHOXS,     AVO 

Gbatdxtiss    fob     Chabitablb     AHD     OTHXR 
PuRPOSKs — Resolutions  reported  July  38 
Considered  in  Committee  Ju^38,  1416^Citi& 
SxBTiox  EsTxifATBS— Class  IV. — SpoeATiov, 

SoiUrOI,  AMD  ABV— ClAU  L — PVBUO  WOHU 
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SuFPLT — eorU. 

AKD    BUILDINOS — ClAM     II. — SaLARIKS  AND 

ExPBNSBt  or  Public  Dbpabtmbnts — Cuibq 
III. — Law  and  JasTioB 

Resolutions  reported  July  20 
First  Resolution  agreed  to 
Second  Resolution  postponed 
Six  following  Resolutions  agreed  to 
Ninth  Kesolution  postponed 
Postponed  Resolutions  to  be  taken  ittto  con- 
sideration upon  Thursday 

Considered  in  Committee  July  29,  1584 — 
£2,500,000,  EzGHBQCBR  B0KD8— CiYJL  Sbb- 
TicB  Estimates — Class  V. — Colonial,  Con- 
sular, AND  OTHBB  FoRBION  SbRTIOBS — ClaBS 
VI.— SUPBRANN CATION  AND  RbTIRBD  ALLOW- 
ANCES, AND  Gratuities  vor  Charitable  and 

OTHER    FURPOSBB  -—  ClASB     Vll.  —  MlSCBL* 

laneoub,  Special,  and  Temporary  Objects — 
Revenue  Departments — Civil  Services — 
Class  IV. — Education,  Science,  and  Art 
— Resolutions  reported  July  80 

Considered  in  Committee  July  30, 1672 — Citil 
Seeticb  Estimates — Clasb  I V.^  Education, 
Science,  and  Art  —  Resolution  reported 
Auyuit  1 

Committee — r.p. 

Considered  in  Committee  July  81,  1760 — Navt 
Estimates—  Resolutions  reported  August  1 

Considered  in  Committee  AuguH  1, 1894^  if  att 
Estimates 

Resolutions  reported  August  2 
First  Four  Resolutions  agreed  to 
Filth  Resolution  postponed 

Considered  in  Committee  J.i«^ni]rt  1, 1918 — Navt 
Estimates  r-  Civil  Sbrvicb  Estimatrs  — 
Class  IV. — Education,  Science,  and  Art 
— Resolutions  reported  Augwtt  4 

Considered  in  Commiitee  August  2, 1949 — Civil 
Seevicb  £btimate#^^Clams  iV. — Education, 
Science,  and  Art — Armt  Eitimatbs — Re- 
solutions reported  Augutt  4 

Sapreme   Court  of  Jndicatnre    Acts 
Amendment  Bill  [h.l.] 

{Mr,  Attorney  General) 
e.  Committee ;  Report  Jidy  17,  728  [Bill  184] 

Snpreme  Court  of  Judicature  (District 

Courts)   Bill     {Mr.  Joseph   Cowen,    Mr. 
Eipley,  Mr.  Eustace  Smith,  Mr.  Mowley  Sill) 
e.  Bill  withdrawn  •  July  16  [Bill  100] 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Ireland) 
Aetf  1877 — Re-organization  of  the 
Migh  Court  of  Judicature 

Question,  Mr.  Macartney  ;  Answer,  The  At- 
torney General  July  21,  846 

Supreme  Court  of  Judicature  (Officers) 

Bill  [h.l. J    {Mr.  Attorney  Oenerat) 

e.  Read  2*»  •  Jvdy  1 0  [Bill  235] 

Salaries,  Question,  Dr.  Kenealy  ;  Answer,  The 
Attorney  General  July  16,  446 


Supreme   Court  of  Judicature   (Offlcere) 

[^Salaries f  4"^.] 
e.  Considered  in  Committee  July  22 
Resolution  reported  July  28 

Synan,  Mr.  E.  J.,  Limerick  Co. 

Local  Courts  of  Bankruptcy  (Ireland),  2R.  1 182 
Supply — Local  GoTcrnment  Board  in  Ireland, 
Ao.  1424 
Publio  Works  in  Ireland,  1470 

Talbot,   Mr.  J.  G.  (Secretary  to   the 

Board  of  Trade),  Oxford  University 
Merchant  Shipping  Act— Pasienger  Steamers, 

1526 
Railway  Rates  for  American  Produce,  852 
Regulation  of  Railways   Acts   Continuance — 

Railway  Commission,  1850,  1851 
Shipping  Casualties  InTestigatione  Re-hearing 

— Amendments,  1850 

Taylor,  Mr.  D.,  Coleraine 
Grand  Juries  (Ireland),  27 

Teachers  Organization  and  Begistration 

Bill  {Mr.  Lyon  Flayfair,  Mr.  Arthur 
Mills,  Sir  John  Lubbock,  Lord  Francis 
Hervey) 

c.  Bill  withdrawn*  July  80  [BUI  101] 

Templbtown,  Viscount 

Metropolis —Dangers  of.  the  Streets,  960 

Thames,    Navigation  of  the  —  Report  of 
Commissioners 
Question,    Mr.    Goorley ;    Answer,  ^Visoount 
Sandon  Ju/y.24,  1178 

Thames  River  (Prevention  of  Floods)  BiU 

(by  Order) 
I.  Report  *  July  11 

e.  Lords  AmenUts.  'agreed  to,  after  short  debate 
July  25,  1291 

Tipperary  Boroughs  Bill 

{Mr.  Arthur  Moore,  Mr.  Gray,  Mr.  Meldon, 
Mr.  (y Shaughnessy) 
e.  Ordered ;.  read  l""  •  JtUy  80  [BUI  271] 

T0RKBN8,  Mr.  W.  T.  M.,  Finshury 

Artisans'  DweUings  Act  (1868)  Extension, 
Comm.  410 ;  d.  5,  418 :  d.  21,  415  ;  d,  22, 
417  ;  Schedule  A,  t6.,  418 

TVamways  Act,  1870 — Repair  of  Linee 
Question,  Colonel  Beresford ;  Answer,  ViMOunt 
Sandon  July  17,  625 

Tramways  Orders  Confirmation  Bill 

( The  Lord  Henniker) 

I.  Committee  July  17,  604  (No.  185) 

Report* /tt/y  18 
Read  8»*  ^91 
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dolph'' 
QnettioD,  Mr.  Conrtney  ;  Answer,  Sir  Michael 
Hicks-Beaoh  July  10,  24 

Tr$aty  of  BerJ4n 

MXSOBLLAMXOVI   (^UBITlOlfl 

Anatie  Provinees  of  Turkey — Secretary  of 
Stakes  DetpaUh  9th  Auffutt,  1876,  Quei- 
tiont,  Mr.  Baxter,  Sir  CbarJes  W.  Dilke; 
Answers,  Mr.  Boarke  July  18,  75i 

Maetem  RoumeUa-^llie  Evacuation,  Qnettion, 
.  Earl  Stanhope;  Answer,  The  Marquess  of 
Salisbmj  July  31, 1701 

The  Rutiiane  in  Eoftem  RoumeUa,  Questions, 
Mr.  J.  R*  Torke;  Answers,  Mr.  Bonrke 
July  21, 845  ;  July  24,  llSl 

l^Mfy  cfBtrUn — JBiHumaiion  of  the  Pro- 
vine0t 
Moved,  that  an  humble  Address  be  presented  to 
Her  Majestj,  praying  Her  Majesty  to  ezer- 
oise  her  diplomatio  inflaenoe  in  the  manner 
best  oaleuUted  to  secure  the  complete  eraon- 
ation  by  Russian  troops  of  all  territory  on 
this  sidi  of  the'Pruth,  whether  belonging  to 
the  Sublime  Porte  or  to  Koumania,  at  the 
time  stipulated  in  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  ( The 
Lord  Stratheden  and  Campbell)  July  14, 
278 ;  after  short  debate,  Motion  withdrawn 

Drsaty  of  Berlin^The  Gangren  ( UnfuU 
filled  Arrangements) 
Mored,  *'  That  an  humble  Addreas  be  presented 
to  Her  Majesty,  praying  that  Her  Majesty 
will  be  graciously  pleased  to  use  Her  influence 
to  procure  the  'prompt  execution  of  those 
Articles  of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  which  relate 
to  reforms  in  Turkey ;  and  further  praying 
that,  in  undertaking  mediation  under  the 
24th  Article  of  the  Treaty,  She  will  endea- 
Tour  to  procure  for  Greece  the  rectification 
of  frontier  agreed  upon  by  the  Powers" 
{Sir  Charlee  W,  Dilke)  July  22,  1027 
'  Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  ***  That,"  and  add 
*'  this  House  desires  to  exprees  its  gratifica- 
tion that  the  main  portion  of  the  stipulations 
of  the  Treaty  of  Berlin  has  been  successfully 
carried  Into  eflfect,  and  approves  the  steps 
which  Her  Majesty's  Government  have 
already  taken  to  secure  the  full 'accomplish- 
ment of  those  portions  of  the  Treaty  which 
are  still  in  course  of  execution  "  {Mr.  Han- 
bury)  V. ;  Question  proposed,  *'  That  the 
words,  d(c. ;"  after  debate,  Moved,  *'  That  the 
Debate  be  now  adjourned "  {Mr.  Monk) ; 
Question  put,  and  agreed  to;  Debate  ad- 
journed 

• 

Tbttbo,  Lord 

Africa,  South— Zulu  War — Defeat  at  Isandlana 
—Court  of  Inquiry,  780 
Telegram— Victory  at  Ulundl,  1096 
Army— Officers  on  Half   Pay— The  Circular 

Letter,  May,  1866,  159 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  2R.  840 
Brentford     and     Isleworth     Tramways,    8R. 

Amendt.  272,  986 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R'.  419 

[cimt. 


TsTOOy  Lord-  coii#* 

Iferohaat    Shipping — EzploiiTM    Act,   1878, 

1889 
Prince  Imperial,  The  Late-^Oonrt  Martial  on 

Lieutenant  Carey,  Motion  for  Papers,  1888, 

1888 

TSurk&y 

MliOBLLAVSOOa   QUXSTIOVS 

Amooih  Affa,  Questions,  Mr.  H.  Samuelson ; 

Anpwers,  Mr.  Bourke,  Mr.  Speaker  July  14, 

812 
Chefket  Pasha,   Questions,    Sir  Charlea    W. 

Dilke,   Mr.    H.  Samuelson ;    Answers,  Mr. 

Bourke  July  14,  805 
The  Jews  in  Eastern  EoumeHa,  Notice  of 

Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon  July  21,  842  • 

Question,  Mr.  Seijeant  Simon  ;  Answer,  Mr 

Bourke  July  22,  964 

Turnpike  Acts  ContiniianM  Bill 

{Mr.  8aU,  Mr.  Sslater-Booth) 

e.  Read  2<>*  July  14  [BtU  289] 

Committee ;  Report  Jufy  28, 1188 

Considered  *  ;  read  8*  Judy  24 
I.  Read  1**  {Lord President)  July  25  (No.  188) 

Universi^  Education  (Ireland)  Bill 

{The  (y  Conor  Bon,  Mr.  Kavanagh,  Mr.  Shmw, 
Mr.  Mitchell  Setuy,  Lord  Charles  Beresford, 
Mr.  Famell) 

e.  Order  for  2R.  read,  and  discharged  ;  Bill 
withdrawn  July  28,  1099  [Bill  168] 

University  Education  (Ireland)  (  No-  2) 

Bill  [h.l.]    (The  Lord  Chancellor^ 

I.  Moved,  "  That  the  House  do  now  resolve  itself 
into  Committee  "  July  11,  151 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  (**  now,")  and  add  (**  this 
day  three  months"  ( The  Lord  Oranmore  and 
Browne);  after  short  debate,  on  Qiieetioa, 
That  (**  now/')  dto.  t  resolved  in  the  affirma- 
tive ;  Committee  (No.  184) 

Report,  after  debate  July  14.  288 

Read  8%  after  short  debate  July  15.  441 
e.  Read  l«*(ifr.  /.  'Lowther)  July  17  [Bill  260] 

Moved,  *'That  the  Bill  be  now  read  2«" 
July  24,  1182 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  from  *'  That,"  and  add 
**  no  measure  of  University  Education  can  be 
considered  satisfactory  to  the  people  of  Ire- 
land which  does  not  provide  increased  faoili* 
ties  for  Collegiate  Education  as  well  as  for 
the  attainment  of  Unive/^ity  Degrees  "  {Mr. 
Shaw)  V. ;  Queslion  proposed,  "  That  the 
words,  dM. ; "  after  long  debate.  Question 
put :  A.  257,  N.  90  ;  M.  167  (D.  L.  192) 

Main  Question  proposed,  "That  the  Bill  be 
now  read  2* ; "  after  short  debate.  Moved. 
**  That  the  Debate  be  now  adjourned"  {Sir 
Wilfrid  Lawson) ;  after  further  short  debate, 
Question  put ;  A.  28,  N.  260  ;  M.  282  (D.  L. 
193) 

Msin  Question  put,  and  agreed  to  ;  Bill  read  2^ 

10  Oeo.  IV.  cap.  7,  Question,  Mr.  P;  J.  Smyth  ; 
Answer,  The  Attorney  General  for  Ireland 
Jufy  29, 1524 


UNI        WAL 
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UnivenUy  Education  (Ireland)  {No.  2)  BiU^ 
oont. 

Moved,  "That  the  House  will  resoWe  itself 
into  Committee  upon  Tuesday  next,  at  Two 
of  the  clock  "  Augutt  \,l9i0 

Amendt.  to  leave  out  '*at  Two  of  the  dock" 
{Mr,  Courtney) ;  Question  proposed,  **  That 
the  words,  Ae. ; "  after  short  debate,  Ques- 
tion put :  A.  70,  N.  2  ;  M.  68  (D.  L.  302) 

Main  Question  put,  and  agreed  to 

UniviTiity  Edwation  {Ireland)   {No,  2) 

[^Fellowships,  ^c.  Pensions,  ^e."] 
e.  Considered  in  Committee /u/y  29 
Resolution  reported  July  30 

Vdeeination    Acts    {Ireland)  Amendment 

Bill 
Question,  Mr.  G.  E.  Browne ;  Answer,  Mr.  J. 
Lowther  Auguai  1,  1846 

Vaeeination     Prosecutions   —   Dewshury 

Union 
Question,  Mr.  Serjeant  Simon;    Answer,  Mr. 
Sclater- Booth  July  29, 1626 

Valuation  of  Lands  and  AssessmentB 
(Scotland)  BiU 

{Hie  Lord  Advocate,  Mr,  Secretary  Cross) 
c.  BiU  withdrawn  •  July  17  [BUI  144] 

Valuation  of  Property  Bill 

{Mr.  Sclater-Booth,  Mr,  Chancellor  of  the 
Exchequer,  Mr.  Salt) 
e.  BUI  withdrawn  •  July  80  [BiU  71] 

Vbbnee,  Mr.  E.  ^.y  Armagh  Co. 

Great  Northern    Railway    (Ireland),    Consid. 

Amendt.  744 
Supply— Constahulary  Force  in  Ireland,  886, 887 
Local  Govemment  Board  in  Ireland,  Ao. 

1428 
Superintendence  of  Prisons,  Ac.  in  Ireland , 
942 

Vivian,  Mr.  H.  Hussey,  Olamorganshire 
Parliament— Puhlio  Business^-Tuesdajs  and 

Wednesdays,  384 
Parliament  —  Privilege  —  Note-taking  in  the 

Members'  Side  GaUery,  Res.  219 

Volunteer  Corps-  (Ireland)  Bill 

{Mr.   O'Clery,  Mqfor  Nolany  Lord  Francis 

Conyngham,  Major  O^Beirne) 

€.  Read  3»  •  July  16  [BUI  200] 

/.  Read  !••  (Viscount Monek) July  17  (No.  154) 

Wait,  Mr.  W.  K.,  Gloucester 
Agriculture,  Royal  Commission  on,  160 
East  India  Museum,  South  Kensington,  614 

Walpole,    Bight   Hon.    Spencer    H., 

Cambridge  University 
Tower  High  Lerel  Bridge  (Metropolis)  Com- 
mittee, 602,    1107,  1109,   1586 ;— Petition, 
1682, 1688 


Walter,  Itfr.  J.,  Berkshire 
Army  EHsoipline  and  Regulation,  Ckmsid.  678 

Ward,  Dr.  M.  E.,  Oalway 

University  Education  (Ireland)  (No.  2),  2R. 
1208,  1270 

Wateblow,  Sir  S.  H.,  Maidstone 

Metropolitan  Police  Force— Report  of  the  De- 
partmental Commission,  854 

Waveney,  Lord 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  8R.  950 
Cruelty  to  Animals,  2R.  485 
Prince  Imperial,  The  Late,  Motion  for  Papers, 
•      1836 

.UniTersity  Education  (Ireland),  Report,  288, 
289 

WAYS  AND  MEANS' 

Inland  Revenue — Pr6bat€t  AdnUnistraHon,  a$ul 
Legacy  Duties^  Question,  Mr.  Dodds ;  An- 
swer, The  Chancellor  of  the  Exchequer 
July  17,  668 

The  Income  Tarn— Education  RaUs,  Question, 
Lord  Stanley  of  Alderley  ;  Answer,  The 
Duke  of  Richmond  and  Gordon  July  %i, 
1168 

WA  TS  AND  MEANS 

Considered  in  Committee  July  81    ' 

(I.)  Resolved,  That,  towards  raising  the  supply 
granted  to  Her  Majesty,  the  Commissioners 
of  Her  Majesty's  Treasury  be  authorised  to 
raise  any  sum,  not  exceeding  £8,000,000,  by 
an  issue  of  Exchequer  Bonds,  Exchequer 
BUls,  or  Treasury  Bills 

(2.)  ResoWed,  That  the  principal  of  all  Exche- 
quer  Bonds  which  may  be  so  issued  shall  be 
paid  off  at  par,  at  the  expiration  of  any 
period  not  exceeding  three 'years  from  the 
date  of  such  Bonds 

(3.)  ResolTed,  That  the  Interest  of  all  such 
Exchequer  Bonds  shall  be  paid  half-yearly, 
and  shall  be  charged  upon  and  issued  out  of 
the  Consolidated  Fund  of  the  United  King- 
dom, or  the  growing  produce  thereof 

Resolutions  reported  August  1 

Wedderbubn,  SirD.,  Haddington  Burghs 
Army  Discipline  and  tlegulation,  Cooun.  el.  180, 

Amendt.  122 
Qame   Laws    Amendment  (Sootland),    1298; 

Comm.  1941 
Supply— Suei  Canal,  1599 

Whitbrsad,  Mr.  S.,  Bedford 

Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  d,  166, 
68 

Tower  High  LeTel  Bridge  (Metropolit)  Com- 
mittee, Report,  978 

Whitwxll,  Mr.  J.,  Kendal 

Africa,  South^War  with  Sikukuni,  965 

Zulu  War-— Papers,  966 
Army  Discipline  and  Regulation,  Comm.  el.  167, 
99  ;  Consid.  el,  45, 783 
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